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In lieu of Introduction

B We all remember wonderful opinion papers
that transformed our vision of hydrology

B And we tend to forget all the pretentious

opinion papers that we did not even finish
reading...
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The force of one’s opinions (Minchhausenian perspective)
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My opinion about opinion’s paper

An opinion paper must be even more readable
than a normal paper

B An opinion paper must be short: along OP Is a
treaty... not a paper

B An opinion paper must not be ‘smooth’: weak
consensuses do not move the science forward

B An opinion paper should not be written In
haste, it needs a maturation time.
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My opinion about opinion’s paper

B Opinion papers are like salt... we need a little
bit of them, but not too much

B Overall, we need more facts than opinions...

B We should perhaps add opinions
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HYDROLOGICAL PROCESSES

Hydrol. Process. 21, 2819— 2822 (2007)

[INVITED COMMENTARY | “rooar

Published online 28 August 2007 in Wiley InterScience fwww.interscience.wiley.com). DOI: 10,1002/ hyp.68s4

What is really undermining hydrologic science today?
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In a commentary published in Hydrological Processes, Beven (2006)
revealed that he had been accused by some members of the hydrological
community of undermining the reputation of hydrologic science among
model end-users. Ome of the reasons for this accosation was that the gen-
eralized likelihood uncertainty estimation (GLUE) methodoalogy —which
he introduced in 1992, and which has since received much attention —is
considered by some of our colleagnes to provide overestimated error
hounds for streamflow simulations. Since he called on the hydrologic
community to contribute to the debate concerning the reasonable or
unreasonable character of this charge, we would like to contribute our
viewpoint on the following two questions:

1. does the GLUE methodology overestimate the uncertainty of model
simulations?

2. what is in fact pndermining hydrologic science?

Several colleagues have already contributed to this debate and
discussed Beven's commentary. Their contributions have mainly been
theoretical in nature and have focused in great detail on uncertainty
assessment methods. We will not enter this part of the debate: since
the question was on the diminishing reputation of hydrologists among
end-users, we will approach the question strictly from the point of view
of the end-user, a professional needing to solve a practical problem,
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HESS Opinions
“Crash tests for a standardized evaluation of hydrological models”
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Forget the modeller's dummy...
Let's have some additional
catchments instead

Fig. 2. Crash testing a rainfall-runoff model.

o Opinion papers



Hydrological Sciences Joumal — Journal des Sciences Hydrologiques, 55(6) 2010 849
Special issue: The Court of Miracles of Hydrology

EDITORIAL

The Court of Miracles of Hydrology: can failure stories contribute
to hydrological science?
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The hunting of the hydrological snark
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Infrodwition
This paper mvestigates (he posdble links betwesn hydrological si-
eme and Lewls Carmoll's (amows poam, The Boafng of e Saark
(18761 describing the bonl for a hypolheticsl. unknown snd unseen
monsier-the reark. Ve propose & prese anskbgue fo Camells poem,
whare we Invesiigate n possihle sirategy For huniisg this hydrodoglos
monster lurking In B shadows, yel [amillsr to every hydmioglst.
This paper #irst owllines e haste rules for o hydrebsgical sark
hunt. Then ihe types of models that coold hedp looale e sark will
be discussed and, Anally, miscellaneous technical sy relsted o sark
hunting in & kydroiogial context will be addresed (Figare 1L

What Type of Research Team is Reguired §0 Hunt the
Hydmological Snark?

Before sisrling any ressarch project. & froe resardser will frs foves-
Banie the possibilides for publication: whene @n ihe sventual oo bomms
of ihis engrossing bt ged published? One thing ks coriadn: we wish io
maximia e cumuolathve Impact Iacter of the hunt. Therfore, It s mang
than sppropriate io chos: & multidlsciplinary tesm, with af ket

» i geographer

» iwn satisdicans: a frequeatist and a Sayesias
» an agriculiural englneer

» & civil emginesr

w0 heaver (Lewis Carrsdl haf ane s}

» 1 ganingid

» 8 remale-sensing specialist

» many Phi} sludests

Adthough It I a now common pradice b indude socalled end-nsers,
or siakehsiders. In sy research project, we will be cardul nol o do so.
Indead, some of sur collecagoes hsve heen annoysd in the past by end-
users who dared express personal opinions (o worse, whe were Crithod
of the rescarch project’s shjectives).

To eemre be prodectivity of the hunting party, esch ressarcher
will recelve A share of a Phld stedenl, because U Is well known Dl
withowl & Fhl) student, o saler resarcher s hepless. Each share will
be proportionad io the length of each researchers publicalion st or
alternatively in bl or her welght.

To promole croes-feriiizaton In this mullidiciplinary besm, each
resarchier will b sliocabed o PRI stodent froms o GiTerent area of
vpertiss {Le. the chvil enginser will gol @ grographer as o Phid sudesd,
wic.h Alibough It would be exiremely isdruciive o place o rogoentibd
Fhll studesd with a Bayeslsn sendor researcher, we firsd meed Do chack
Mt thi s allowed by the Genevas Convention.
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