BACKGROUND INFORMATION and GUIDANCE

Comments on the draft science plan for a new ocean drilling program

 (October 2013- September 2023)

Deadline for comments: September 21, 2010

Time-lines and stage of writing:

Our time-lines are tight. The committee charged to draft the new science plan following an international conference in 2009 (www.marum.de/iodp-invest.html) will need complete their final draft in October 2010 before it is handed to high-level, international review committee for final comments. This is why we need your input by September 21, 2010 in order to make sure that they are reflected in the next draft that will undergo final committee review. Following the latter, a final draft will then be harmonized in writing style by a small team led by a science writer and be forwarded to the highest level of national scientific authority (e.g., National Science Board type entities) by spring 2011.

Drilling platforms and Implementation Plan:

IODP has for the first time in ocean drilling history provided the opportunity to operate both a riser-less drilling vessel (JOIDES Resolution) and a deep water riser platform (Chikyu). In addition IODP successfully have deployed 'mission specific' platforms to address specific environment such as the high Arctic and shallow carbonate reef environments, both areas yielding spectacular results. The new 10-years program is seeking to carry forward this successful model of platform availability. A section will be added to the current draft of the science plan explaining the need for platforms, site survey data, down-hole instrumentation and observatories. It will also briefly explain how community generated drilling and experiment proposals will be assessed by the program in a open, competitive process aided by a scientific advisory structure. 

A spread sheet format to help structure your comments:

A spread sheet format (<NSP_v1_review_sheet.xls>) that will help IODP-MI and the writing committee to organize all comments, and to implement them in the most effective way is also available for download. It is not mandatory to use the spread sheet. If you feel you better communicate your comments in another way, please do so. However, unless your comments are of very general nature, please refer to page number, section title and paragraph so we easily can identify where your edits should apply.

Specifically, we solicit your comments on:

a)  Identify critical topics or themes that are essential for securing broad support for the new program, but not sufficiently well covered in the existing draft. The goal here is to make the strongest possible case to a wide audience. However, please, understand that the topics listed can not possibly be inclusive of all possible kinds of science, and that the writing committee, based on prior community input, has chosen a number exciting examples to guide the future science, rather than create an all inclusive, exhaustive list of topics.  FYI, the new drilling program will be responsive to proposals developed and submitted by the scientific community. Proposals will be evaluated by a scientific advisory structure.

b)  Scientific editorial comments on individual subsections by experts in those fields. Are there changes to the text and figures that will help to make them more accurate and/or compelling?

c)  Substantive comments on overall structure, overall message, and excitement of draft science plan. How does it present as a "whole"? The science plan needs to capture the imagination and excitement of ocean drilling science, and inspire readers to be supportive based on a big vision of innovation and discovery. Please point out where the current draft does this job well, and, most importantly, where it may need to be improved.

d) Suggest places where the draft can be made shorter without loosing essential information or impact. The goal is that the final science plan will be reduced rather than expanded in length. Please, bear in mind that a small team lead by a science writer eventually will reformat the science plan to provide a visually more attractive and navigable document with a single and, most likely, less specialized style of writing. So scientific edits and suggestions for shortening might be more effective than complete rewrites.

Submission of comments and questions:

Please sent to: NewSciencePlan@iodp.org
(before September 21, 2010)

