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559 https://ec.europa.eu/commission/priorities/jobs-growth-and-investment/investment-plan-europe-juncker-
plan/whats-next-investeu-programme-2021-2027 en
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21 586
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583 “The Human Genome Project.” National Human Genome Research Institute website
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website <https://www.genome.gov/Funded-Programs-Projects/ELSI-Research-Program-ethical-legal-social-
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586 21st Century Nanotechnology Research and Development Act, PL 108-153.

587 Erik Fisher (2005) “Lessons learned from the Ethical, Legal and Social Implications Program (ELSI):
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