August 19, 2026 Translation Working Group Call

Attendees: Sarah Bogen, Chris Jones, Kaila Frazer, Jody Peters, Alexis O’Callahan, Snigdha
Nautiyal, Prabu Singh, Judith Toms, Manuel-Angel Duenas, Collin VanBuren
Regrets: Abby Keller, Cassie Speakman

Agenda:

1.

2.

3.

4.

Poll for scheduling September to December calls: https://www.meetingbrew.com/zqjirv
Make sure your time zone is selected

How and Barrier tutorials updates

Note from Mike Dietze in the EFI #translation Slack channel:

a. Just posted this in the #papers channel, but am particularly curious what the
#translation WG things of this opinion paper in Science. Is this something we
should be discussing and applying to our forecasts? Is it redundant with existing
systems (e.g. NASA and NOAA ARLs)? Or is it off the mark somehow and
shouldn't be considered?

b. Cotton 2026 "Rigor is not readiness: The PERL framework for evidence-based
policy." Science 393,463-465 DOI:10.1126/science.aef352 (the pdfis in the
#papers channel of Slack)

c. Jody to check in with Alexis, Alison, and Abby about this

EF12026 Conference reflections
a. Morning session: group discussions on what does decision support mean to you,
what is not decision support, what methods and information are typically used in
decision support, what are common objectives of decision support
frameworks/tools
b. Things to think about for the review: What do we need to know to make a
decision
i.  Uncertainty - does it have uncertainty around the predictions, risk,
trade-offs, costs benefits
i. Does it have validation or calibration of the model of the conditions
observed in the past, how much can you trust this particular model
iii. Is expert knowledge used when there is poor data
iv.  Then use the readiness level to understand something
v.  Big conceptual piece of making a decision
vi. Do different areas of research approach this question differently (i.e.,
fisheries, wildlife management, epidemiology)
c. Afternoon session:
i. Co-reviewed papers together
ii. New title idea: A decision support tool for decision support researchers
iii.  Things to consider for the full paper review



ar0bd

What should you think about when you are trying to make a
decision

Why do certain people think this tool supports decision making
Consider what the authors need

Who is the audience for this paper

In the acknowledgements - is there evidence that this tool was
used - thinking of ideas of how to get information about how the
tool is actually being used beyond the meat of the paper itself
(funding sources)

iv.  General tips from others who have done systematic reviews
v.  In general, Abby did a very good job leading! &

5. Decision support literature review
a. Review Colandr conflicts
i.  Notes from Kai:

1.

3.

Some confusion about whether to count broad descriptions of
“natural resources,” “wetlands,” “natural systems” as “biotic”
resources. Decided we would assume these broad terms included
biotic resources and include these papers.

Points of confusion about agriculture, forestry, and fisheries.

a. Some folks were rejecting all forestry- related papers, will
go back and edit to just reject extractive papers.

b. Confusion about whether extractive fishery papers should
be included or excluded. The paper we were discussing
there ended up having the conflict resolved for a different
reason so we didn’t really resolve the fisheries question.

c. Desire to include ag papers that explicitly express the goal
of conserving nearby waterways or habitat.

d. In general on these, motion to include papers we’re not
sure about to review in the full text. Suggestion to add a
phase tagging abstracts prior to full text screening to see if
a lot of ag/forestry/etc. papers got through and exclude by
tag if necessary.

Consensus not to include papers that just present data but haven't
developed that data into a “tool” yet.
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