Congress of the Wnited States
@asghington, B 20315

February 26, 2003
The Honorable Donald L. Evans
Sceretary
United States D spzriment of Commerce
Room 5854
14th & Conslimitio 1 Ave.,, NW

Washington, D.C. 20230

Dear Mr. Secretary

We ate wii ing in support of an appeal submitted by Islander Bast, LLC 1o the
Department of (Cot amerce to overtum the October 15, 2002 decision by the Connecticut
Department of 1int ironmental Protection (DEP) regarding praposed construction of the [slander
East pipcline. The natural gas that would be supplied to Long lsland through this pipeline would
solve pressing ener gy needs and greatly benefit residential, commercial and industrial conswmers
across the region.

Tt should bi: noted that the New York State Department of State recently issued its
approval of Islands T East's project, stating that it is "cansistent” with the State's coastal zone
manegement progiam, and that "further review...is not required.”

Natural ga: transport capability on to Long Island must be substantially increased. The
robust economis g-owth in the past several years has created a demand for natural gas in this
arca that is well atove the nstional average, particularly on the eastem end of Long Island due to
residential and o1 umercial growth. Increased power needs have mandaled the establishment of
new power plarits »n Long 1slend for which additional natural gas supplies are essential if these
facilitics e to be =nvironmentally cleaner and mare efficient. Supplying additional natura} gas
supplics will sijgni icantly reduce the region’s current high-dependence on foreign oil imports for
both productior: ot electricity and space heating.

The Ne York Independent System Operator (NYISO) has stated that with demand tor
electricity and uatial gas increasing on Long Island, additional gas-fired electric plants will
need to be developed. along with the associated expansion of the region’s natural gas
raasmission infra:tructure. The NYISO has stated “jt is critical that new plants be located “in-
city” and “on-izla d” to maintain reliability, enhance competition and support ceonomic
growth.” Itis clezr to us that Gmely, additional natural gas infrastructure is necessary to support
the energy neexls {3t the economic activity and population expansion of this area.
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With ressect to environmental concerns, Jslander East will emiploy horizontal direct
driliing (HDD) teclniology that mintmizes the aeed to dig a trench in portions of the pipeline
route. This HDD t.chnology — which will be used for the maximum feasible distance of
approximately 4,000 feet out from the Conpecticut shoreline — allows Islandes Bast to dig 2
single hole and (ur e} underground horizontally, thereby minimizing environmental impacts.
This technique tias been praised by well-regarded environmental conservation organizations for
helping to significaatly reduce the pipeline’s impact on core preservation areas.

In addition, the pipeline will be placed beneath the ocean floor, causing mimmum
disturbance o nzar -shore shellfish beds and other environmentally seositive 2reas. Furthermore,
offshore constructi in activity will take place during winter months, whea fish and shellfish are
less active and therfore Jess susceptible to disturbance.

We therr:fo: e respectfully request that the United States Department of Commerce
consider the appea by Islander East and make a judgment in favor of the project sponsors’
position. We would be pleased to work with your office to provide any additional information
you may need ad © address any outstanding concerns you may have with respect to this matter.

Thank y>u for your consideration.

Sincersly,

‘L\“mga J.Lk.yum-(n- .#W*‘*

Rodharr. C mton ry L. Ackerman
United Statez Scnate Member of Congress
o m—— % /"
Sezzm= T
Steve lsrael Ti op
Member of Cor griss Member of Congress

Canctipe -4
Caroly® MeCatth)

Member of Corgn:ss



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Nationel Gceanic and Atmospheric Adminiscration
Washingtan, 0.C. 20230

OFFICE OF THE GENERAL COUNSEL

The Honorable Hillary Rodham Clinton FEB 28 »
United Stales Senate
‘Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Clinton:

Thank you for your cosigned letter to Secretary Evans in support of the Islander East Pipeline
Company’s administrative appeal filed under the Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA) and
currently pending before the Department of Commerce. Islander East’s proposed natural gas
pipeline would span from an interconnection near North Haven, Connecticut, and cross the Long
Island Sound to a terminus in Suffolk County, New York. The National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) processes many aspects of CZMA appeals for the
Secretary, and therefore was asked to respond to your letter.

