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> Politic: ;
ipfmationiabout public

cozlition strategy,
Conseguences, of
aliernative decisions on
these; “Whether or not it is
true, how many people
believe it to be true? Who
are they? How strong is
their belief?”

Technical, sed,
systematic analysis of
policy inputs and outputs
of government and its
effects on society.
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VIGLRE 13.3
Ukmiziltim of Pty Kimsra sl

Step) 1.
A Inputs transmitted| to

sociallstakeholders/citizens.

PIATInputs read, seen, and
understood.

= Step 3.
— PTA inputs cited or referred
to in public debate and
policy deliberations.

Policymakers have made

cn efifort to adopt a TA's
lecommendations.

A results have somehow

influenced authoritative

policy choice and decision.
. Step 6. r

— TA results gave rise to

implementation and/or

elaboration in policy

practice.




xplaining| Utilization

FOCUSTON USErS Needs; Teceptivity of userstoresearch.
Stititionall or Dissemination Model.
8= Adaptation of products, amount of dissemination efforts.
Secial Interaction Model.
— Sustained and intense interaction of producers and users,
linkage mechanisms.
*"_Transaction costs or barriers to entry in attempts to climb
the ladder of utilization.
— Public policy barriers, absolute cost advantages, economies
of scale, product customization.

SemeERdiesion Climbing| therlLadder of Utilization
S exliandry, Amara & Lamri, 1999

pHAIeHclimbing to higher echelons.
Mikage imechanisms successfully predict transmission and
icognition; but fail to predict climbing higher.

*8Users, context (users consider research pertinent, research
coincides with users’ needs, users’ attitude gives credibility to
research, results reach users in time) is clearly the best
predictor for climbing to higher echelons.

Overall, theory successfully explains the step to transmission,
but rather /ndeterminate on climbing the higher, more relevant
echelons.

iIEmmas of Knowledge Utilization

Stiystantiall costs for
AiStomization tailored to one
S0J 2l few! users.
VA5 el Specificity of
Ssolentinic/expert knowledge
Jncreases, the number of
potential users decreases.
Linkage mechanisms for
knowledge mandating/
mobilization as important as,
or even more important than
for utilization: capacity to
take advantage of window of
opportunity.
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Eleidsheslissing is geen eenmalige
EBEUrtenis, maar uitkomst van een proces.

=Dialoog|onderzoek/expertise met beleid/politiek
Vergt investering in langdurige, blijvende
interactie: GRENZENWERK:

T

WerI:(Shapin, 1992; Halffman;
2002)

Iy Work defines a
CENn|contrast with other
PIECTices) protects it from
inwanied participants and
INIEIIErence, while attempting
LONPIESCHIbeE proper ways of
Efaviour for participants and
03 participants
GEmarcation)s
at the'same time, boundary
work defines proper ways for
interaction between these
practices and makes such
interaction possible and
conceivable (coordination).
(Shapin 1992; Halffman 2002)

IVGEElERRERNaangementen van
zenwerk

Divergente logica*

Bureau-
cratie

Politiek
primaat

1 (Sociale)
Ingenieurs

Convergente logica’s
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