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WeEns\\nat mformatﬂtl&we need to better support
WECIBIONIMakers and refine CCSP: S future decision support
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sl Kowleage: Given the answers to guestion 1,
WAL TYoe: ff lesearch and observations would provide the
gleatest benefit to decision makers?

SR souication: How can we better communicate
-_-'--:<FLG\' Jledge to decision makers, and how can we more
S=efiectively maintain a continuing dialogue? What activities
ﬁ—_ " might CCSP contemplate in order to better connect the
_Whole of the research enterprise to the public interest?

e Capacity. What types of capacity do we most need to
strengthen to build trust with and provide effective support
to decision makers? (e.g., observations, data/information
systems, nodes linking existing resources at a variety of
spatial scales, training for use of climate and environmental
data in decision support, analytic methods, tools, etc.)
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-~ What's wrong?

IS there semething wrong with our past/present
approach?
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S ieEgration, integration, integration, need to

—iignt against stove pipes, even the structure of

~ workshop had aspects of this

- ® US climate research agenda is still not fully
Integrated across variability and change
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] sinmate research agenda still not fully integrated
== =a:cmss variability and change

s Data management/information activities such as
- PCVIDI and NIDIS provide an opportunity for
Integration both nationally and internationally

* How does the CCSP identify emerging public policy
needs/concerns? How do climate impact scientists
bring emerging topics to the attention of the CCSP?
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CLIfrer UW/ea’ge Gl\lﬁ@'answers berguEestion i, Wiat

r/Jngrr_,Jw cri el ogserveions Wotllegroyicetineiefeeriesi
penefit to decision feiers?

VEIBUSRUSER communities want te knew, “To what extent Is
BN ImBLe system predictable? When and where, with
SINPIIESISIen the short term, regional scales?”

stcisoneal o nterannual climate variability represents an
IGENC V/immediacy of the climate time scale unto itself, and
—asah idge to climate change

.lﬁms day we do not have a National Strategy in place for
" the transition from research to applications for seasonal to
" interannuall climate prediction.

- = We lack a rigorous ongoing assessment of our ability to
predict climate on seasonal to interannual time scales.

* Need to consider forcings beyond GHG; aerosols, air quality,
LC /LUC.

What is the global impact of regional changes?
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9SgiVE mva IVement of the user community at all stages
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ras |th 11 Regional Conference on Global Change: South America. Sao

0, Brasil November 6- 10, 2005

‘“Partlelpatlon by petroleum, electricity, mining, lumber, transportation, water,
~ media, airline, banking, accounting, agrobusiness, cosmetics

Why?
Not until economists were engaged and Business/Management/Economic
Schools, did these various sectors come along

* Requires greater engagement outside the government with the stakeholder
community, e.g., RISAs, professional and trade associations, user interfaces
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Neeel fogre -much more open process for identifying assessment
PIEUDCTS 17 the first place
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= Hoewrare the products to be used? What is the process for

'QOW'Up'7

s Need for accountability and transparency in development of the
final Government product at the agency level in response to
external and agency reviews. As in the IPCC, all input should
be openly archived. What government input went into the final
report, If any?

® | essons learned from IGBP

* |mportance of visuals, graphics
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Capzc/ty. WL tyges oj capac+t@most NEEd ROtHER eI G trUST
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spetial scales, tralnine) for use of clifreiis z' ol 2pviconsnaniel eleiiziprelaelsio);
support, anzlyil methods 100IS; Etct)

Iriteg) et cl rtnershlps at the regional level

Togs ;uege;* I ‘there is a need for trust, commitment, long-term
EIEONSHAIR; tWo-way communication, sustained, iterative

l\ EE6 Ue- g1ona| assessments as follow-on to National Assessment and In
Pparallel with existing 21 SAPs

eF ptive: Management as a dynamic and robust “system of systems”
r:R.ISA,llgt a National program, need not and should not be just a NOAA
- program
= Jo what extent do government structures “weigh down” the assessment
process, Is the Federal bureaucracy getting in the way?

e Still don’t have climate services in place. NOAA has taken on the mandate,
but what Is the proper mix of public-private, regional climate centers,
Interagency invelvement, state climatologists, etc?

Government has not been successful in getting funded in a top down sense.
Not sufficiently constituent driven/engaged. How to address?
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