
There is a specific imperative of usefulness to
scientific policy advice, but responsibility and
legitimacy in dealing with knowledge are just as
important. Usefulness is inherent to good scientific
practice and considered a sufficient criterion for
scientific knowledge–responsibility and legitimacy are
not defined in this way. How does scientific policy
advice phrase e.g. uncertainties and open questions?

Scientific policy advice is a project-style collaborative
activity, determined in time and space, and by topic.
Knowledge translation without explicit capacity
building for contexts of application and without
feedback loops (co-)defines this kind of expert
exchange. Scientific statements in textual artefacts
preserve these multi-dependent translation processes
and their provenance.

Today, anything is on the Internet and assessable
forever. Even policy advice institutions engage in
online activities, e.g., underpinning policy advice
statements by press releases. But important
information easily vanishes in these supplementary
digital procedures, so that the context of origin of data
and facts is suspended. Important connections get
lost in translation.

We probe this field of science communication and its
artefacts, to then question the policy advice process
and its democratic capacity. Central questions relate
to what is ‘scientific’ about such policy advice. What
renders scientific knowledge meaningful for politicians
and publics? How does science go about explaining
itself and its findings? Does it enable politicians and
publics to act on evidence based knowledge?
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What do titles promise 
or herald? How do titles 
change over time 
concerning the same 
topic or between 
institutions?

(framing, agenda setting)

Who is named author 
and how/ where is that 
reference made? 

(text-level, document-level, 
participant-level)

Does the text adhere to 
standards of good 
scientific practice? Is it 
written in “scientific” 
style and language?

(evidence based explanation, 
reproducibility, originality) 

What is the literature 
base? Which kind of 
texts are mentioned? 
Which institutions and 
experts referred?

What is the overall 
structure? Does this 
guide reading and 
information uptake?

(general readability, use of 
jargon, scientific literacy)

What is the argument? 
How are the instances 
legitimated? Is it 
consistent and sound?

(analyzing argument, content, 
and topoi qualitatively)
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