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FOREWORD

The European Union is leading the Lisbon strategy for Growth and 

Jobs. It is a challenging horizon with great hopes for Europe but 

also uncertainties and difficult decisions for all. It gives policy-

makers across Europe and in Brussels a specific responsibility. 

People rightly expect politicians to be honest with facts when 

they decide about their everyday life or their future.

This is why scientific evidence in policy-making is so important for 

Europe. Policies are legitimate and accepted by the people if they 

are sufficiently motivated, efficient and respectful of social and 

individual rights.

You often hear that politicians and scientists do not have the same priorities and time scales. But 

populations do ask both to care for our common future, our health, our safety, our children.

This is why I have launched a Green Paper on the future of science in Europe. In particular, it gives 

emphasis to “scientific evidence-based policy-making”. My concern is to debate widely how science 

should inform policy-makers and how policy-makers should take science seriously. 

I have asked policy-makers, scientists and professionals of communication how we “bridge the gap” 

between science and policy for the benefit of all. “Bridging the gap” between science and policy 

is not a technical issue. It is a political, economic, social and cultural issue. It is about an encounter 

between politicians and scientists, often with the necessary help of citizens themselves. 

I very much hope that the readers of this publication will take this initiative forward.

Janez Potočnik

Commissioner for Science and Research
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This paper is the result of an intensive process of in-depth interviews and surveys of European policy-

makers, senior advisors and knowledge transfer specialists undertaken by Directorate L “Science, 

Economy and Society” within the Directorate-General for Research of the European Commission.

This process has revealed the importance of strengthening dialogue between policy-makers and 

researchers in order to maximise the policy-making impact of projects in the social sciences which 

are funded within the Framework Programmes.  

The interviews identify a number of messages targeted at those who are responsible for framing 

policy at European level and those who are responsible for leading projects. 

The central message is that the status quo is unsatisfactory. Much more effort is needed to ensure 

that project results inform policy-making in a meaningful way. There are contextual, cultural and 

structural obstacles which need to be overcome in order to achieve the levels of ongoing dialogue 

and collaboration which are necessary in order to achieve what many writers in the field refer to as 

real “communities of knowledge”. 

 

The recommendations are directed at those who are responsible for framing policies at European 

level and towards those who coordinate the project process. 

The Directorate-General for Research, as the primary funder of the Framework Programmes, has 

a special responsibility to ensure that the projects it supports fully understand the importance 

of producing material which is useful, accessible and meaningful to policy-makers. The Directorate-

General also has a key role to play in ensuring that project results are disseminated across the European 

Commission and inform policy-making at the highest levels in those areas which have major economic, 

social and scientific relevance for the European Union.  

Project coordinators should be encouraged to put the policy-usefulness of their research findings to 

the forefront of their objectives and their work programmes. They should include partners from the 

world of policy-making in their project team and engage with the broader public in order to ensure 

that the subject chosen as well as the scope of the research, respond to defined policy-making 

priority areas.

The paper concludes with a detailed analysis of the responses provided by those interviewed, which 

identify a number of ways in which policy-makers and project coordinators can strengthen their 

cooperation.
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(1)  Commission of the European Communities “Green Paper – The European Research Area: 
New perspectives”. COM(2007)161 final

1. Informing policy-making in the European Research Area

There is a vast store of new knowledge and information in the results of the projects funded in the 

area of the socio-economic sciences and humanities under the European Framework Programmes 

of Research. Harnessing this information in order to inform policy-making is a major priority, if the 

European Research Area is to become a reality, and Europe is to become the most competitive 

knowledge-based economy in the world. 

How project results are disseminated and how dialogue is strengthened between 

researchers and policy-makers is the major concern in this paper. The challenge we face 

is clearly identified in the recent Green Paper on the European Research Area (1) which envisions a 

society where “research, education, training and innovation are fully mobilized to fulfil the economic, 

social and environmental ambitions of the European Union and the expectations of its citizens”.

Developing a Knowledge Society which is built on the pillars of innovativeness, openness, and the 

capacity to bring multi-level perspectives to bear on the provision of solutions to the many chal-

lenges faced by our societies, requires us to look in new ways at how we use the results of research 

in policy-making.  

This paper, which is based on an analysis of a series of structured interviews with policy-makers, 

senior policy advisors and knowledge transfer specialists, highlights some of the key 

issues which need to be considered in this process. It identifies the action needed to support the 

strengthening of dialogue and the promotion of a culture of applied cooperation between researchers 

and policy-makers.

