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public engagement attempts to bring together diverse perspectives, including the participants' political, 
personal, and community values, scientists are most effective when they stick to the facts. Because 
credibility is conferred by the audience, not the speaker, it is essential that scientists be seen as objective, 
citing the facts without an overlay of their own personal values. 

Public understanding and support of science and technology have never been more important, but also 
never more tenuous. Today they are embedded in an increasingly politicized environment where ethical, 
legal, and social implications are emerging at a rate that seems to be outpacing society's capacity to 
make sense of the science. The science of science communication will be essential to help guide new 
and more effective efforts at engaging productively across the science/society interface. 

 ↵* Arthur M. Sackler Colloquium, “The Science of Science Communication,” National Academy of Sciences, 
Washington, DC, 21 to 22 May 2012 (http://events.tvworldwide.com/Events/NAS120521.aspx). 

 ↵† http://communicatingscience.aaas.org/. 

 ↵‡ D. M. Kahan et al., Nat. Clim. Change 10.1038/nclimate1547 (2012). 
 


