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SPARC is premised on the idea that we 
need a better understanding of how to
connect advancing scientific knowledge with 
decision making processes

CCSP, if judged by its structure, is premised 
on the idea that decision making requires 
advancing scientific knowledge

A subtle, but important distinction!!!



“if needed, recommend 
the movement of funding 
and programs across 
agency boundaries.”

“make recommendations to the 
Committee … to implement a 
climate change S&T program that 
will contribute to the enhanced 
understanding needed to better 
support policy development.”

?



Core Assumption: The goals of knowledge advancement are appropriate to 
mission of knowledge application and empowerment of decision makers.
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This is most of CCSP!



Research Plan

• Decision Making and Agenda Setting
– Who makes climate science policy?
– What do they do, and what do they think they are 

doing?
– How do they balance scientific, decision-making and 

other political priorities?
– Do outcomes matter? or How is knowledge valued?

• Agency-Implemented Decision Support
– Do existing institutional configurations allow for 

reflexive/adaptive governance of science?
– Institutional culture: How do approaches to decision 

support and stakeholder involvement differ among 
federal agencies?
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Questions?

Comments?

Suggestions?


