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Ladies and Gentlemen:
Thank you for the opportunity to join you.

In two days, remarkable stories we’ve heard about Helgi Ingstad leave one firm impression:  the process of gaining knowledge comes from commitment.   It is a lifetime of individual commitment that underscores Helgi Ingstad’s success.   Here at UAF, there is a striking institutional commitment to Arctic research.   

The U.S. Arctic Research Commission’s job is to help maintain our national commitment to Arctic research, and to foster international commitment as well.   Keeping our international commitments in the Arctic –whether through instruments like the Polar Bear Treaty, or through cooperative programs like the Arctic Council’s ACIA -- has become a major driver for the U.S. research program and a major opportunity for synthesis.   
This hasn’t always been the case – I remember as a State official in 1992 or 3 I had to reach into my own state agency’s pocket to send the first researchers from this building to represent the U.S. at AMAP…now with the AMAP chair in Dr. Calder, we’re proud to say our government is firmly committed to this kind of cooperation.   

I know also we will all benefit from Norway’s leadership of the Arctic Council during the IPY.   Mr. Ambassador, your personal experience in this area, and your Embassy’s active work in Washington to keep us all engaged on these issues, has already been very helpful.
The Commission has seven active members appointed by the President, including Dr. Susan Sugai from here at UAF and Vera Metcalf of the Eskimo Walrus Commission in Nome.  Dr. Tom Royer, formerly of UAF and a summer resident here, is also a member.   

If I may invoke a metaphor of the flower, the diversity of Arctic research –from geophysics and biology to archeology and ethnographic –brings to mind the phrase, “let one thousand flowers bloom.”   Our commission sometimes works like a bee.  Between numerous federal agencies and many programs working in the Arctic, we often cross pollinate.   In research, like in a garden, every flower has the seeds for the next.   But to germinate, you must cross-pollinate!

Two items on the calendar are staring us in the face as I assume the chair of the USARC.

First, we have a Goals Report due to the President and Congress by January 31.  Under the law which organized the U.S. Arctic Research program formally in 1984, our most important job is to work with the science community and the public to help America set its goals for Arctic research.

That goals report, like others issued every other year in the past, will help the Executive Branch rewrite the five year U.S. Arctic Research Plan.  I can’t tell you exactly what we will recommend in January, but from discussions we’ve had so far, I expect us to focus this year on two subjects – Arctic research infrastructure and program sustainability – above and beyond the many specific subjects – from ocean mapping to a more integrated human health study program –that we are trying to help along.  

By infrastructure we mean many things: ship and submarine platforms for research in the oceans…monitoring networks onshore, offshore, in the atmosphere and in space to track change …laboratories and data repositories (like BASC’s BCCRF or IARC here) to host work being done.  There are many ideas, and in an arena where research is competitively funded, an effective program will have found ways to fund, build and ensure the health of research platforms and other infrastructure.     

By sustainability, we are looking for means to sustain Arctic research programs.   Sometimes that means endowments, sometimes that means agency programs.   You will hear us preaching from the bully pulpit: vital global issues – from climate change to energy to transport networks to the very survival of languages and cultures depend on effective research.   

For the entire goals report, we are very open to your suggestions.
The second calendar item staring us in the face is the International Polar Year, 2007-2008.

You heard Senator Murkowski, yesterday, speak of the need for all of us in the Arctic research community to get the word out on what we’re doing during the IPY.

As someone who was still in diapers during the last international polar year, I know we have a job to live up to.   They were still talking about the International Geophysical Year by the time I made it to grade school.   I read about it in My Weekly Reader, the newspaper published for the second grade.   And like the rest of us here, I grew up and prospered with the results of the science IGY and the Sputnik generation gave to the world – the jet age, the space age, the digital age.

IPY is more than a sustained assault on the mysteries of the Arctic and the Antarctic.   It is a recruiting program for another generation of scientists, if we share the importance and the excitement of what we’re up to.

In my personal opinion, no matter what we discover during IPY, the greatest legacy of this program must be networks which keep gathering knowledge.     

Scientific networks – means to analyze and integrate what we find – must continue in a robust fashion for years after IPY.   Monitoring networks – instruments and observations – must be a major legacy.  I’m very excited about the Arctic Observation Network, with design elements laid out by a recent National Academy study and soon to begin being implemented by NSF, as the vehicle for this legacy.
It will be a network of networks.   In the next few years, new technologies will bring data sets we collect once a year to us in real time.   Hydrology, humidity, temperature, rainfall, winds, atmospheric gas composition, radiation, ozone, ice thickness, currents, salinity – information collected by many agencies in many places – will be more prolific, more immediate, and most important, more organized.
I can think of no more important job for the IARPC, the interagency group which governs research policy in the U.S.   We committed, as an Arctic nation at the end of the ACIA, to get this done, and we’re now getting started.

Finally, if we do our job right, a legacy of IPY will be stronger human networks to tie us together as people.
In short, the ultimate IPY legacy is this: a connected Arctic.   We will know the area better, and we will know each other better.   Our linkages – in communication, transport, and cooperation – will be stronger. 
Our mutual commitment to research, discovery and new knowledge will provide tools to help us adjust to change, and keep those things the Arctic gives us that we hold dear.   We will do it with the commitment of Helgi Ingstad, the perseverance Norway continues in engaging us all in the Arctic, and the optimism Alaskan pioneers bring to every challenge.
Thank you.
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