Challenges of the science-policy interface and potential ways to
address them — lessons learned from the SPIRAL project —
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Science-policy Interfaces

Ways in which scientists, policy-makers and other actors
link up to communicate, exchange ideas and develop
knowledge jointly to enrich policy and decision-making

processes and/or research

van den Hove S. (2007) ‘A Rationale
for Science-Policy Interfaces’,
Futures, 39(7): 807-826.
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Uncertainty, complexity, ignorance
* Influence of media and other sectors
* Inappropriate communication procedures

» Differences: disciplines and sectors/ J
research and policy / values and -
worldviews 22

Young, J., et al. (2014) Improving the
science-policy dialogue to meet the
challenges of biodiversity conservation:
having conversations rather than talking
at one-another. Biodiversity and
Conservation, (2014) 23:387-404.
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Stakeholder engagement: last minute “cherry on  SPIRAL ( J
the cake” for many projects Briefs \
Belief that policy relevance is somehow A myth-busting guide T

to science-policy

compromising research interfaces (SPls)
Scientists thinking they are objective and that i -

how they work. It is aimed at people in
ence and/or policy who are interested in engaging more focused on advocating |
" re for th

sc g
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with the ‘other’ community and want to prepa s It So SPis cover a very w
S C I e I I C e I S n e u ra dispels some frequent misunderstandings and looks at how sitiations and method:
driven more

to get more out of SP1 work
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What is a science-policy interface (SPI)? KNS proceme
n n N L] feature s the potent
SPis are the many ways in which scientists, policy makers " L
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making processes and/or research. They involve exchange . ¥
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knowledge will lead to the development of policy — &=zt —an
In clear, controllable and unproblematic ways. MM =4 e
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On-going
opportunities for
and process of
exchange and
learning

n

/ Science-Policy Interface

» Fit for purpose

» Able to reach target audience in
» Timely and effective ways to

» Maximise influence

< 4

Regular stocktaking an
performance

assessments leading to
iterative improvements

Developing common language, building trust,
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PLENARY SESSION OF
THE INTE] RNMENTAL I
PLATFORM ON BIODIVERSITY

B RVICES

IPBES responds on
conflicts of interest

Pourquoi le « GIEC de la

biodiversité » est mal parti Contrary to the impression given

by Axel Hochkirch and colleagues
(Nature 516, 170; 2014), the
(Sfniriete | ™ Réaor X Clsser @ RO @O [ntergovernmental Platform

on Biodiversity and Ecosystem
Services (IPBES) is expected to
approve a policy on conflicts of
interest for authors at this week’s
third plenary in Bonn, Germany.
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Clarity-Complexity trade-off:
simple messages Vs.
communicating uncertainty
Speed-Quality trade-off: timely
outputs vs. in-depth quality
assessment

Push-Pull trade off: supply-driven
vs. demand-driven research
Personal Time trade-off:
Interfacing vs. doing other things
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We cannot wait for three
years that you come up with

and peer reviewed papers -
Mr P, policy maker

N

your mid-term research study

J

h—

Sarkki, S., Niemelg, J., Tinch, R., van den Hove, S., Watt, A., Young, J. (2013)

Balancing credibility, relevance and legitimacy: A critical assessment of trade-offs in
science-policy interfaces. Science and Public Policy Advance Access published August

28, 2013. NERC



We cannot wait for three

years that you come up with

your mid-term research study

and peer reviewed papers -
Mr B, policy maker

—

Clarity-Complexity trade-off:
simple messages vs.
communicating uncertainty
Speed-Quality trade-off: timely
outputs vs. In-depth quality

/

assessment

Push-Pull trade off: supply-driven Based on these trade-
vs. demand-driven research offs, what should we do?
Personal Time trade-off: Communication, SPIs or
Interfacing vs. doing other things alliances?
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Fundamental change in how
dialogue occurs (from funding
to research, and policy)

Transparency of research and
policy processes

Regular discussions and
meetings

Build ownership of the researchy
and its results for those |
producing, funding and using
the research
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Support inter- and trans-
disciplinary research

Involve NGOs/CSOs

Bring science In the public eye
Bring projects/communities &4/ !
together to attract more attention W s?@
and join resources A AR
. thSing o P
Encourage strategic and long- ot 22t P .
term science-policy dialogue et
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SPIRAL handbook

General briefs (e.g. Myth-busting)
Case study reflections
UK National Ecosystem Assessment

IPBES
TEEB

Recommendations

Communication

Designing for success

Goals and roles
Papers
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SPIRAL Briefs

i SPIRAL
@/ nterfacing Biodiversity and Pelicy

A What do you want to
You can reach our briefs in two do?

ways: tell us who you are, or what

vou want to do. And just take it

A beginner's puide to
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