2.  What needs to change: key messages on supporting the 

policy-making relevance of projects supported within the 

7th Framework  Programme 

The feedback from the interviews enables us to identify a number of important proposals which can 

support an increased uptake of research results in evidence-based policy-making. These proposals 

are directed at two levels of key players: research project coordinators and those responsible for 

framing policies in the Directorate-General for Research.

P9



 P10

2.1.   Building policy-relevant projects: key performance areas 
for coordinators

Project coordinators should:

  be encouraged to put the policy-usefulness of their research findings to the forefront of 

their objectives and their work programmes. This implies developing appropriate dissemi-

nation and knowledge sharing strategies from the earliest stages of project planning;

  include partners from the world of policy-making in their project team in order to ensure 

that the subjects chosen, as well as the scope of the research, respond to defined policy-

making priority areas;

  ensure a dialogue between experts and non experts over the lifetime of their project, 

in order to ensure that they acquire the kind of local knowledge, lay knowledge and lay 

expertise which contributes to a socially robust scientific view (2);

  develop more subtle ways of engaging with the broader public and embedding social and 

ethical reflection within the everyday practice of science (2);

  develop a programme and a methodology of dissemination of results over the lifecycle of 

their project in order to provide updated information on progress over time;

  reflect in terms of added-value of the work undertaken, not only in terms of the scientific 

research, but in terms of the policy-usefulness of the work undertaken;

  prepare policy briefings which are easily readable, understandable and useable by policy-

makers in framing and/or evaluating policies.

Main conclusion: Enhanced and ongoing engagement between researchers and end-users at 

every stage of the project life cycle is necessary in order to maximise project impact and ensure its 

policy-making relevance.

2.2.  Facilitating evidence-based policy-making: key role for DG Research

DG Research is a major player in strengthening the process of evidence-based policy-making inter-

nally across the European Union, within the Member States and externally, in a European Union 

which must significantly increase its efforts in a globalised research and development-driven 

(2)  Demos, Wilson James, “Science in Society”, paper prepared for high level conference on the Future 
of Science and Technology in Europe, Lisbon, 8-10 October 2007.



knowledge economy. The Framework Projects have a key role to play in shaping the Commission’s 

policy development at the political level.

Concerted efforts are required in the following areas if DG Research projects funded under the 

Framework Programme are to have the level of impact they merit. DG Research needs to:

  strengthen its strategic cooperation across the European Commission by developing a 

targeted information sharing process in those areas which have major economic, social and 

scientific relevance for the EU. Collaboration with other Directorate-Generals and focused 

contribution of research results at each important stage in the development of policies is a key 

priority area;

  make greater efforts to ensure that those who are informing policy at the highest levels of 

the European Commission are informed of key project results. In particular the President’s 

advisors need to be aware of project outcomes which can make an important contribution 

to policy definition and development;

  strengthen its role as a facilitator of communication and information sharing between 

projects and key actors and engagement between policy-makers and end users at every 

stage of the policy-making process at European and national levels; 

  facilitate appropriate connections across the institutional spectrum, and research results-

informed dialogue with politicians and senior policy advisors so that policy-making benefits 

from the most up to date information available from the research community;

  recognise the wide variety of organisations which are involved in research. Wider access to 

funding will enhance competitiveness and ensure greater engagement between the world 

of research and the wider community;

  ensure that coordinators include appropriate dissemination and information sharing 

strategies in their projects which have the capacity to contribute to evidence-based policy-

making at regional, national and/or European levels as appropriate.

Main conclusion: Policy-makers and programme funders need to be clear from the beginning of 

the kinds of results they expect from the research they fund (3). 

(3)  Nightingale Paul and Scott Alister “Peer review and the relevance gap: ten suggestions for policy-
makers in Science and Public Policy” October 2007. This article deals with many of the issues raised 
by those interviewed for this paper and provides a robust discussion of how the worlds of academe 
and policy-making need to reconfigure their relations in order to ensure the relevance of research 
in a policy-making context.
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3.  Making it happen: 

supporting evidence-based policy-making

Mechanisms and processes need to be put in place which bring researchers and policy-makers 

together from the earliest stages of project development. This will enable researchers to better 

understand policy-making needs and provide policy-makers with a context in which they can 

contribute to the development of project results which are policy useful.

