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Abstract: The importance that society gives to science, technology and innovation accordingly reflects the culture, well-being and
economy of the country. At the same time, this has a crucial impact on the opportunities of societal development. The focus on studying
the attitude of society towards different aspects of science, technology and innovation and its dynamics is increasingin many countries.
Nevertheless, similar studies have not been carried out in Georgia until now. The aim of this research is to explore public perception of
development of science, technology and innovation among Georgian society.The study revealed that the advantages associated with the
development of science, technology and innovationare acknowledgedin Georgian society. Various areas where society expects
improvements in the next 15 years have been identified. Lastly, the areas of health and medical care and creation of workplaces have
been defined as the top priorities for the development of science, technology and innovation.
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1. Introduction
The countries where science, technology and innovation
(ST&I) are focused towards knowledge-based economy
have a higher economic growth and welfare [1, 2]. ST&I
support the development through solving specific problems
and improving knowledge.
The potential impact of ST&I on the society is very complex
and multidimensional. The importance that society gives to
ST&I accordingly reflects the culture, well-being and
economy of the country. At the same time, this has an
important impact on the opportunities of societal
development. In many countries (USA, EU, UK, Australia,
New Zeeland, Japan, Malaysia, India) the focus on studying
the attitude of society towards different aspects of ST&I and
its dynamics is increasing [3-12].
In 2014 European Commission (EC) carried out a survey on
public opinion of European Union (EU) society about the
future development of science, technology and innovations;
additionally, the research focused on the perception of
science, technology and innovation by society [13].
The research identified the
 Society‘s priorities for science and technological
innovations for the next 15 years;
 Impact of science and technological innovation on various
fields having priority for the society e.g climate change,
protection of the environment, civil safety, creation of
workplaces, health and medical care, etc.
The results revealed that the majority of respondents in EU
countries learned science and technology-related topics at
different stages of their life: school, college, highereducation
institutions. In EU countries, the major priority was health
and medical care and creation of workplaces and overall the
following fields have been nominatedas the top priorities:
 Creation of workplaces by 16 countries;
 Health and medical care by 10 countries;
 Fightagainst climate change by 2 countries.

The majority of therespondents believe that over the next 15
years the development of science and technology will have a
positive impactin general, and in particular on the following
fields: health and medical care, education and skills,
transport and transport infrastructure, energy supply,
environment protection, fight against climate change, quality
of living.
The survey carried out by EC in 2015 aimed at studying the
public perception of science, technology and innovationin
EU countries as well as the attitude towards innovations that
will be implemented in the following areas over the next 15
years: housing, health and medical care, communication and
interaction and environment [14].
The survey revealed the positive attitude of citizens towards
science and innovative technologies as well as their
consciousness of consequent downsides.The respondents
indicated Internet and mobile phones as one of the most
important examples of science and innovative technologies.
Similar studies have not been carried out in Georgiauntil
now. Therefore, the aim of this research is to explore public
perception of development of science, technology and
innovationin Georgian society.

2. Methods
The research has been carried out in 2019 using quantitative
methods. A special questionnaire has been elaborated for
this research based on the earlier EC Surveys related to
science, technology and innovation. For the data collection a
mixed method was used, including face-to-face interviews
and online interviews using e-platform. Respondents have
been randomly selected. The survey covered the population
in the capital, different cities and villages. The data of total
1027 questionnaires was analyzed. The results have been
processed in IBM SPSS Statistics 21.
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3. Results and Discussion
The majority of respondents are femalewith high
education.The majority of respondents indicated that they
had never worked in the areas related to science, technology
or innovation. According to the results of the research the
majority of respondents use Internet on a daily basis 68,1%
and minority rarely 14,8%. The majority of respondents use
home Internet30,7% and mobile Internet 22,1%.
Firstly, the respondents identified the fields that require
focus in the process of developing science, technology and
innovation; furthermore, respondents defined how feasible
would it be to improve the identified fields in the next 15
years via using science, technology and innovation.
The respondents defined the following priorities forscience,
technology and innovation for the next 15 years: health and
medical care 66%, creation of new workplaces 47%,
education and professional development 46%, fight against
climate change and care about environment 36%,
availability and qualityof food 30%, civil safety 29%.
The following areas have been less prioritized by the
respondents: quality of housing 18%, personal data
protection 13%, reduction of inequality 11%, transport and
transport infrastructure 7%, increase of energy supply 5%.
The results of research demonstrated that similar to EU
countries, health and medical care as well as creation of new
workplaces representthe main priorities for
science,
technology and innovation development among Georgian
society.
According to the respondents, in the next 15 years science,
technology and innovation willhave a positive impact
chiefly on the following fields: health and medical care 92%,
education and professional development 91,1%, transport
and transport infrastructure 72,1%, quality of housing
68,9%, availability and quality of food 64,8%, creation of
new workplaces 62,4%, civil safety 59,5%, protection of
personal data 51,7%, increase of energy supply 51,%,
reduction of inequality 35,5%.
In the survey carried out in EU countries the results
identified that the following areas will be positively
impacted in the next 15 years: health and medical care
65,5%, education and professional development 60%,
transport and transport infrastructure 59,9%, quality of
housing 50%, etc.
The results of our study shows that the expectation of
positive impact is higher among Georgian society rather than
in EUcountries.
Similar to the results of survey carried out in EU countries,
this research revealed the positive attitude of society towards
science and innovative technologies as well as
consciousness about possible downsides as well. Almost half
of the respondents46,5% consider that the general impact of
science, technology and innovationon society is mostly
positive. However, part of the respondents 39,2% think that
science and technologies can bring moral injury to people.

According to the respondents the preferred directions of
science, technology and innovation for country‘s
development must be defined by a scientist whilst
considering public opinion 37% or by a representative of a
government 24,4%. The same statement is true for the
respondents, however without considering public opinion by
scientist 15,2% or the representative of a government 14%.
Similar to the results of researches carried out in EU
countries, our research illustrates that the majority of society
considers that their opinion must be respected and they must
be involved when taking decisions in the process of
developing science, technology and innovation [15].

4. Conclusion
Georgian society is conscious of the advantages associated
with the development of science, technology and innovation.
Various areas in which society expects improvement over
the next 15 years have been identified. Lastly, the areas of
health and medical care and creation of workplaces have
been defined as top the priorities for the development of
science, technology and innovation.
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