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ACTION 

THE WHITE HOUSE Last Day: May 14 

WASHINGTON 

May 8, 1976 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

JIM CANNO~· FROM: 

SUBJECT: H.R. 10230 - National Science and 
Technology Policy, Organization 
and Priorities Act of 1976 

Attached for your consideration is H.R. 10230, sponsored 
by Representative Teague and 24 others, which: 

Establishes an Office of Science and Technology 
Policy in the Executive Office of the President 
and sets forth the functions of that Office; 

Establishes a temporary, two-year Committee on 
Science and Technology to survey overall Federal 
science efforts; 

Establishes an interagency council to coordinate the 
science-related programs of 13 Federal agencies; and 

Establishes a panel representing States and localities 
to foster the use of science and technology in 
solving problems at those levels of Government. 

OMB, Max Friedersdorf, Bill Seidman, Counsel's Office 
(Lazarus), NSC and I recommend approval of the enrolled 
bill and the proposed signing statement which has been 
cleared by the White House Editorial Office (Smith). 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you sign H.R. 10230 at Tab A. 

That you approve ~~ning ~tatement 
Approve~~ D1sapprove 

at Tab B. 

' 
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EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20503 

MAY 7 1976 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

Subject: Enrolled Bill H.R. 10230 - National Science and 
Technology Policy, Organizatio~ and Priorities Act of 1976 

Sponsor - Rep. Teague (D) Texas and 24 others 

Last Day for Action 

May 14, 1976 - Friday 

Purpose 

Establishes an Office of Science and Technology Policy in the 
Executive Office of the President; sets forth the functions 
of that Office~ establishes a temporary, two-year Committee on 
Science and Technology to survey overall Federal science efforts; 
establishes an interagency council to coordinate the science­
related programs of 13 Federal agencies; and establishes a panel 
representing States and localities to foster the use of science 
and technology in solving problems at those levels of Government. 

Agency Recommendations 

Office of Management and Budget 

National Science Foundation 
Council on Environmental Quality 
Department of Agriculture 
Department of Commerce 
Department of Transportation 
Energy Research and Development 

Administration 
Environmental Protection Agency 
Veterans Administration 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Smithsonian Institution 
Council of Economic Advisers 
Department of Defense 

Approval {Signing 
statement attached) 

Approval 
Approval 
Approval 
Approval 
Approval 

Approval 
Approval 
Approval 
Approval 
Approval 
No objection 
No objection 
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Department of the Interior 
Department of State 
National Aeronautics and Space 

Administration 
Department of Housing and Urban 

Development 
Department of Health, Education, 

and Welfare 

Discussion 

No objection 
No objection 

No objection 

2 

No objectio:r:pntormally) · 

Defers 

Recognition of the expanding role of science and technology in 
contributing to the achievement of the Nation's goals led to the 
creation in 1962 of an Office of Science and Technology in the 
Executive Office of the President. Your predecessor abolished 
that Office in 1973 as part of an Executive Office reorganiza­
tion, and transferred most of its responsibilities to the Direc­
tor of the National Science Foundation, who was subsequently 
designated Science Adviser. The scientific community, the 
Congress, and many of your advisers have considered the re­
establishment of a science advisory mechanism in the Executive 
Office to be a significant step in improving the Nation's ability 
to deal with the scientific aspects of current and future policy 
issues of concern at the highest levels of government. 

Last year, at your request, the Vice President studied the need 
for a science adviser within the Executive Office and recommended 
legislation to create an Office of Science and Technology Policy. 
You submitted a proposal for this purpose to the Congress on 
June 9, 1975. The House and Senate passed bills which differed 
in some respects from that proposal. In your March 22 message on 
science and technology, you urged the conferees to come to "early 
agreement ••• on a workable bill (which) will permit me to proceed 
without further delay in establishing the Office ••• " Domestic 
Council, OMB and NSF staff have worked closely with the conferees 
to produce an acceptable bill and have made preparations (as 
described below) to proceed with the establishment of such an 
Office. 

