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The Committee of Visitors (COV) for the Lower Atmosphere Research Section (LARS) of the Division of Atmospheric Sciences was held on 14-16 September 2004.  Twelve (12) scientists, representing the breadth of science of the community, were asked to participate.  Among this group were two African-Americans, four females, one federal employee, and one foreign scientist;  twenty-five percent had not been applicants to the LARS programs in the last five years.  The set of institutions with which the potential COV members are affiliated represented a reasonable geographic distribution and mix of public and private institutions.  The COV was to be chaired by Dr. Dennis Hartmann of the University of Washington, a current member of the Advisory Committee for Geosciences.  The list was sent to your office for approval.

A couple of weeks prior to the meeting, one proposed participant, an African-American female, had to withdraw due to other commitments.  Several days before the COV one other female had to withdraw because of a family medical emergency.  The first of these two we were able to replace (with a white male);  in the case of the second, it was too late to arrange for another individual to come.  The resulting panel members were:

Dr. Steven Bertman, Western Michigan University

Dr. Ping Chang, Texas A & M

Dr. William Curry, WHOI

Dr. Clara Deser, NCAR

Dr. Anthony Illingworth, U. of Reading (U.K.)

Dr. Luisa Molina, UCSD

Dr. Michael Morgan, U. of Wisconsin-Madison

Dr. Thomas Schlatter, FSL/NOAA (retired)

Dr. Daniel Schrag, Harvard University

Dr. Wayne Schubert, Colorado State University

Dr. Bjorn Stevens, UCLA

In the first morning of the review, the COV members were briefed on conflicts and confidentiality requirements.  None of the COV members had proposals pending with the programs they were reviewing.  Where COV members had institutional or personal conflicts with any of the proposals that had been selected for committee review, the affected individual did not review that proposal.  
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