Within Member State administrations the development of “strategic intelligence units” which are 

capable of debating with the scientific community are important. Greater use should also be made 

of secondments and/or placements to enable researchers to work in policy-making environments. 

These can play a significant role in overcoming some of the communication barriers which exist 

between both areas.

The creation of constructive collaborative environments can also be aided through the development 

of flexible networks involving policy-makers, researchers, practitioners and representatives from 

civil society which meet around well-defined thematic issues of concern to policy-makers. 

Researchers working with Framework Projects also require support in developing ways of making 

their project results more visible and in communicating results to a wider public, including politicians, 

policy-makers, civil society and the public at large. Researchers need training in presenting the 

results of their work in plain language which is accessible to a non-specialist target public.

The complexity of the policy-making environment requires interdisciplinary solutions which inte-

grate knowledge from a range of areas. Interdisciplinary approaches should therefore be encouraged 

within research, and obstacles which make these difficult or undervalue their scientific relevance 

should be removed.

 



4. Detailed analysis of responses to the questionnaires

The analysis of the material provided in the interviews is in two stages. Firstly a more general view 

of the obstacles to effective collaboration between the worlds of research and policy-making. 

Secondly a more detailed analysis of the responses provided in the interviews with policy-makers, 

senior policy advisors and knowledge transfer specialists.

4.1.   Identifying obstacles to effective dialogue, cooperation and knowledge 
sharing between the worlds of research and policy-making

The three questionnaires reveal a broad area of consensus around the obstacles experienced by 

researchers and policy-makers in building up and sustaining the kinds of relationships which ensure 

effective communication.  These obstacles can be grouped under three major headings.

Contextual

Policy-makers and researchers work in very different environments with few opportunities for 

meeting during the normal course of their work. This difference is compounded by significant varia-

tions in the timescales to which both work the language they use to describe their experiences and 

needs, and their differing perspectives on how knowledge and information are used. 

Policy-makers are focused on the need to bring practical solutions to particular policy-development 

issues. They need information which will inform their decision-making process, either ex ante in 

defining policy or ex post in evaluating policy choices. This information must be accessible, politically 

useful, and contribute to finding practical solutions to problems.

The challenge for researchers in this context is to be capable of understanding the constraints of 

policy-making. They also need to understand the importance of translating their research findings 

into policy useful material, and the importance of supporting policy-makers in identifying appropriate 

solutions to problems.

Structural

There are also many structural differences between the worlds of research and policy-making.  These 

are seen in terms of the working methodologies inherent in both contexts and the way in which 

decision-making happens. The former brings together content specialists who are professionally 

motivated to achieve high-quality, scientifically robust results, which may or may not have an immediate 

impact on society or on policy-making. Policy-makers on the other hand are generally required to 

think in the short and medium as well as the longer term, and must be able to respond effectively to 

sometimes rapidly evolving political and social challenges.

P13
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Policy-making is increasingly required to interact with a range of stakeholders, and in many cases the 

subjects of their policy-making, in order to provide solutions which are based on consensus models. 

Researchers do not generally operate under such constraints and although they may interact with 

a variety of partners, these are often peers who share a similarity of outlook and experience.

Existing practices which attempt to bridge the gap between research and policy-making by trying to 

present them in a more policy-useful language do not provide efficient solutions. 

Cultural

The cultural factors impacting on the relationship between researchers and policy-makers are seen 

at a broader system level. Some countries have a greater tradition of encouraging communication 

between both fields and in providing appropriate forums and channels to facilitate communica-

tion. This is particularly true of Scandinavia and the United Kingdom, and countries with more 

decentralised models of decision-making. However, countries which have more centralised models 

of decision-making do not have such traditions and it is therefore more difficult to develop effective 

channels of communication between the worlds of research and policy-making.

4.2.  Detailed information provided by the analysis of the questionnaires

Each questionnaire provided an opportunity to focus on targeted but interrelated questions which 

collectively provide a composite view of a range of issues which are central in examining the process 

of how scientific knowledge is used in the policy-making context. 

They also enable us to determine the specific needs of the different policy and knowledge transfer 

actors and to identify approaches which support the development of a culture of dialogue between 

science and policy-making. They enable us to understand the need to create an environment where 

there is greater mobility in organisation and knowledge, and which enables new linkages to be made 

through the instruments of European technology platforms and clusters (4).

