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Survey of the Marine Science Community on IODE
(polled 29 October  – 3 December 2004)

1. OBJECTIVE
In view of the ongoing review of IODE, the planned development of an IOC data
management strategy and the preparations of the JCOMM strategy it is important that the
IODE data and information management community thinks about the prioritization of
IODE activities and projects. There are currently a significant number of global and
regional projects. Some of these are funded through donors but many require IOC
funding. As the funding for IODE for the UNESCO regular programme is not likely to
increase it is necessary to reflect on what the international oceanographic community
opinion is about IODE. Between 29 October – 3 December 2004 a web-based survey was
made available to international oceanographic community around the world.The IOC
undertook this review with an interest in marine research for their opinion about IODE.
Specific to the survey was a request for knowledge, information and usage regarding the
IOC/IODE system and its components.

The purpose of this survey was to obtain information on:

(i) what data types are collected by the ocean research community;
(ii) what portion of collected data is submitted to IODE national oceanographic
data centres (NODC);
(iii) whether the community is satisfied with the services provided by IODE
NODCs;
(iv) how does the community rate the benefit of IODE for their work;
(v) whether the community consults the IODE web site.
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2. Questions

Each survey participant in the survey was asked the following questions (screen shot
results  are presented):

Questions 1-5:
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Question 6:

Question 7:

Question 8:
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Question 9:

Question 10:

Question 11:

Question 12:
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Question 13:

Question 14:

Question 15:

  Question 16:

  Question 17:
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  Question 18:

Question 19:

Question 20:

Question 21-22:
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Question 23:

Question 24:

Question 25:

Question 26:
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Question 27:

Question 28:

Question 29:

Question 30:

Question 31:
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Question 32:

Question 33:

Question 34:

Question 35:
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Question 36:

Question 37:

3. ANALYSIS

The following is a brief analysis of the survey results:

3.1 Type of Respondent

950 individuals responded from 65 countries.

3.2 Geographic distribution

40% from North America;
12% from South America and the Caribbean;
7% from Africa and the Middle East;
11% from WESTPAC and Indian Ocean;
30% from Europe.

The U.S. had the most replies: 250 followed by: UK:57, Canada:41, France:38,
Australia:37, Brazil:30, Spain:29, Germany:27,  and Mexico:21.

3.3   Occupation

60% of the responders were Research Scientists;
11% did not answer;
7% were students;
6.7% were Institutional Managers;
7.1% were Data Managers.
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3.4  Data Collection:

77% of the responders collected oceanographic data which included (in response
total order):

Biological, physical, chemical, remotely sensed, marine meteorology and
geological.

3.5   Data Submission to Data Centres:

60% of responders did not send their data to an IODE data management facility.

For those that did:

44% did send them to an IODE National Oceanographic Data Centre and 55% of
these included metadata.

25% did not know what an IODE data management facility was.

3.6   USE OF DATA CENTRE SERVICES:

64% of the responds did not request data (online or other means) from an IODE
NODC. For those that did 66% were satisfied with the data services.

15% of the responders request data from any IODE RNODC.

35% of the responders did not know what a World Data Centre for Oceanography
was. For those that did 84% were satisfied with the data services.

3.7   YOU AND IODE:

97% of the responders felt that there should be an international network of
oceanographic data centers.

53% felt their work benefits IODE.

56% of the responders requested data management training in:
 metadata creation, data product development and quality control

65% of the responders have never consulted the IODE website.
 For those who did use website their interests were:
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  Finding out about IODE in general;
  Finding an IODE publication;
  Finding data;
  Finding out about an IODE project;
  Finding out about training.

4.    General Conclusions:

1. The survey pointed out a large lack of awareness of the IOC/IODE system in
the international oceanographic community.

2. There is a great need to increase the capacity building in data and information
management for the international oceanographic community.

3. The IODE website is under-utilized by the international oceanographic
community.

4. There is a large amount of collected oceanographic data and information that
is not making its way into the IOC/IODE system.