Your correspondence discusses various benefits anticipated from the proposed Islander East
project, emphasizing its importance to mecting the energy needs of Long Island’s residents and
businesses, and reducing the region’s dependence on foreign oil imports. In addition to
mentioning measures being taken to minimize the project’s cavironmental impacts, your letter
advises that New Y ork recently approved Islander East’s proposed pipeline, ﬁndmg that it was
“consistent” with New York's coastal management program.

As you are probably aware, the appeal by Islander East is taken from a determination by the State
of Connecticut that the proposed project is inconsistent with the Connecticut coastal management
program. Connecticut’s concerns center on the pipeline’s crossing of the Long Island Sound. In
order to override Connecticut’s objection, the Coastal Zone Management Act requires that the
Secretary of Commerce find the pipeline is “consistent with the objectives” of the CZMA
(Ground I) or “necessary in the interest of national security”(Ground I). Section 307(c)(3)(A).

Please note, as announced in the Federal Register (copy enclosed), the appeal record 15 open to
receive public comments through May 8, 2003, and maternials in the appeal record can he
reviewed at the Department’s consistency appeals web site, www.ogc.doc.gov/ezma.htm. Your
letter will be included in the administrative record for the Islander East appeal. Further, we
welcome any additional information that you or your constituents believe is relevant to the
Secretary’s decision.

Thank you again for writing on this important matter.
Sincerely,

James R. Walpole

/D
General Counsel «@!}
Enclosure S

becc: Andrew Larkin



UNITED STATER DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCS
National Ocesnic and Atmosphearic Adminiscration
Weshington, 0.C. 20230

OFFICE OF THE GENERAL COUNSEL.

FEB 2 8 2083

The Honorable Gary L. Ackerman
U.S. House of Representlatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Representative Ackerman:

Thank you for your cosigned letter to Secretary Evans in support of the Islander East Pipeline
Company's administrative appeal filed under the Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA) and
currently pending before the Department of Commerce. Islander East's proposed natural gas
pipeline would span from an interconnection near North Haven, Connecticut, and cross the Long
Island Sound to a terminus in Suffolk County, New York.  The National Oceanic and e
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) processes many aspects of CZMA appeals for the .-
Secretary, and therefore was asked to respond to your letter.

Your comrespondence discusses various benefits anticipated from the proposed Islander East
project, eniphasizing its 1mportance to meeting the energy needs of Long Island’s residents and
businesses, and reducing the region’s dependence on foreign oil imports. In addition to
mentioning measures beiny taken to minimize the project’s enviconmental impacts, your lefter
advises that New York recently approved Islander East’s proposed pipeline, finding that it was
“consistent” with New York’s coastal management program.

As you are probably aware, the appeal by Islander East is taken from a.determination by the State
of Connecticut that the proposed project is inconsistent with the Connecticut coastal management
program. Connecticut’s concerns center on the pipeline’s crossing of the Long Island Sound. In
order to override Connecticut’s objection, the Coastal Zone Management Act requires that the
Secretary of Commerce find the pipeline is “consistent with the objectives” of the CZMA
(Ground I) or “necessary in the interest of national security”’(Ground II). Section 307(c)(3)A).

Please note, as announced in the Federal Register (copy enclosed), the appeal record is open to
receive public comments through May 8, 2003, and materials in the appeal record canbe
reviewed at the Department’s consistency appeals web site, www.ogc.doc.gov/czma.htm. Your
letter will be included in the administrative record for the Islander East appeal. Further, we
welcome any additional information that you or your constituents believe is relevant to the
Secretary’s decision.

Thank you again for writing on this important maiter.

Sincerely,

James R. Walpole S
General Counsel { @}

Enclosure o 4
bcc: Andrew Larkin



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERLCE
Nastions! Oosanic and Atmospheric Administration
Weshington, D.C. 20230

OFFICE OF THE GENERAL COUNSEL

The Honorable Tim Bishop FEB 28 200
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Representative Bishop:

Thank you for your cosigned letter to Secretary Evans in support of the Islander Bast Pipeline
Company’s administrative appeal filed under the Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA) and
currently pending before the Department of Commerce. Islander East’s proposed natural gas
pipeline would span from an interconnection near North Haven, Connecticut, and cross the Long
Island Sound to a terminus in Suffolk County, Ncw York. The National Occanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) processes many aspects of CZMA appeals for the
Secretary, and therefore was asked to respond to your letter. e

Your correspondence discusses various benefits anticipated from the proposed Islander East
project, emphasizing its importance to meeting the energy needs of Long Island’s residents and
businesses, and reducing the region’s dependence on foreign oil imports. In addition to
mentioning measures being taken to minimize the project’s environmental impacts, your letter
advises that New York recently approved Islander East’s proposed pipeline, finding that it was
*“consistent” with New York’s coastal management program.