4.2.1. Questionnaire for policy-makers

The discussions with policy-makers reveal a strong sense of the importance of research in the policy-

making process and the need to involve policy-makers in the research chain from the earliest stages. 

This echoes the views of other respondents, notably those who work closely at the interface between 

policy-making and research, in advisory or knowledge transfer capacities. There is an underlying 

agreement that research must always be independent, but that it also has an important societal 

(4)  European Communities – “Creating an Innovative Europe” – report of the Independent 
Expert group on R&D and Innovation appointed following the Hampton Court Summit chaired 
by Mr Eski Aho, 2006, p VII.



significance which should inform each stage of the policy-making process. All categories of inter-

viewees emphasised the need to develop a greater degree of confidence in relations between the 

research community and policy-makers.

This questionnaire enables us to identify a number of important messages under the following 

headings:

Practice of informing policy-makers on scientific evidence

  Some policy-makers may consult directly with researchers through their personal networks 

although there is a realisation that raw scientific evidence is rarely useable in a policy-

making context.

  The main channels by which policy-makers are informed about scientific evidence are the 

press and media, lobbyists and parliamentary hearings.

  There is a desire for increased linkages between new research initiatives and policy-makers 

through inviting a member of the European Parliament to follow particular projects more 

closely.

Obstacles to communication

  Differing language and discourse are among the greatest obstacles to communication 

between the worlds of research and policy-making, with resulting difficulties in under-

standing each others perspectives.

  Absence of any appropriate channels for communicating between both areas.

  Differing time scales in terms of need for information and in particular the immediacy of 

some policy-making needs.

  Lack of tradition of collaboration between both sectors except in some countries such as 

the UK and the Scandinavian countries.

Usefulness of scientific evidence in policy decision-making

  Scientific evidence is useful both in the definition of policies (ex ante) and in evaluating 

policy choices (ex post).

  Scientific evidence plays an important role in ensuring transparency at every stage of the 

policy-making process. However specific measures are required in order to ensure that such 

evidence is “translated” into policy meaningful messages.

Appropriate intermediary bodies between researchers and policy-makers

  Scientific academies. 

  ESRC (Economic and Social Fund Research Council) as in UK.

  Science and technology policy bodies similar to those existing in Estonia, Finland and Sweden.

  Foundations.

  National parliaments, targeted hearings on matters of specific concern.
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4.2.2. Questionnaire for scientific advisors working closely with policy-makers

Deficiencies in collaboration between scientific community 

and policy-makers 

  While good cooperation exists in fields such as medicine in the science and technology policy 

area, there are significant cultural differences between countries with more openness of 

policy-making and readiness to accept external sources of advice in the Anglo-Saxon, 

Benelux, German and Scandinavian countries.

  There is a serious absence of “information-flow” between the projects funded within the 

scope of the Framework Programme and the policy Directorate-Generals of the European 

Commission. 

  Strategic intelligence units within Ministries and agencies are more to the forefront in dis-

playing an interest in the achievements of academic and applied analysis communities, with 

subsequent “trickling down” to genuine policy design units.

How can collaboration be improved?

  The academic and research communities need to be more aware of the need to “translate” 

the results of their research into policy implications.

  More opportunities are needed for targeted cooperation and exchange of information 

between project coordinators and key policy Directorate-Generals. 

  More effort is required to create linkages between research projects and policy-making to 

ensure reciprocity of understanding and strengthening of capacities to respond to broader 

societal needs.

  There is also a need for a greater culture of openness, debate and accountability in order 

to promote dialogue.

Obstacles to communication

  Lack of collaborative tradition.

  Differing time scales of policy-makers and scientists.

  Lack of appropriate communication channels and filters for translating results into national 

contexts.

What types of bodies can build bridges between the scientific 

community and policy-makers?

  Knowledge transfer organisations.

  Dedicated policy learning platforms with variable compositions and themes, possibly backed 

by Web-based information portals.

  Specialised media, with the capacity to engage the interest of relevant stakeholders can 

play a key role in bringing the results of research to a wider audience.

  Professional organisations operating at different levels (regional, national and European) 

should be systematically supported. Particular efforts should be taken to ensure engagement 

with the top level specialist associations at European level.



