
April 21, 2026 Translation Working Group Call 
Attendees: Abby Keller, Snigdha Nautiyal, Alexis O’Callahan, Prabu Singh, Janet Nackoney, 
Jody Peters, Ayanna St. Rose, Yishen Li, Kira Sullivan-Wiley 
Regrets: Allison Gerken 
 
 
Agenda:  
 

1.​ How and Barriers Tutorials 
a.​ How: Interview snippets are ready, but they have both Alexis and the interviewee 

in them. Can the snippets be edited to just have the interviewee? Or is there 
another version of the recording that  

i.​ Co-production Tutorial Video Snippets to clip 
b.​ Barriers: Chris left some comments. Input Jody received from Korryn Bodner 

(Canadian EFI Chapter Steering Committee member) 
i.​ Barriers_to_coproduction_draft 
ii.​ Barriers Slides - draft started, but needs to be updated 
iii.​ Looking for someone to narrate and record themselves when script is 

finished 
2.​ Taxonomy of decision support manuscript update 

a.​ Resources 
i.​ Project Summary 
ii.​ Annotated bibliography 

1.​ Scoping papers 
2.​ AI/ML abstract screening/data extraction 

iii.​ Notes from subgroup meetings 
b.​ WoS search  

i.​ ("decision support" OR "decision-support") AND ("conservation" OR 
"natural resource*") 

ii.​ 1761 articles 
iii.​ Conservation and natural resource manage are the applied fields of 

ecology. By trying to be inclusive with fisheries, wildlife, biodiversity you 
are excluding other terms. So went with these more general terms. 

c.​ Github repository 
i.​ Data - bibliographic info for the articles from the WoS search 

d.​ Review PRISMA flowchart and checklist 
i.​ Baseline information to report on for literature reviews.  
ii.​ Abby will be in charge of this, but welcomes anyone else who is 

interested in helping 
e.​ Developing inclusion/exclusion criteria 

i.​ Inclusion criteria 

https://github.com/abigailkeller/decisionsupport_litreview
https://www.prisma-statement.org/


1.​ Description of a decision support framework or tool developed for 
a conservation or ecological problem. 

2.​ Framework or tool designed to guide a management action. 
ii.​ Exclusion criteria 

1.​ Review article, synthesis, letters or comments, conference or 
seminar abstracts. 

f.​ Review a subset of 20 abstracts (these were randomly selected from the 1761) 
i.​ Two options for viewing abstract subset: 

1.​ Code to view abstract subset 
2.​ CSV of abstract subset 
3.​ Tracking Tab for screening 

ii.​ Fill out responses in Google form 
1.​ Will update form to add contact info for reviewers 

iii.​ Anyone interested - read through the abstracts before the next call and 
evaluate with the inclusion/exclusion criteria - see where there are 
conflicts/confusion, see if there are additional criteria to add 

iv.​ 3 people per abstract at minimum - keep in mind the Problem statement 
and Research question while reviewing 

1.​ Problem statement: The abstractness and variability of the term 
“decision support” can lead to misalignments between the 
outcomes of a decision support system and a decision maker’s 
expectations and needs. 

2.​ Research question: What is the current landscape of “decision 
support” in conservation and natural resource management, in 
terms of methods, decision problem and context, and language 
used to define “decision support”? What are 
categorizations/typologies of the ways in which decision support 
methods/processes relate to decision challenges? 

v.​ Tricky/thorny things:  
1.​ Spectrum of theoretical approaches to this tool is made for one 

specific tool  
vi.​ Main purpose of going through the 20 abstracts is to clarify the 

inclusion/exclusion criteria (see point e above) 
vii.​ Next call - review the Google form entries where there is consensus or 

disagreement 
viii.​ General communications - develop an email subset of the group? Use 

Slack? 
1.​ People prefer emails. Abby will continue to email the full group. 

Then at some point we will lay out the contribution requirements 
and have a concrete author list 

ix.​ Co-authorship/contribution - Jody will pull together what has been used 
for other manuscripts in EFI; CRediT statement; https://credit.niso.org/ 

1.​ Be clear about the minimum contribution 

https://github.com/abigailkeller/decisionsupport_litreview/blob/main/code/abstract_screening_subset.R
https://github.com/abigailkeller/decisionsupport_litreview/blob/main/data/refs_subset.csv
https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/17A38v-YO1TwOq5oXNv11_w6vQriO9n5UowCv4YkoluE/edit?usp=sharing
https://credit.niso.org/


x.​ Think we will want a conceptual figure at some point. This is of interest to 
Charlotte 

xi.​ On May 5 intermediate call - have a check in about the abstract review 
see how things are going and focus on the co-authorship discussion 

xii.​ Have people complete abstract reviews by May 12 so Abby has a week to 
sort through responses 

xiii.​ On May 19 monthly call - go through the abstracts more concretely 
xiv.​ Interested in reviewing abstracts: 

1.​ Snigdha 
2.​ Yishen 
3.​ Alexis 
4.​ Collin 
5.​ Abby 
6.​ Charlotte 
7.​ Jody 
8.​ Prabu 
9.​ Kira 
10.​Ayanna 
11.​Cassie 

 


	April 21, 2026 Translation Working Group Call 

