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DK said:

"l believe voting is irrelevant in scientific affairs. Is it a matter of voting for, say, a priority
to “Increase the average skill of the medium range forecast (> 3 days)” in order to
materialize it? "

FP said:

"| strongly disagree with the comment - setting priorities in a research agenda is com-
mon may it be through funding mechanisms or through research programs. Naturally,
this does not mean that the priority will materialize, but it allows to focus attention, in
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this case, on the end user needs."

Good to know about this disagreement. Should | be happy about current funding mech-
anisms and research agendas? Do | understand it well that there is no problem if a
voted priority would not materialize? Should | help focus attention on infeasible tasks?
Why not go a little further and provoke voting to abolish uncertainty in forecasts, to
extend predictability, not to >3 days, but to >3 months, or even, in climate affairs, for >3
centuries (which is also safer against refutation)?
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