Value of creating networks of researchers, policy-makers, practitioners 

and representatives from civil society in order to encourage a participative 

approach

  Networks are useful but should not become too institutionalised; they need to establish 

a balance between flexibility in terms of membership, topics of interest, aims of specific 

meetings and appropriate degrees of continuity of membership and presence.

 Meetings should be well-prepared and well-managed. 

Using results of European Framework programmes and ensuring better take 

up of research results by national governments

  Research projects with a high degree of policy relevance should build in appropriate strate-

gies and channels for effective communication of results from the beginning of the project 

lifecycle.

  The European Commission should facilitate more interactive small-scale events and policy-

learning type meetings that involve a number of policy-makers. ERA-NET type activities 

should be continued as they provide a useful learning experience for policy-makers.

  Project results should be presented thematically and dissemination should be selective rather 

than general purpose.

  Researchers should be encouraged to present their project results to teachers and students in 

schools in order to ensure that these are readily understandable by a non specialist audience.

Value of national scientific correspondents

  Idea needs more clarification, but a priori it is difficult to see where the added-value lies. There 

is a danger it will add to the enormous amount of passive knowledge that already exists.
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4.2.3.    Questionnaire for organisations dealing with knowledge transfer from the scientific 

community to policy-makers at national or European level

Main gap in transmission of scientific evidence to policy-makers

  Catalyst dialogue between researchers and policy-makers is very important. However research 

must always be “translated” so that it is understandable by policy-makers.

  A specialised “broker” is needed to ensure knowledge transfer. This can play a role in trans-

ferring the results of research to the policy-making level and in transmitting policy-making 

priorities to researchers.

Main factors hindering the take up of research-based evidence 

by policy-makers

  Lack of incentives and recognition of researchers’ work.

  Differing discourses between worlds of research and policy-making. Project monitoring 

through peer reviewing is important in developing a project discourse towards the policy-

making world.

  Differing time scales and imperatives for communication between policy-makers and 

researchers.

What are the most appropriate mechanisms for efficient knowledge transfer?

  Participative and proactive approaches are important for identifying research priorities and 

scoping the research.

  Dialogue panels, conferences and similar type initiatives if they are appropriately focused 

and moderated.

  Professional and trade publications, academic journals.

  Secondments and other processes to allow researchers to directly collaborate with policy-

makers.

How should dialogue and cooperation between the scientific community 

and policy-makers be reinforced?

  Agreements between both parties and advisory boards are important.

  Appropriate measures to contextualise the research and hearing with citizens’ panels.

What elements should researchers define in their engagement strategies 

for disseminating project results from the beginning?

  Researchers should be concerned form the earliest stages of the project for a solutions 

based approach.

  Careful identification of the optimum communication channels is paramount.

  Identification of key groups of policy-makers with an interest and concern for the area.

 P18



To which target groups should research be addressed from the start 

of the project?

  The target group will be dependent on the research undertaken, but the following should 

be considered as appropriate: general public, press and media as important intermediaries, 

participants/subjects of research, targeted groups of policy-makers, practitioners (teachers, 

doctors, HR consultants).

How should researchers be assisted in disseminating and communicating 

their research?

  Every project needs to have an expert on communicating the research involved in the project 

from the earliest stages in order to personalise the science and communicate the usefulness 

of the project for societal needs. Journalists working alongside scientists are a positive 

approach.

  Researchers need communication skills training. However it is important to envisage access 

to appropriate “brokers” such as think-tanks to assist in communicating project results and 

to provide access to appropriate networks.

  Communication skills need to be defined broadly and include being able to write for specific 

audiences.

  Researchers also need to be able to understand the policy environment and its drivers in 

which policy-makers operate.

What types of products could be taken up by policy-makers?

  Every project should elaborate differentiated communication materials in order to present 

research results to a variety of different groups and for different purposes.

  Short briefings, small targeted meetings are important for parliamentarians.

Who are the most appropriate people to validate research results?

  Peer reviewers are also important in order to ensure that results are mediated in ways 

which ensure broader levels of accessibility and understanding.

  Users of research are key players in the validation process.

  “Test beds” which provide a context for testing results.

What is the best time to communicate research results to policy-makers?

  Project results should be communicated on an ongoing basis over the project lifecycle.

  Results should be communicated when they are needed as this will determine take up of 

research in the policy-making process.
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Awareness building: should policy-makers alert the scientific community 

about their priorities and concerns?

