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Memorandum
August 8, 2006
TO:
James Stark, Supervisory Hydrologist, Mounds View, MN
THOUGH:
Kathy Lee, Hydrologist, Mounds View, MN

Thomas Winterstein, Hydrologist, Mounds View, MN
FROM:
Irina Comardicea, Hydrologic Technician, Mounds View, MN

SUBJECT:   PUBLICATIONS – Response to the review of web site “National Water Quality Assessment in the Upper Mississippi River Study Unit”
Below are the responses to the main comments made by Tom in his review to the UMIS website. Other case by case responses are found in the original review.

1) Regarding the figures taken from Circular 1211: 
For the moment these figures are taken straight   out of the Circular. In order to give the proper credit, we have added a link to the bottom of each figure, which links to the Circular itself. This is why a separate bibliography was not thought to be necessary, since those interested could see it by linking to the circular. This is also why the figures themselves cannot be changed, unless they are completely re-written. 

However, I understand Tom’s argument that the figures need to stand on their own, and that in the context of the UMIS website they make less sense than in the context of the original circular. His suggestion was to link to the figure in the Circular PDF directly, instead of linking to a separate PDF made by me from the original Corel Draw documents. This can be done with the full version of Adobe Acrobat, especially since we have access to the full PDF version of Circular 1211.
2) Regarding the bullets under Major Findings, on the home page: 

The reason why they were listed in paragraph format was to try and keep the vertical length of the page to a minimum. Originally, I believe that Jeff Stoner preferred the home page to be visible in just one screen. That seemed to be a difficult goal to achieve, so we tried to at least keep the text to a minimum (therefore the truncated sentences and continuous bullets). Tom’s suggestion to write an extra paragraph expanding on the figures therefore seems like it would add too much text to the home page. However, if we can combine some of the bullets, thus simplifying the text but still linking to the figures for more information, that seems like a good idea. 

3) Regarding the What’s New Page:

It is true that the text does not really reflect terribly ‘new’ developments. However, we did want something that would catch people’s attention, and draw some interest to the various studies we are working on. But perhaps if we keep the current title we should make the effort to really update this page with constant news of what the studies are doing currently. Otherwise, the way it is presented now, it should probably be renamed to something like “Status of UMIS studies”, as Tom suggested. 
I agree about trying to change the typical USGS terminology (i.e. jargon) such as “cycle I” and so on. 

Also, Tom is right about re-ordering the topics so they mirror the order listed on the home page. 
NB: For the sake of reference, for whoever will make changes to the website: http://igsbcccmwb0002/umis_new/index.html is the URL for viewing the website.
The drive to map to in order to access all the pertinent files is umis_new on 'Igsbcccmwb0002\webData'
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