'As you are probably aware, the appeal by Islander East is taken from a determination by the State
of Commecticut that the proposed project is inconsistent with the Connecticut coastal management
program. Connecticul’s concerns center on the pipeline’s crossing of the Long Island Sound. In
order to override Connecticut’s objection, the Coastal Zone Management Act requires that the
Secretary of Commerce find the pipeline is “consistent with the objectives™ of the CZMA
(Ground I) or “necessary in the intcrest of national security”’(Ground IT). Scction 307(c)(3)(A).

Please note, as announced in the Federal Register (copy enclosed), the appeal record is open to
receive public comments through May 8, 2003, and materials in the appeal record can be
reviewed at the Department’s consistency appeals web site, www.ogc.doc.gov/czma. htm. Your
letter will be included in the administrative record for the Tslander East appeal. Further, we
welcome any additional information that you or your constitucnts believe is relevant to the
Secretary’s decision.

Thank you again for writing on this important mattcr.
Sincerely,

Qﬁ.,w /? )/” 449.,6,

James R. Walpole
Genceral Counsel

Enclosure

bece: Andrew Larkin



National Ocesnic and Atmospheric Administration

P qﬂ_
:"f 'EF 1 UNITED STATES DERPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
5 % j Wasghington, D.C. 2Q230

OFFICE OF THE GENERAL COUNSEL

The Honorable Steve Israel FEB 2 8 'ZB\B
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Representative Isracl:

Thank you for your cosigned letter to Secretary Evans in support of the Islander East Pipeline
Company’s administrative appeal filed under the Coastal Zonc Management Act (CZMA) and
currently pending before the Department of Commerce. Islander Bast’s proposed natural gas
pipeline would span from an interconnection near North Haven, Connecticut, and cross the Long
Island Sound to a terminus in Suffolk County, New York. The National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) processes many aspects of CZMA appeals for the
Secretary, and therefore was asked to respond to your letter. -

Your cerrespondence discusses various benefits anticipated from the proposed Islander East
project, emphasizing its importance to mecting the energy needs of Long Island’s residents and
businesses, and reducing the region’s dependence on foreign oil imports. In addition to.
mentioning measures being taken to minimize the project’s environmental impacts, your letter
advises that New York recently approved Islander East’s proposed pipeline, finding that it was
“consistent” with New York's coastal management program.

As you arc probably aware, the appeal by Islander East is taken from a determination by the State
of Connecticut that the proposed project is inconsistent with the Connecticut coastal management
program. Connecticut’s concerns center on the pipeline’s crossing of the Long Island Sound. In
order to overnide Connecticut’s objection, the Coastal Zone Management Act requires that the
Secretary of Commerce find the pipeline is “consistent with the objectives” of the CZMA
(Ground 1) or “nccessary in the interest of national security”’(Ground ). Section 307(c)(3)(A).

Please note, as announced in the Federal Register (copy enclosed), the appeal record is open to
receive public comments through May 8, 2003, and materials in the appeal record can be
reviewed at the Department’s consistency appeals web site, www.ogc.doc.gov/icema. htm. Your
letter will be included in the administrative record for the Islander East appeal. Further, we
welcome any additional information that you or your constituents believe is relevant to the
Sccretary’s decision.

Thank you again for writing on this important matter.

Sincerely,

James R. Walpole . i,r"' e
General Counsel :‘ '\}
Enclosurc ) =
bce: Andrew Larkin
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f y LUINITED STATER DEPARTMBNT OF COMMERCE

. ; | Netional Qcesnie snd Acmospheric Administration
X 5 j Washington. O.C. 20230
Marey

OFFICE OF THE GENERAL COUNSEL

The Honorable Carolyn McCarthy FEB 2 8 2003
U.S. House of Representatives
‘Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Representative McCarthy:

Thank you for your cosigned letter to Secretary Evans in support of the Islander East Pipeline
Company’s administrative appeal filed under the Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA) and
currently pending before the Department of Commerce. Islander East's proposed natural gas
pipeline would span from an interconnection near North Haven, Connecticut, and cross the Long
Island Sound to a terminus in Suffolk County, New York. The National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) processes many aspects of CZMA appeals for the
Secretary, and therefore was asked to respond to your letter.