  Ongoing cooperation with national legislatures is important in setting the macro-level 

context for research, through scientific committees.

  Long term sustainable relationships are important in creating a context which leads to 

a co-production of knowledge.

  Academic and policy-maker conferences and science policy-setting bodies are important.

Mechanisms for alerting policy-makers at different levels – European, 

national, regional, local – of scientific evidence in a timely fashion when 

deciding their political actions

  Publications which are targeted at policy-makers and using events organised specifically for 

policy-makers are most important – other mechanisms can become useful at a later stage.

  Small scale targeted events addressed to specific groups of policy-makers.

  The media. 

In the context of research projects financed by the European Commission 

what new types of actions, original, creative, innovative, should be initiated 

by the European Commission to enable a more efficient transfer of scientific 

evidence towards policy-makers?

  The European Commission should cooperate with legitimate centres which can ensure 

a valid translation of research results towards policy-makers.

  The European Commission needs to promote easy access to research findings, such as a 

one-stop shop for all projects, and presentation of research findings in plain language. Such 

a source also requires effective promotion.

P21



 P22



P23

ANNEXES

I. INTERVIEWEES

Policy-makers

Ms Margot Wallström Vice-President of the European Commission

Mr Philippe Busquin Member of the European Parliament, President of STOA

Ms Dorette Corbey Member of the European Parliament

Ms Esther de Lange Member of the European Parliament

Mr Malcolm Harbour Member of the European Parliament

Ms Ria G.H.C. Oomen-Ruijten Member of the European Parliament

Mr Paul Rübig Member of the European Parliament

Mr Achilleas Mitsos  Former Director-General of Directorate-General for Research, 

European Commission

Academics – Advisers to policy-makers

Dr Patries Boekholt Director, Technopolis BV

Prof. Bruno Latour  Professeur des Universités, Directeur scientifique 

à l’Institut des Sciences Politiques de Paris

Prof. Ramon Marimon  Director of the Max Weber Programme, 

Professor of Economics, European University Institute, Florence

Prof. Pierre Papon  Président d’honneur de l’Observatoire des Sciences 

et des Techniques – OST, Paris

Mr Wolfgang Polt  Head of Vienna Office of Joanneum Research Institute 

for Technology and Regional Policy

Prof. Alain Pompidou  Chargé de mission – Centre National de la Recherche 

Scientifique – CNRS



Mr Christophe Prochasson  Directeur d’études – Ecole des Hautes Etudes 

en Sciences Sociales – EHESS

Prof. André Sapir  Université Libre de Bruxelles, Senior Fellow at Bruegel, 

Special Advisor to Mr José Manuel Barroso, 

President of the European Commission

Prof. Lukas Tsoukalis  Athens University, President of the Hellenic Foundation 
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II. QUESTIONNAIRES

a. Questionnaire for policy-makers 

1.   Do you think that research findings on economic, social and environmental  

matters are useful to policy-makers when they undertake an impact assessment, 

and if so, how?

2.  Who informs policy-makers on scientific evidence?

   Researchers

     Academic journals

     Intermediaries

     Think-tanks

     Lobby organisations

     General press

     Other media

     Other (please, specify)

3.   Do policy-makers (in their decision-making) consult researchers directly 

and if so, how?

4.  What are the main obstacles in consulting researchers?

     Lack of tradition in collaborating

     Different jargon / discourse

     Legal barriers

     Timing on communication: time scale of policy-makers

     Lack of communication channels

     Other (please, specify)

5.   Do you believe that the independence of research (choice of area or methodology) 

should be safeguarded? If so, up to what point?

6.   Do you consider that scientific evidence is useful for policy-decisions?

   Ex ante in the definition of policy 

   Ex post in the evaluation of policy choices
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7.   Do you share the idea that scientific evidence is never directly transmissible 

to policy-makers?

8.   What are the most appropriate bodies to act as an intermediary between 

researchers and policy-makers?

    Scientific committees

    Professional associations

    Specialists in knowledge transfer

    NGOs and other civil society organizations

    Foundations

    Think-tanks

    Other (please, specify)

9.   Do you believe that policy-makers should declare their interest at the start 

of research projects?
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b.   Questionnaire addressed to scientifi c advisors working 

closely with policy-makers (From your experience)

1.   Do you think that there is a real gap of collaboration between the scientific 

community and policy-makers?