Title I of the enrolled bill sets forth the principles, procedures 
and priorities of a national policy for science, engineering and 
technology. These are in the nature of findings and are suf­
ficently general to allow the Administration broad latitude in 
determining its science policy. 
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Title II would establish an Office of Science and Technology 
Policy (OSTP} in the Executive Office, to be headed by a 
Director appointed by the President and compensated at Execu­
tive level II. The bill would also authorize the President 
to appoint not more than four Associate Directors at level 
III. The Director and Associates would be subject to confirma­
tion by the Senate. The Director would serve as a member of 
the Domestic Council and would advise the National Seeurity 
Council at its request. 

The Director would: 

Provide advice "on the scientific, engineering and 
technological aspects of issues that require 
attention at highest levels of Government ••• "; 

Evaluate the scale, quality and effectiveness of 
the Federal science effort; 

Assist OMB in reviewing the funding of Federal 
research and development programs; 

Serve as a source of technical analysis and judgment 
with respect to Federal policies, programs and plans; 

Initiate studies and analyses of policy alternatives, 
comparing costs, benefits and impacts; 

Review statutes and regulations affecting research 
and development activities; and 

Within resources available to the Office, prepare and 
update a five-year outlook of selected problems and 
opportunities to which science and technology can make 
a significant contribution. 

Title II would also require the Director to establish an inter­
governmental advisory panel to identify State, regional and local 
problems which science, engineering and technology could assist in 
resolving, and to foster the transfer of research and develop­
ment results to civilian applications. The panel would be com­
posed of the Director of NSF and at least ten members repre­
senting the interests of the States who would be appointed by 
the Director after consultation with State officials. 

Finally, Title II would direct the President to transmit annually 
to the Congress a report prepared by the Director of OSTP which 
forecasts selected critical and emerging national problems of a 
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scientific nature, analyzes the effects of current and projected 
trends in science and technology and recommends legislation 
employing science and technology to contribute to the resolu­
tion of national problems. The first report would be due 
February 15, 1978. 

Title III would direct the President to establish within the 
Executive Office a President's Committee on Science and Tech­
nology consisting of the Director and eight to fourteen members 
who represent science, industry, government, labor, consumer 
and public interest points of view. The Committee would survey 
the Federal science effort and consider such matters as organiza­
tional reform, improvements in technology transfer and scienti­
fic information handling, stimulation of Federal-industry liaison, 
and reduction of Federal regulation. A report on these and re­
lated matters would be prepared within two years for Presidential 
transmission to the Congress. The Committee would be terminated 
90 days after the submission of its report, unless the President 
decides to continue it. 

Title IV would abolish the existing Federal Council for Science 
and Technology (established by Executive Order in 1959) and 
create in its place the Federal Coordinating Council for Science, 
Engineering and Technology, composed of representatives of 
thirteen Federal agencies and chaired by the Director. The 
Council would consider scientific policy issues involving more 
than one agency. 

Title V would authorize appropriations, as follows: 

for OSTP: $750,000 for FY 1976, $500,000 for the 
transition quarter, $3 million for FY 1977, and 
"such sums as may be necessary" for succeeding 
fiscal years; 

for the President's Committee on Science and 
Technology: $750,000 for FY 1976, $500,000 
for the transition quarter, $1 million for 
FY 1977, and "such sums as may be necessary" for 
succeeding fiscal years. 

These amounts are nearly double those sought in your FY 1977 
Budget, but this is not viewed as a serious objection to approval 
of the bill. A request for FY 1976 and transition quarter 
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appropriations has been forwarded to the Congress, a request 
for FY 1977 appropriations is being prepared for your signa­
ture, and space required for the new Office and committees 
has been made available in the New and Old Executive Office 
Buildings. 

NSF, OMB and White House staff have prepared the attached 
signing statement for your consideration. 

