July 15, 2026 Translation Working Group Call

Attendees: Abby Keller, Collin VanBuren, Jody Peters, Amy Kendig, Kira Sullivan-Wiley, Alison
Gerken, Ayanna St. Rose, Prabu Singh, Yishen Li
Regrets: Cassie Speakman, Alexis O’Callahan

Agenda:

1. Check-in about the engaged science tutorials

a.
b.

How tutorial - The script is ready! Ayanna will do the recording for the tutorial
Barriers tutorial

2. Decision Support and Ecological Forecasting Working Group at the EFI2026 Conference
- is there anything else we need to check in about?

a.

b.
c.
d

Will have introductory materials for people new to the project
Could spend time screening the abstract
Discuss ideas for the full text analysis
Expect we will have two extremes of papers - some that mention that the tool
could be useful on one end and then a tool that is being used in management
Question people have about decision support tools, concept of decision support
for management, any trends. Use this conversation to lead into the full text
analysis
Have set of discussion questions that could lead to the full text analysis
Be aware that some people have a very strong conception of what a decision
support tool is. The goal is not to use the workshop to find the 'right answer' for
what decision support is. But the goal is to assess what decision support is from
the literature
Remind people about co-authorship
Who is there: people with experience developing decision support tools or people
wanting to learn more about it
Might be nice to have an opportunity for a smaller group (could be Jody, Collin,
Abby since we have been involved with the discussion previously, or could open
to others interested in this as well) to get together to apply the ideas generated
to a specific paper(s)
Pick a few papers that demonstrate the range of papers we have seen then do a
collective read
If we don’t have IRB approval are there boundaries on what kind of data to collect
from the working group? If we are asking for feedback on specific questions with
the intent to use it on the paper and those people are not authors on the paper,
that might be getting into murky behavior?

i.  Working group participants would not be research subjects

ii.  Public vs private information/conversation and attribution or not

iii.  Personally identifiable info or info from deidentified content

iv.  If not attributing specific words/work to a person would not need IRB



v.  EFI Conference is a public forum
vi.  Professional expertise that people are leveraging to speak are not a
protected research data object
vii.  Someone participating as their public self is fine compared to participating
as their personal self

. We want to guide people towards a few definitions of decision support -

Provide feedback to people with how the content of the discussion is used - make
sure to provide framing at the start of where this discussion will go (i.e., full text
analysis questions, “prescriptive” part of the paper discussion)
Hybrid option? Would people participate?
i.  Shared document that can be shared with Zoom fly on the wall?
ii.  No one on the call had a burning desire to join from Zoom on this call. So
keep it as in person only
Move the in between lit review discussion
Abby will create agenda, have a few print offs (co-authorship agreement, project
summary, a few papers), and move the lit review call scheduled for Aug 4 to the
day before
Do we want people to bring laptops? We could say they can, but we’ll also have
print outs so we don't have to worry about laptop plug outlets
Ask in the working group if anyone has text analysis experience
i.  Alison has connections with postdoc who is doing something similar and
will reach out to him

3. Decision Support Lit Review

a.
b.

Se ~oa

Brainstorm ideas for full-text analysis
There seems to always be a noun that describes the decision support tool - can
we pre-describe those categories
i.  Type of tool - process based vs output based or a tool describing a
process
i.  Model output being put into the tool
Do we want to go beyond the paper to see if the tool was put into action? l.e., it ,
went into a report, there is a website created and available for use?
Embeddedness of the tool institutionally - did they co-create with an end user
Application readiness level is making a qualitative decision
Descriptive analysis and then another analysis that judges effectiveness
Check with Janet - what rubric does NASA use to assess readiness level
Is there optimization and what fields do that - making a decision with an objective
in mind
i.  Map with multiple layers, have linear set of actions
ii.  Neutral info that people can use to make their own decision vs here is the
answer
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