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FY01 Instrumentation Survey Instructions


FY01 HYDROLOGIC FIELD INSTRUMENTATION AND EQUIPMENT 

PROJECTS AND NEEDS PRIORITIES SURVEY 

GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS

There are three parts to this survey.  All survey entries will be made to tables and forms located on web pages found at http://1stop.usgs.gov/icom/survey/ Specific detailed instructions are given on the web pages. Each District office will be permitted three responses – one for each discipline (ground water, water quality, and surface water). You may revisit the survey as often as needed prior December 1, 2000 to revise entries, add new instrumentation needs, or add or modify comments.

PART 1 – RANKING PRIORITY FIELD INSTRUMENTATION PROJECTS                      
The web page survey tables for Part 1 contain the list of 27 field instrumentation/equipment projects currently on the Instrumentation Committee (ICOM) priority list for completion within the next 5 years.   Please review these priority projects and evaluate them in accordance with your requirements. Numerically rank up to 10 of the projects you think are most important to the Division, with 1 being the highest and 10 being the lowest.  You may rank fewer than 10.

Because of limited resources, ICOM can allocate funds to only 15% to 20% of the highest priority projects. Your input for ranking the projects will help insure that resources will be committed to meet WRD’s most critical requirements. The priority rankings for the current projects have been removed and the list placed in alphabetical order because we seek a fresh, unbiased ranking. As a part of the ranking process you will be able to enter comments or questions for any or all of the projects in Part 3 of the survey.  

All respondents should complete Part 1.  

PART 2 – SHORT/LONG TERM INSTRUMENTATION NEEDS

The web page survey tables for Part 2 contain lists of instrument needs grouped by discipline that represent a subset of the responses to the 1998 Survey. The subset was created by combining duplicates and eliminating needs that have or are being resolved and needs that could not be directly related to instrument or equipment improvement, acquisition, testing, or development. Based on your input, ICOM plans to use the list to focus its attention for the next 5 years on those needs that represent the highest priorities. Your input for Part 2 will help ICOM and ITAS decide what additions or replacements should be made to the instrumentation priority project list (part 1) as priority projects are completed, replaced, or additional resources become available.

Please evaluate the needs listed for your discipline.  As with Part 1, we ask that you rank up to 10 of the needs you think are most important to the Division, with 1 being the highest and 10 being the lowest.  You may rank fewer than 10.  (The surface water list contains only 6 needs.  Up to 6 of these can be ranked.)  Specific instructions are given on the web page for each discipline. When all of the responses are combined, we will have a good picture of the most pressing field instrument needs for hydrologic data collection. As with Part 1, you will be able to add comments and to flag selected needs with regard to their status and your interest in supporting them in Part 3.

For Part 2, respondents should complete only the instrumentation needs survey for their discipline.

PART 3  –ADDITIONAL NEEDS and COMMENTS to ICOM (OPTIONAL)

Part 3 of the survey provides the opportunity to add new instrumentation needs for future consideration and (or) make other comments to the ICOM. If your office has instrumentation needs that are not listed in these survey tables, you have the opportunity to record them for future consideration. ICOM and ITAS will review them and add to future surveys those that are not acted upon in the FY01 cycle.  The web software provides fields for a short descriptive title, brief description of the need, the technical requirements, and the potential benefit to WRD.  These entries automatically indicate that the respondent is the contact person, but can be overridden by the respondent to indicate a different contact person.  An ICOM or ITAS member will respond to all Part 3 entries.

Responses to Part 3 are optional.  If you do respond with new instrumentation needs, please limit your entries to field instrumentation and equipment needs only.  Exclude laboratory analytical methods and instruments, and field methods that do not require new instruments or equipment, as these needs are outside the scope of ICOM’s purview, and outside the scope of this planning process. ICOM’s review of the responses from the 1998 survey resulted in the following observations, which may be of help to you in submitting new instrument needs.

· Some suggestions from the 1998 survey were computer related, and these may be best addressed through the appropriate Discipline Computer Users’ Group.  The need for reliable field computers continues to be a priority issue for hydrologic data collection and processing.  To obtain a measure of the field’s interest in field computers and associated software, ICOM has included, for ranking, a computer applications need in each of the discipline lists.
· There were a few suggestions for instrumentation that are part of on-going evaluations (such as submersible transducers) by the Hydrologic Instrumentation Facility (HIF).  The HIF welcomes input from the field as to specific instruments or brands to include in their evaluation program. The HIF has a web page at URL - http://wwwhif.er.usgs.gov/ofa/equip-info/equip-form.html for submitting information on equipment and instruments that should be evaluated. 
· Several suggestions were not very specific, or were for non-specified “improvements” to an existing instrument.  In order to avoid this problem in this survey, be as specific as possible as to the need and provide a contact name so that someone can get back to you if clarification is needed.
· A few suggestions were beyond the scope of ICOM and the Centralized Instrumentation Facilities (HIF, Federal Interagency Sediment Project, Hydraulics Lab). For example, these facilities do not evaluate software, nor will they review the performance of drillers.
Thank you for taking the time and applying your knowledge and experience to help us identify hydrologic field instrumentation needs and priorities.
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