Enclosures 

~71?~~ 
.,Assistant Director / 

for Legislative Reference 

, 



OFFICE OF THE 
DIRECTOR 

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20550 

Mr. James M. Frey 
Ass~stant Director for 

Legislative Reference 
Offtce of Management and Budget 
Washtngton, D. C. 20503 

Dear Mr. Frey: 

MAY 41976 

This ts i·n response to your communication of April 30, 1976, 
requestfng the comments of the National Science Foundation on 
Enrolled Bi II H. R. 10230, the "Nati·onal Science and Technology 
Polley, Organization, and Priorities Act of 1976. 11 

Throughout the discussion of the proposed Office of Science and 
Technology, the Nat l·onal Science Board and I have supported the 
proposed offtce. The Foundation strongly recommends that the 
President approve the Enrolled Bill. 

We note with regret that Sect ion 503 of the Enro II ed B iII repea Is 
Section 4(g) of the National Science Foundation Act of 1950, as 
amended. Section 4(g) requires an annual report from the Natfonal 
Sctence Board on the status and health of science and technology in 
the United States. We feel that the National Science Board's annual 
reports have served an extremely useful function and that continua­
tion of these reports would be valuable while not duplicating the 
reports required of the new Offfce of Science and Technology Pol icy. 
The appropriate Committees of Congress have indicated a willingness 
to correct this situation fn the current authorization and we 
belfeve this is an equitable solution. 

Sincerely yours,~ ' 



EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 
COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

722 JACKSON PLACE, N. W. 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20006 

April 30, 1976 

MEMORANDUM FOR JAMES M. FREY 
ASSISTANT DIRECTOR FOR LEGISLATIVE REFERENCE 

ATTENTION: MS. RAMSEY 

SUBJECT: H.R. 10230 - Enrolled, "National Science and 
Technology Policy, Organization, and Priorities 
Act of 1976" 

The Council strongly recommends that the President sign 
the subject bill. 

In making this recommendation, we note that Sec. 40l(d) ot 
this bill authorizes the Chairman of the Federal Coordinating 
Council for Science, Engineering, and Technology to request 
that heads of agencies not mentioned in section 401(b) 
participate in the meetings of that Council. In view of 
the CEQ's extensive responsibilities for scientific research 
pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, 
42 U.S.C. 4321, et ~··the Environmental Quality Improvement 
Act of 1970, 42 U.S.C. 4271, et seq., and section 11 of 
the Nonnuclear Energy Research and Development Act of 
1974, 42 U.S.C. 5910, we believe that the CEQ should be 
invited to participate pursuant to section 40l(d). 

-{.teA../ lz)~Lf~<-<-~-"'--" 
Gary /f... Widman . 
General Counsel , 



DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
OFF"ICE OF THE SECRETARY 

WASHINGTON, D.C.20250 

Honorable James T. Lynn 
Director, Office of Management 

and Budget 
Executive Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20503 

Dear Mr. Lynn: 

~ 
f;_, 

In reply to the request of your office, the following report is submitted 
on the enrolled enactment of H.R. 10230, "An Act to establish a science 
and technology policy for the United States, to provide for scientific 
and technological advice and assistance to the President, to provide a 
comprehensive survey of ways and means for improving the Federal effort 
in scientific research and information handling, and in the use thereof, 
to amend the National Science Foundation Act of 1950, and for other 
purposes." 

