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ROUND TABLES
[1] What is the nature of the beast we are talking about? In our concept note we talked about evidence-based policy
2.0: is this the best concept/approach? Do you think that advocacy organizations like Science for Democracy should
embrace this concept, or is there something different that would create more traction and at the same time be more
precise? What does this concept of ‘2.0’ include exactly – according to your experience of the failures and limitations of
classic evidence-based approaches?
[2] What are the causal pathways mechanisms you have observed in successful episodes of bringing science and more
generally evidence to bear on public policy decisions? When thinking of specific episodes, could you think of specific
elements that were helpful in connecting evidence and policy? Are replicable are the causal pathways and elements
outside their original context?

[3] What is the role of specific policy instruments in these episodes of success? This question is about the policy
instruments through which science-evidence play a role in policymaking. We can think of a broad range of instruments
– some intervene on the process itself (e.g., changing the network of actors involved, assigning participation rights to
certain groups, obliging agencies to commission peer review of their evidence, scenario workshops), some on the
formulation and appraisal of policy (e.g., multi-criteria analysis, impact assessment of proposed legislation). How do
these instruments empower scientists or actors willing to bring more evidence to bear on policy choices?
[4] Up until now an important aim of evidence-based policy has been to improve on the scientific awareness of
politicians, bureaucrats and independent regulators. We want them to be sufficiently aware of the findings of science
when they make decisions. There is nothing wrong with this approach. However, politicians and regulators have limited
incentives to follow science: instead they follow consensus, standard operating procedures, and legal frameworks for
taking their decisions. But what about if we were to turn the table, and promote initiatives that increase the awareness
of the policy process among scientists? Would this empower scientists? Would this improve on evidence-based policy?
Should scientists benefit from training in the basics of decision-making, public administration and the policy sciences?
But then, what are the incentives for scientists to learn more about the policy process?
[5] What can social scientists bring to advocacy organizations such as Science for Democracy to assist them in their
policy engagement?
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