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Evaluation results: Climate science: from basic research to 
communication (January 22, 2016) 

Course details 

The Max Planck Institute for Biogeochemistry and the IMPRS-gBGC offer a workshop 
for junior climate scientists on their role in communicating research results to the general 
public as well as to societal and political stakeholder. 
• Which means and instruments are used by climate researchers to communicate their 

knowledge to society? 
• Can current climate research answer questions that concern politics, businesses and 

civil society? 
• Does the scientific community provide answers that are heard at all in the non-

scientific world? 
• ... 
 
The complex topics will be introduced and addressed in a key-note lecture of Hans von 
Storch1 and extensively discussed in the framework of a workshop led by Marie-Luise 
Beck2.  
 
The workshop will pave the way for questions and discussions on a wide range of issues 
like: 
• Does my research have a benefit for society? And if so, how can I bring it across? 
• How do I best communicate with the media and what are tricks and pitfalls in the 

contact with an audience outside of my field of research? 
• How much is basic research impacted by the need for applicability or the demand for 

societal relevance? 
• What are there cross connections between science and politics that impact scientific 

research, e.g. through funding programs? 
• ...  
 
This workshop helps the climate researcher to reflect the relevance of his/her own work 
and its presentation to the general public. The workshop will encourage researchers to 
reflect on his/her own role and responsibility in society.  
 
1 Professor at the Meterological Institute of the University of Hamburg and Director of Institute for Coastal   
 Research of the Helmholtz-Zentrum Geesthacht  
2 Managing Director of German Climate Consortium 
 
Detailed information is provided on the following webpage: http://www.imprs-
gbgc.de/index.php/Courses/Communication2016 
15 out of 19 participants filled in the survey by February 24, 2016. 
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Survey results 
To which extend has the workshop improved/clarified your general notion on 
scientific communication? 

• the workshop explained the gaps in communication that arise when communi-
cating with a non-expert or lay population. 

• The workshop had helped me to acknowledge the points that I should use to im-
prove scientific communication in my field 

• I found the workshop really interesting and helpful to get another point of view 
apart from the researcher's one in terms of comunication. 

• I think it was a really helpful work shop. Nevertheless I think it could be a little 
longer (at least one day more), in this way the group could have more time to dis-
cuss and also the lecturer could include some extra interesting issues that were 
not included due to time limitations. 

• I have a clearer picture of the kind of words to use and the attitude that I should 
have. 

• Quite useful since gives insights about how to better convey ideas 
• A little 
• workshop was very helpfull and good 
• I am more aware of my role as climate scientist. 
• Much. And it was a good chance for me to think of this issue. 
• To be clear in scientific communication it helps to restrict to the basic message(s) 

in simple phrases, with simple words and colourful language. 
• To a large extent. Many pieces put nicely together, and good examples. 
• It improved a lot in relation to how to communcate effectively. 
• To a fair amount given the fact that the course was only approx. 6 working hours 

long. 
• I think I got a better idea of how complex science communication can be. The 

"real life" examples from Marie-Luise and Eberhard gave some insight into how 
science communication is actually done. 

 

Do you think the workshop was helpful for your communication skills? Would you 
recommend this course to others? 

• yes 
• Yes, I will recommend this course. 
• Yes I would recommend this course to other students and researchers, it is im-

portant to keep in mind that communication skills play an important role in sci-
ence. I think this course gave me some nice ideas to put in practice, but I do not 
consider so far that just after this course my communication skills have improved, 
that's something that will require more effort than just one-day course. 

• Yes. Now I now that I must think before to answer about the type of public that I 
am interacting. I recommend this course, I think communication skills outside of 
scientific community is a gap that researchers in general have. 

• It was helpful, and I would recommend it. 
• I would recommend it. For me was helpful. 
• A little. To people with interest in communicating with polticians. 
• yes 
• yes 
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• Yes! 
• I think it was helpful to get an idea how difficult scientific communication is and 

that I still can learn a lot in this field, also for the work in interdisciplinary groups. 
Yes, I would recommend this course. 

