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Fundamental Characteristics of Assessments that 

Influence their Effectiveness across the International 

and Domestic Science-Policy Interface:

• Saliency: The Issue is view as very important, it is 

relevant to societies and nations as a current policy 

issue,

• Credibility: The implementation engages the best of 

science in the relevant fields, is open, transparent and 

uses independent peer-based review processes, and

• Authoritative: The Assessment is endorsed, engages 

the communities impacted by the assessment, most 

often this means, nations and international bodies of 

the UN or NGOs such as ICSU, IUCN or others.



An Expansion of these three Essential Elements of 

Effective Assessments:

1. A clear strategic framing of the assessment process, including 

a well articulated mandate, realistic goals consistent with the 

needs of decision makers, and a detailed implementation plan.

2. Adequate funding that is both commensurate with the 

mandate and effectively managed to ensure an efficient 

assessment process.

3. A balance between the benefits of a particular assessment and 

the opportunity costs (e.g., commitments of time and effort) to 

the scientific community.



An Expansion of these three Essential Elements of 

Effective Assessments (Continued):

4. A timeline consistent with assessment objectives, the state of 

the underlying knowledge base, the resources available, and 

the needs of decision makers.

5. Engagement and commitment of interested and affected 

parties,with a transparent science-policy interface and 

effective communication throughout the process.

6. Strong leadership and an organizational structure in which 

responsibilities are well articulated.

7. Careful design of interdisciplinary efforts to ensure 

integration,with specific reference to the assessment痴
purpose, users needs, and available resources.



An Expansion of these three Essential Elements of 

Effective Assessments (Continued):

8. Realistic and credible treatment of uncertainties.

9. An independent review process monitored by a balanced 

panel of review editors.

10. Maximizing the benefits of the assessment by developing tools 

to support use of assessment results in decision making at 

differing geographic scales and decision levels.

11. Use of a nested assessment approach, when appropriate, 

using analysis of large-scale trends and identification of 

priority issues as the context for focused, smaller-scale 

impacts and response assessments at the regional or local 

level.



An Expansion of these three Essential Elements of 

Effective Assessments (Continued):

12. Plan and Engage a Communications Program and 

Organization from the Beginning of the Assessment, which 

addresses the players within the Assessment, the Sponsors of 

the Assessment and the Communities Interested in and 

Rngaged in the Assessment. 
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