Your correspondence discusses various benefits anticipated from the proposed Islander East
project, emphasizing its importance to meeting the energy needs of Long Island’s residents and
businesses, and reducing the region’s dependence on foreign oil imports. In addition to
mentioning measures being taken to minimize the project’s cavironmental impacts, your letter
advises that New York recently approved Islander East’s proposed pipeline, finding that it was
“consistent” with New York’s coastal management program.

As you are probably aware, the appeal by Islander East is taken from a determination by the State
of Connecticut that the proposed project is inconsistent with the Connecticut coastal management
program. Connecticut’s concerns center on the pipeline’s crossing of the Lonyg Island Sound. In
order to override Cannecticut’s objcction, the Coastal Zonc Management Act requires that the
Secretary of Commerce find the pipeline is “consistent with the objectives” of the CZMA
(Ground 1) or “necessary in the intcrest of national security(Ground II). Section 307(c)(3X(A).

Please note, as announced in the Federal Register (copy enclosed), the appeal record is open to
receive public comments through May 8, 2003, and materials in the appeal record can be
reviewed at the Department’s consistency appeals web site, www.oge.doc.gov/ezma.htm. Your
letter will be included in the administrative record for the Islander Bast appeal. Further, we
welcome any additional information that you or your constituents believe is relevant to the

Secretary’s decision.
Thank you again for writing on this important matter.
Sincerely,

QM’W/Z }/’%

James R. Walpole
General Counsel
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Enclosure
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Form Number: None.
Type of Review: Regular submisgion.

Affected Public: State, Lucal, or Tribal
Government, individuals or households;
businegs or other for-profit
organizations; and Federal government.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
4,111,

EsUmated Thue Per Responsu: 8 hours
for a State objection or concurrence
letter for a consistency certification or
determinstion; 4 hours for a State
request for raview of unlisted acttvities;
1 hour for public notice requirements
for a project; 4 hours for a request for
remedial action of a supplemental
review; 1 hour for coordination of a
listing notice; 2 hours for a request for
Secretarial mediation; and 200 houts for
an appeal. These are average estimates
and burden can significantly vary based
on the individunal situation,

Bstimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 20,331.

Estimated Total Annual Cost to
Public: $8,000,000.

1V. Request for Comments

Comments are invited on: (a) whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessery for the proper performance
of the functions of the agency, including
whether the information shall have
practical utility; (b) the eccuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden
{including hours and cost) of the
proposed collection of information; (c)
ways (0 enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to by
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the collaction of Infarmation
on respondents, including through the
use of sutomated collaction techniques
nr other forms of information
technology.

Comments submitted in tesponss to
this notice will be summarized and/or
included in the request for OMB
approval of this information collaction;
they also will become a matter of public
record.

Dated: January 16, 2003.

Gwellnar Banks,

Managemsnt Analyst, Office of the Chief
Information Qfficer.

{FR Doc. 03-1649 Filed 1-23=03; 8:45 am}

Bt e Ao acan as g

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Nationat Oceanic andg Atmosphaeric
Administration

Foederal Consistency Appeal by
islander East Plpeline Company From
an Objection by the Connecticut
Department of Environmental
Protection

AQENCY: National Oceanic and '
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Department of Commerce (Commerce).

ACTION: Notice of appsal, request for
comment, sud aotice uf availsbilily of
appeal documenits.

SUMNARY: Tha Talander East Pipelina
Company has filed an administrative
appeal with the Department of
Commerce (Consistency Appeal of
Islender East Pipeline Company, L.L.C.)
asking that the Socretary of Commerce
override Lhe State of Connecticat’s
objection to Islander East’s proposed
natural gas pipeline. The pipeline
would extend from an interconnection
with an existing pipeline nesr North
Haven, Connecticut, to a terminus on
Long Island, New York. affecting the
natural resources or land and water uses
of Connecticut’s coastal zone. This
document: (a) Provides public notice of
the appeal; {b) announces en
opportunity for public comment on the
appesl; and (¢) identifies locations
whare documents comprising the appeal
record will be available for review.

DATES: Public comments on the appeal
must be received by May 8, 2003.