• Both : yes. 
• I think it's helpful for improving my commuication skills. I'll recommend it. 
• Yes, it was helpful. I would recommend the course to others. 
• Yes! Especially due to the afternoon session. 

 
Which parts of the workshop were especially good (and why)? 

• activities and learning by examples esp. the critical feedback during the exercise 
were helpful. 

• I liked both parts, the introduction and the exercise. The introduction was a 
refreshment of the state-of-art in the field and the exercise helped me to practice 
the knowledge acquired in the morning session. 

• The group exercise was really interesting because it gave us the oportunity to 
work on an example and then have a feedback. 

• Afternoon session (exercise with the paper) and initial introduction of ourselves 
(and feedback) 

• The parallel between the communication among experts and non-experts, here 
she explained the words of choice... 

• The general overview and introduction, she pointed our communication problems 
well. 

• The practical parts, because I lerned most from them. 
• the first part of the morning (i.e. before coffee break), especially the introduction 

exercise which was very instructive, and the practice in the afternoon 
• Part on roles. 
• Marie gave us comments constantly. Especially when we introduced our research 

at the beginning, everyone seemed to use less jargons for general audience but 
she picked terms that could be still not understandable for general public. This 
shocked and motivated me. 

• I liked the practical part after lunch, also because I could see the different ways 
people tried scientific communication and because we talked about the different 
ways. Additionally I liked how Mrs Beck explained, her anecdotes and her 
frankness. 

• The practical exercise in the afternoon was good t clarify the theory 
• The practical part because it can give us a lot of true experience to learn how to 

communicate effectively. 
• Feedback on our self-introduction - practical session in the afternoon 
• Personally, I liked the part about the role of scientists in the political system the 

most. 
 
Which parts of the workshop were not so good / not so fitting / not well enough 
presented? 

• none. though amount of topics could be reduced in diversity and increased in in-
tensity. 

• I don't remember 
• I would liked to have more examples or exercises to do instead of too much theo-
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ry, I think it would be more helpful. 
• For me all were really good 
• I was hoping that it would not only be focussed in communication through the 

press, but also using other media. 
• The Insitute presentation about press releases. From my point of view, was too 

specific in the framework we were working. 
• Slightly disturbing were some interruptions because the lecturer seemed not to be 

clear what she wanted to say. 
• for me personally the second half of the morning was not as interesting as the 

first part of the morning or the afternoon (too theoretical) 
• presentations and discussions sometimes lengthly. 
• One day was too short to go over the theoretical part and have practical session. 

We didn't have enough time to discuss certain topics that we wanted to. Some-
times, it was a little abstract to get concepts. It can be different case by case, and 
it would have been good to have some examples. 

• Before starting with the practical part we got a short paper which should help us 
structuring our presentations. I sticked too much on this structure trying to find 3 
arguments, a weak one, a weightly one and a middle one. But actualy I don't think 
that this is so important. 

• Not found yet. 
• I think it was a pity that we haven't had time to speak about climate skepticism at 

all. 
 
Do you have other suggestions for a future workshop on communication? 

• can be structured more around few aspects of communication rather than all as-
pects. 

• No 
• Workshop longer and also include not only communication with media but also 

with other types of stakeholders (i.e. policy makers) 
• work further in the use of the appropiate language to improve the communication. 
• I think, the more practical the more useful for the participants. 
• I would be highly interested in a workshop about transdisciplinary communication 
• Maybe a little longer so that there is enough time to discuss and practice? 
• I think practice is the most important thing. And not being afraid of making faults, 

because they make you thinking about what to improve. 
• Would be good to extent the workshop, and could be extended in several direc-

tions: - what does it mean for "science practice" if a scientific field is very close to 
the political realm (i.e. a follow-up to the H. v. Storch lecture) 

• Teacher should gave us more examples of how to communicate. 
• Maybe a separate workshop for climate "skepticism" would be a good idea. 


