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Dear Julia,

Thank you for the comment.

Re the first point. The palaeoclimate modelling community is quite small and yet it en-
gages in the MIPs very well, which I guess might explain the difficulty but two excellent
reviewers were found.

Given the fact that models differ so substantially in their detail I see no alternative to
setting up and running a MIP through wide ranging consultation and engagement with
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the community. I could have gone it alone and set up the MIP in a Hadley Centre
Model-centric way, it would have been far easier for me, but I think the community
would not thank me for it and would be unlikely to engage, so what would be the point?
So input from others is essential and that input must be recognised.

The reviewers comments will of course be taken seriously and their suggested changes
implemented to the best of our ability.
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