ADDRESSES: All e-mail commants on
issues relevant to the Secretary’s
decision of this appeal may be
submitted to
IslanderEast.comments@noga.gov.
Comments may also be sent by masil to
the Office of the General Counse! for
Occan Services, National Oceanic and
Atmosphetic Administration, U.S.
Department of Cotnmerce, 1305 East-
West Highway, Silver Spring, MD
20910. Materials from the appeal record
will be available at (he internet site
www.oge.doc.gov/czmo.htm and at the
Office of the General Counse! fur Ocean
Services. Also, public filings made by
the partics to the appeal will be
available for review at tha Connecticur
Department of Eavironmental
Protection, 79 Elm Swreet. Hartford, CT.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Branden Blum, Sanior Counselor, via e-
maj) ot geos.inquiries@noaa.gov, or at
301-713-2467, extension 186.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

L Notice of Appeal

Tslander Esst Pipeline Company,
L.L.C. (lslander East or Appellant) filed
a notice of appes] with the Secretary of
Commerce (Secretary) pursuant to
saction 307{c){3)(A) of the Coastal Zone
Management Act of 1972 (CZMA), as
amended, 16 U.S.C. 1451 oz se¢., and
the Department of Commerce’s
Implementing rugulations, 15 CFR part
930, subpart H, (revised, effective
January 8, 2001}. The appeal is taken
from an abjactinp by the Connecticut
Department of Environmental Protection
{State) to Islandar East's consisten
certification for U.S. Army Corps o
Enginoers and Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission permits to
construct and operate a natural gas
pipeline. The certification is required (o
indicate that the project is consistent
with the State's coastal management
program. The project would cross
nortions of the Long Island Sound,
affecting the natural resources or land
and water uses of Connecticut's coastal
zone. -

The Appellant request that the
Secretary override the Stato's
consistency objections oa the two
substantive grounds provided in the
CZMA. The first ground requires the
Secretary to determins that the
proposed activity is “consistent with the
objectives” of the CZMA. To make this
determination, the Secretery must find
that: (1) The proposed activity furthers
the national interest as articulated in
section 302 or 303 of the CZMA. in a
significant or substantial manner; (2) the
national interest furthared by the
proposed activity outweighs the
activity’s adverse coastal sffects, whon
those effects are considered separately
or cumulatively: and (3) no reasonable
alternative is available that would
permit the proposed activity to be
conducted 1n a manner consistent with
the enforceable policies of tha State of
Conneclicut’s coastal zone management
program. 15 GFR 930.121.

The second substantive gronnd for
overriding a State’s objection considers
whether the proposed activity is
neceasary in the interest of national
security. To reach this conclusion, the
Secretary must find that a national
defensgs or other nalional security
interest would be significantly impaired
if the activity in question was not
permitted to go forward as proposed. 15
CFR 930.122.

IL Public Comments

Written public comments ere invited
on any of the issues thet the Secretary
must consider in deciding this appeal.
Comments mnst ha racaivad by May 8,
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2003, end mny be submitied by e-mail
o IslanderEast.comments@noaa.gov_
Cununynls may also be sent by mail to
the Office of the General Counsel for
Ocean Sarvices, National Ocesnic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOQAA).
Cormments will be made availabla to the
Appellent and the State; they will also
be posted on a Department of Commerce
website idaniified below.

1IL. Appea] Documents

The Secretary has required that

Islander East file its initig] brief and
supplementary information on February
10, 2003, and that the State of
Connecticut file its initial brief and
supplementary material on March 24,
2003. NOAA intends to provide the
public with access to all materisls and
related documents comprising the
appeal record via the internet at
www.ogc.doc.gov/czma. htm, except that
cortain materials or documents or
portions thereaf mar be withhsld if they
contain confidential malerials, critical
energy infrastructure information,
national security information or other
types of information that would he
inappropriate for public release. In
adtﬁﬁon. technical constraints may
limit the internet availability of certsin
documents, such 95 oversized maps or
exceedingly lengthy publications. All
public materials and documents wili be
available during business hours at the
NOAA om;"(;’? the General Counsel for
Oceen Servico. In addition, the State of
Connecticut will make co‘pies of public
filings by the parties available for
review during business hours at the
office of the Connecticut Departinent of
Environmental Protection.
(Federal Domeslic Assistance Catalog No,
11.418 Coastal Zone Management Program
Assistance)

Dated: January 21, 2003,

James R. Walpole,

Cenoral Counsel.

{¥R Doc. 031634 ¥iled 1-23-09; 3:45 am)
BILLING CODE 3510-08-0¢

Uceanic and Atmosphieric
Administration; Department of
Commerce,

ACTION: Notice of Request for Letters of
Intent and Guidelines for Submission of

Full Proposala.