2.  If so, how can this gap be bridged?

3.  What are the problems that you have identified?

     Lack of tradition in collaborating

     Different jargon /discourse

     Legal barriers

     Timing of communication: time scale of policy-makers

     Lack of appropriate communication channels

     Other (please, specify)

4.   Which are the bodies that could build bridges between the scientific community 

and policy-makers?

    Scientific committees

    Professional associations

    Knowledge transfer organisations

    Civil society NGOs

    Foundations

    Think-tanks

    Other (please, specify)

5.    Do you think that a participative approach – through the creation of networks 

involving researchers, policy-makers, practitioners and representatives from civil 

society – could offer the possibility of a continuing cooperation with perspective 

on action?

6.   Do you feel that the European Framework Programmes transmit correctly 

the results of scientific evidence in an efficient way to policy-makers?
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7.   Is there a need for a special body which would be responsible for feeding 

scientific evidence to policy-makers?

8.   Considering that all research projects financed by the European Commission 

within Framework Programmes are transnational, what actions could be put 

forward by the European Commission to achieve a better take up of research 

results by national governments?

9.   Do you think that providing national scientific correspondents could be 

a useful addition?
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c.   Questionnaire addressed to organisations dealing 

with knowledge transfer from scientifi c community 

to policy-makers at national or European level

1.   What do you consider as being the main gap in for the transmission 

of scientific evidence to policy-makers?

2.   What are the main factors hindering the take up of research based-evidence 

by policy-makers?

    Lack of incentive recognition of researchers’ work

    Researchers do not address concern of policy-makers

    Lack of tradition in collaborating

    Different jargon / discourse

    Legal barriers

    Lack of appropriate communication means

    Timing of communication: time scale of policy-makers

    Other (please specify)

3.   What are the most appropriate mechanisms for an efficient knowledge transfer?

     Policy dialogue panels which provide a context for sharing ideas between the scientific 

community and policy-makers 

    Conferences and other large public meetings

    Small scale seminars with researchers and policy-makers

     Participative approaches (consultations) involving researchers, policy-makers, 

practitioners and representatives from civil society

     A proactive approach through which policy-makers meet researchers to discuss their 

policy requirements

    Professional and trade publications

    Academic journals

    Policy briefings

    Newspapers and other media

    Websites
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     Secondment or other people transfer mechanisms to allow researchers to directly 

collaborate with policy-makers

    Co-production of research

    Other (please specify)

4.   How should dialogue and cooperation between the scientific community 

and policy-makers be reinforced?

    Agreements at the highest level 

    Placement schemes

    Advisory Boards

    Publications of press policies

    Other (please specify)

5.   What elements should researchers define in their engagement strategies 

for disseminating their results from the start of their project?

     Identification of key groups of policy-makers

     Identification of communication channels (including activities, events) to be used

     Identification of potential fundings and their relevance to policy-makers

    Other (please specify)

6.   Which are the types of target groups (beneficiaries) to which research should be 

addressed, from the beginning of the projects?

7.   How can researchers be assisted in communicating and disseminating the results 

of their research?

    Do they need additional training in communication skills?

    Do they need other types of training?

    Do they need access to communication experts?

    Do they need other support structures, and if so, what types?

    Other (please, specify)
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8.  What are the type of products that could be taken up by policy-makers?

9.  Who are the appropriate persons to validate research results?

    Peer reviewers

    The users

    Other specialised organisations

    Other (please, specify)

10.  What is the best time to communicate research results to policy-makers?

   During the research    YES   NO

   When final reports are delivered    YES   NO

   Other (please, specify)

11.   Awareness building: should policy-makers alert the scientific community about 

their priorities and concerns? If so, how?

12.   What are the mechanisms for alerting policy-makers at different levels – European, 

national, regional – of scientific evidence in a timely fashion when deciding their 

political actions?

     Academic publications

     Publications targeted at policy-makers

     Large scale events

     Small scale events

     Personal briefings

     Other (please, specify)

  (Awareness building: What is the most appropriate way for the scientific community to ensure that policy-makers 
are informed of research findings and results at different levels – European, national, regional, local – in order to 
ensure that  policy-making is based on scientific evidence?)

13.   Regarding the research projects financed by the European Commission within 

the Framework Programmes, what new types of actions – being original, 

creative, innovative – should be initiated by the European Commission to enable 

the transmission of scientific evidence towards the policy-makers?
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