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Takeaways and recommendations 

● As the world becomes smaller and more technology-driven, agreement over facts is becoming 
more divisive and time horizons are shortening. 

● There’s a growing crisis in science triggered by the challenge of reproducing scientific findings 
and vanity journals. These challenges have been captured by the recently produced Cognitive 
Bias Codex. 

● Scientists are challenged in determining where in the policy cycle to focus, making it difficult to 
elevate science-based insights onto the political agenda. 

● The political ecosystem must be engaged prior to elections as the policy agenda is set the day 
after the election. 

● Work is required by knowledge vendors to change minds with facts in an ethical manner. 
● The “Twitterization” of the scientific method has been years in the making but scientists were 

slow to see it coming. This resulted in policy being influenced more by the ideology and platform 
of the party in power. The consequences of those decisions can be addressed by the social 
sciences and humanities. 

● The politicization of science can be offset by strengthening the role of Parliament and expanding 
the role of open science in support of decision-making. 

● In a healthy democracy, Science can influence politics by conveying facts and carefully guarding 
credibility. 

● Society invests in the work of scientists who have the responsibility to deliver factual 
information. Scientists must earn the privilege of being listened to “outside of the ivory tower” 

● Scientific consensus and networking are a valuable methods for demonstrating scientific insight 
but must be aware of the increasing tendency to obfuscate the facts. 

 
 
 
 


