
 

 



The event received 120 registrations via Eventbrite ticketing service. Overall, the registrants 
were from Australia, Austria, Bangladesh, Canada, China, Colombia, Congo, Croatia, 
Ethiopia, France, Germany, Ghana, Greece, India, Indonesia, Ireland, Italy, Jamaica, Kenya, 
Mauritius, Mexico, Netherlands, Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru, Saudi Arabia, Philippines, Portugal, 
Saudi Arabia, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Slovakia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Trinidad and Tobago, the 
United Kingdom, and United States of America. The top 7 countries of registrations were: the 
United Kingdom (32), France (24), United States of America (8), Germany (5), Canada (4), 
Italy (4), and Saudi Arabia (4). 
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The online session was hosted on Zoom webinar platform and was attended by 52 unique 
viewers2



primary factors when dealing with crisis situations: information security and learning societies. 



without hastening the brain drain from Ukraine. On the other hand, how should Russia and its 
intellectual community be treated? While it is widely acknowledged that people who oppose 
the current invasion should be assisted in fleeing, the extent to which those who support the 
conflict6 or even those who seek to remain ‘neutral’ should be assisted remains a major 
question. Furthermore, accepting the assistance offered may cause problems and put the 
higher education staff and students in danger. 

The speaker stressed that while Russia was excluded from the Council of Europe, the question 
remains: when and what happens if Russia comes 



Science diplomacy has seen several noteworthy changes. The French diplomatic network, for 
example, has science and technology councillors all around the world. Even in the absence of 
a crisis, there is significant collaboration among scholars, which is supported by a bottom-up 
link that feeds into the institution and then higher-level agreements. Regarding the Ukraine 
crisis, the speaker emphasised the UK's Researchers at Risk initiative, the British 
government's £3 million investment, and the Universities UK creation of a legislative 
framework to support professors in times of crisis. France has also helped to establish the 
Solidarité Ukraine hardship fund. The situation with Russia and its scientific community, on 
the other hand, is more difficult. Despite these challenges, the United Kingdom prefers to work 
with universities on an individual basis and strives to maintain partnerships with them.  

Overall, the speaker emphasised that student mobility is a particularly vulnerable aspect of 
science diplomacy as it is highly susceptible to crises. The panellist also underlined that many 
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The four speakers' presentations, as well as the discussion with the Chair, yielded important 
implications for understanding knowledge diplomacy. First, there is ample opportunity for 
study on the role of universities in promoting international relations, especially during crisis 
situations. 

The current situation in Ukraine was the emphasis of the interventions to a certain extent, 
however, crises can take many other shapes and forms. As the instance of Ukraine 
demonstrates, international higher education institutions may play an essential role in 
strengthening individual support for those affected by crises. They provide mobility and 
security to researchers, students, and academics in general. Knowledge diplomacy continues 
to operate even in the most challenging of circumstances. 


