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BoundaryBoundary workwork defineddefined ((ShapinShapin, 1992; , 1992; 
Halffman, 2002)Halffman, 2002)

•• Boundary work defines a Boundary work defines a 
practice in contrast with other practice in contrast with other 
practices, protects it from practices, protects it from 
unwanted participants and unwanted participants and 
interference, while attempting interference, while attempting 
to prescribe proper ways of to prescribe proper ways of 
behaviour for participants and behaviour for participants and 
non participants non participants 
((demarcationdemarcation); ); 

•• at the same time, boundary at the same time, boundary 
work defines proper ways for work defines proper ways for 
interaction between these interaction between these 
practices and makes such practices and makes such 
interaction possible and interaction possible and 
conceivable (conceivable (coordinationcoordination). ). 
((ShapinShapin 1992; Halffman 2002)1992; Halffman 2002)
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Models of Models of boundaryboundary workwork arrangementsarrangements
(in (in academicacademic literatureliterature))
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SelectedSelected facetsfacets forfor special special 
considerationconsideration

•• How do How do idealtypesidealtypes deal deal withwith valuesvalues??
•• How do How do idealtypesidealtypes deal deal withwith knowledgeknowledge

conflictsconflicts??
•• How do How do idealtypesidealtypes deal deal withwith uncertaintiesuncertainties??
•• ……withwith ((imim))possibilitiespossibilities forfor shapingshaping institutionalinstitutional

nexusnexus??
•• ……affect the affect the likelihoodlikelihood of of policypolicy--orientedoriented

learninglearning??
•• ……impact impact onon the the creationcreation, , maintenancemaintenance, , erosionerosion

of of trusttrust??
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ResultsResults of a of a QQ--methodmethod research in research in boundaryboundary workwork
discoursesdiscourses in NL: a in NL: a workingworking consensus (1)consensus (1)

•• LearningLearning betweenbetween sciencescience and politics is hard and politics is hard workwork –– notnot
chancechance..

•• ScientificScientific experts are experts are notnot, and , and shouldshould notnot bebe, , likelike
lawyerslawyers..

•• Dutch boundary workers are socialized in a system of Dutch boundary workers are socialized in a system of 
political consultation (political consultation (‘‘overlegdemocratieoverlegdemocratie’’ = = ‘‘consultative consultative 
democracydemocracy’’).).

•• Three functions of scientific expertise for politics: Three functions of scientific expertise for politics: 
•• (1) bounding its scope of action, (1) bounding its scope of action, 
•• (2) reducing political transaction costs, and (2) reducing political transaction costs, and 
•• (3) boosting  legitimacy.(3) boosting  legitimacy.
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ResultsResults: a : a workingworking consensus (2)consensus (2)

•• Science and expertise have the political function Science and expertise have the political function 
of a of a ‘‘freezerfreezer’’ for issues that, for some reason or for issues that, for some reason or 
another, are another, are ‘‘too hot to handletoo hot to handle’’; ; 

•• ButBut sometimessometimes theythey are a are a ‘‘hothot--househouse’’ tootoo!!
•• LayLay and and practitionerspractitioners’’ knowledgeknowledge deservedeserve a a 

standing at the standing at the policypolicy tabletable equalequal to to sciencescience..
•• KnowledgeKnowledge is is notnot justjust anotheranother commoditycommodity; ; butbut

occasionaloccasional outsourcingoutsourcing is is notnot bad.bad.
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•• Factor 1: rational facilitators of Factor 1: rational facilitators of accomodationaccomodation;;
•• Factor 2: knowledge brokers;Factor 2: knowledge brokers;
•• Factor 3: Factor 3: megapolicymegapolicy strategists;strategists;
•• Factor 4: policy analysts;Factor 4: policy analysts;
•• Factor 5: policy advisors;Factor 5: policy advisors;
•• Factor 6: postFactor 6: post--normal scientists/analysts;normal scientists/analysts;
•• Factor 7: Factor 7: deliberativedeliberative proceduralistsproceduralists..

Seven discourses on boundary Seven discourses on boundary 
workwork
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ConclusionsConclusions (1)(1)

•• OnlyOnly enlightenmentenlightenment lackinglacking fromfrom actualactual discoursediscourse; ; 
thereforetherefore, , considerableconsiderable resemblancesresemblances betweenbetween academicacademic
cartographycartography and and occurringoccurring discoursesdiscourses..

•• ButBut differencesdifferences as as wellwell::
•• OnlyOnly strategistsstrategists [= [= discoursediscourse coalitioncoalition] and ] and knowledgeknowledge brokers [= coping] brokers [= coping] 

show show oneone--toto--oneone relationshipsrelationships;;
•• All All othersothers mix/mix/mergemerge ingredientsingredients of at least of at least twotwo different different idealideal types.types.

•• DiscourseDiscourse coalitioncoalition model model enjoysenjoys most most normativenormative
support.support.

•• AdvisorsAdvisors and and postpost--normalistsnormalists have a hard time have a hard time achievingachieving
consistent consistent positionspositions..
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ConclusionsConclusions (2)(2)

•• ‘‘PrimacyPrimacy forfor politicspolitics’’ is a is a ‘‘noblenoble lielie’’ in the in the workingworking
consensus, and in consensus, and in practicepractice..

•• BoundaryBoundary workersworkers appearappear to to disagreedisagree onon how to how to 
handlehandle uncertaintiesuncertainties (in (in relationrelation to to 
policypolicy/politics)./politics).

•• BoundaryBoundary workersworkers ((nownow mostlymostly workingworking in in 
alliancealliance withwith nationalnational governmentgovernment) are ) are 
challengedchallenged byby a more pluralistic and a more pluralistic and multimulti--levellevel
politicalpolitical landscape.landscape.
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ConclusionConclusion (3):(3):
BoundaryBoundary workwork contingent contingent onon problemproblem typetype
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Read about boundary work as important ingredient in the governance
of problems:
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