SUMMARY: NOAA invites interested
institutions to submit Letters of Intent
(LOI) indicating interest in establishing
a Joint or Cooperative Inatitute within
the National Oceanic and Almospheric
Administration (NOAA) Office of
Ocesnic and Atmospheric Research
(OAR) Joint and Cooperative Institute
Program. The profosec‘l name of the
Joint Institute will be the Cooperative
Institute for Climate Applications and
Research. The QAR Joint and :
Cooparative Institute Program is listed
in the CFDA under nurber 11,432,
Office of Oceanic and Awmospheric |
Research (OAR) Joint and Cooperative
Institutes. !
The Institutes reprgsent s close Hnk
between OAR laboratories, other .
brenches of NOAA and the sxternal
research community. NOAA
collaborates on cooperative research

activities and provides financial support

to enhance tha public benefits to be
derived from these ressarch activities.
The Institutes are establishud bused on
their geogrephical proximity 10 a NOAA
facility, and/or their expertisa in aross
related lo the mission of the NDAA/
OAR research laboratories.

DATES: Letters of Intant shouid be
submitted no later than February 24,
2003. Response letters will be issued
from NOAA spproximately 45 days after
the date of the Pedernl Register
Announcemant. Instilutions will be
informed of the submitul Jate fur full
proposals in the response lstter,

ADDRESSES: Letters of Intent and
proposals should be submitted to: Dr.
Ants Lostmaa; NOAA Geophysical Fluid
Dynamies Laboratory; Forrestral
Campus Rt. 1; P.O. Box 308; Princeton,
NJ 08452-0308.

An Application Kit can be obtained
from: Mr. Michasl Nelson; NOAA
Grants Management Division: Silver
Spring Metro Canter Bldg. 2, Room
9348; Silver Spring, MD 20910,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dr.
Ants Leetnaa; NOAA Geophysicul Fluid
Dynamics Laboratury; Fusrastral
Campus Rt. 1: P.O. Box 308; Princeton,
NJ 08452~0308.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
1. Program Authority

Authority: 18 U.5.C. 44720: 23 US.C.
883d: 15 U.S.C. 2007; 15 1).5.C.. 2031,

IL. Pragram Description

Funding: The base funding for the
Institute is expected to be $100,000 per
year. However, funding is conlingent
upon availability of funds and is at the
sole discretion of NOAA

The funding instrument will be a
Cooperative Agresinent based on the
envisivned substantial involvement of
NOAA scientists in projects undertaken
by the Instituts. NOAA collaborates on
cooperativa rasearch activities and
provides financial support to anhance
the public benefits to be darived from
these research sctivities. NOAA
envisions a sharing of expertise betwaen
CFDL and the proposed Instituts in the
areas of: sarth system imodsling. modern
and puleaclimatic observations, and
climate variability and change
applications research. Funding for non-
U.S. institutions and contractual
arrangements for services and products
far delivery to NOAA are not available
under this announcement. The award
will have an initial base ten of fjve
yoars. An OAR-sponsored, independent
panal will conduct a review of the

- Institute during the fourth yesr of the

five year term. The Panel’s findings and
recommendations will serve as the basis
for renewal of the Ingtitute for an
additinnul five years.

Program Friorities: The Institute will
be affiliated with the Geophysical Fluid
Dynamics Laboratary (GFDL) located in
Princeton, New fersay. The Institute will
align itself with the following GFDL
resoarch priorities:

8. Earth System modeling: Including,
but not limited to, the developmen: of
dynamical models of the global climate
system, and the production of forscasts
of the long-tarm varishility of the
climate.

b. Modern and paleoclimatic
observations: including but not limited
to standard hydrogralggic observations
and the constiuctivn and analysis of
new proxies {e.g. geochemical and
isotopic tracers in des‘i:-aaa sediments,
aquiters, tree rings and ina cores) for
studies of climate variability and
change, including abrupt climate
changes.

c. Climate variability ond change
applicatiuns resesrch: including but not
limited to the study of communication
between forecasters and users of
forecasts; the application of climate
variability and change information to
decision making in fields such as water
resources, agriculture, human health,
and policy making: and institutional
mechanisms lor responding to climats
variability and change information.

The Institute is meant to be an
intagral component in 8 coordinated



