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Overall: 
This document is off to an excellent start. It is clear, concise, and well organized. It nicely 
pulls together a disparate set of information. 
 
Success of the Interim Science Action Agenda (Page 9 of PDF): 

• Attributes for measuring the success of the ISAA are documented, but it is unclear 
how they will be measured for some of the attributes (i.e. how will you determine if 
science efforts and workplans are informed by the ISAA?). How will the successes be 
tracked? 

 
Science Action Areas: 

• One of the goals of the ISAA is to identify knowledge gaps. Are there any gaps in our 
knowledge that are not covered by the responses received? Are there any Science 
Action Areas missing? 

 
Science Actions: 

• These are among the highest priorities, but obviously don’t represent all of the 
priorities. There is much work being done that is not represented here that we don’t 
want to stop, it’s still very important and a priority.  

 
• Can we or should we have the science action agenda represent all worthy science? 

Or is that too much of an undertaking? Perhaps it should identify the unmet priority 
efforts, the work needing to be tackled in the near future? Help us understand the 
goal. Perhaps the project-sharing databases could provide that purpose; but then 
there are efforts listed in this draft that are fully funded; should they come off?  

 
Excel Table: 

• The excel workbook is password protected so we can’t sort the spreadsheets. It 
would be very helpful to view the individual action items the make up each of the 
groupings. That way we can better understand the work our partners are interested 
in and develop research to meet those needs.  

• It would seem the most valuable way to present the table is by organizing it by 
Action Area. The current organization by unique number does not make the table 
informative as presented. 

• I don’t think it is necessary to filter each column. Filtering by the individual science 
action column won’t provide any information, nor will filtering by rationale. 

• It would be nice to see where individual agencies and groups are working. The filter 
on the Collaborating Organization doesn’t allow to sort to determine where DWR or 
USGS or others might be involved, so again here, there filter isn’t particularly 
helpful.  

 



Additional thoughts: 
• It would seem to that this agenda could promote an opportunity to engage 

participating agencies in dialog. Where should that dialog occur? Should it be 
facilitated online or should it happen off line and be captured in subsequent 
updates? 

 
• How often will updates to the SAA be made, or allowed to happen if some agency 

wants to edit or append their agenda items?  
 
 
 
 