This Department recommends that the President approve the Act~ 

If approved the Act would establish within the Executive Office of the 
President an Office of Science and Technology Policy to provide advice on 
scientific, engineering, and technological aspects of issues that require 
attention at the highest levels of government. In carrying out the 
purposes of this Act the Director of the Office is directed to establish 
an Intergovernmental Science, Engineering, and Technology Advisory Panel 
to identify and define civilian problems at State, regional, and local 
levels which science, engineering, and technology may assist in resolving 
or ameliorating; recommend priorities for addressing such problems; and 
advise and assist the Director in identifying and fostering policies to 
facilitate the transfer and utilization of research and development 
results so as to maximize their application to civilian needs. It would, 
additionally, require the President to establish within the Executive 
Office a President's Committee on Science and Technology whose responsi­
bilities would include surveying, examining, and analyzing the overall 
context of the Federal science, engineering, and technology effort 
including missions, goals, personnel, funding, organization, facilities, 
and activities in general, taking adequate account of the interest of 
individuals and groups that may be affected by Federal scientific, 
engineering, and technical programs. The Act would further establish the 
Federal Coordinating Council for Science, Engineering, and Technology 
composed of representatives from the various Federal agencies including 
Agriculture, to consider problems and developments in the fields of 
science, engineering, and technology and related activities affecting 
more than one Federal agency. 

, 



Honorable James T. Lynn 2 

It is with sincere interest that we recommend approval of this 
legislation to permanently restore the position of Science Advisor to the 
President thus bringing information from the scientific community into 
the policy deliberations in the Office of the President. We are 
intrigued by the Intergovernmental Science, Engineering, and Technology 
Advisory Panel established by Title II of the Act and wish to stress the 
importance of representation, among the Associate Directors of the Office 
as well as the Panel and the staff, from the food producing and nutrition 
scientific disciplines. We feel that this step is essential to help meet 
the challenges of a world of food shortages as well as assisting U.S. 
agriculture to continue to maintain its favorable impact on our balance 
of trade. 

We feel the authorization of appropriations contained in Title V of the 
Act are sufficient for carrying out its purpose. 

Sincerely, 

J;;: A. !:b!xh 
Under Secretary 

' 



MAY 3 1976 

Honorable James T. Lynn 
Director, Office of Management 

and Budget 
Washington, D. C. 20503 

Dear Jim: 

THE SECRETARY OF COMMERCE 
Washington, D.C. 20230 

This is in reply to your request for the views of this Department 
concerning the Conference Report on H. R. 10230, a bill to be cited 
as the "National Science and Technology Policy, Organization, and 
Priorities Act of 1976." 

The purpose of H. R. 10230 is to establish a framework for the 
formulation of national policy and priorities for science, engineering, 
and technology. Briefly stated, H. R. 10230 would: 

l. Establish in Title II, an Office of Science and Technology 
Policy in the Executive Office of the President to be headed 
by a Director, appointed by the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate. The Office would provide 
a continuing source of advice on the scientific, engineering, 
and technological aspects of issues that require attention at 
the highest levels of Government. Provision is also made 
for the Director to, among other things (a) establish an 
Intergovernmental Science, Engineering, and Technology 
Advisory Panel to represent State interests, and (b) serve as 
a member on the Domestic Council and as an advisor to the 
National Security Council. 

2. Provide in Title III, that the President shall establish within 
the Executive Office of the President, a temporary President's 
Committee on Science and Technology. Membership of the 
Committee would consist of the Director appointed under 
Title II and qualified and distinguished private individuals to 
be appointed by the President from certain specifically designated 
occupational areas. The Committee would survey, examine, and 
analyze the overall context of the Federal science, engineering, 
and technological effort, and submit an interim report to the 
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President within one year of its activities to date, and a final 
report of its findings and recommendations for any necessary 
organizational reforms or improvements to the President within 
two years. Thereafter, the President would transmit the final 
report to the Congress, together with such comments and 
recommendations he deems appropriate. 

3. Establish in Title IV, a Federal Coordinating Council for Science, 
Engineering, and Technology, with membership consisting of the 
Director appointed under Title II as chairman and one representative 
from each of a number of designated Federal agencies, including the 
Department of Commerce. This Council would exercise functions 
similar to those heretofore exercised by the Federal Council for 
Science and Technology which is abolished by Section 402 of the bill. 

This Department supports the objectives of H. R. 10230 to review and 
improve the Federal Government's role in matters concerning science, 
engineering, and technology. Accordingly, we recommend approval of 
H. R. I 0230 by the President. 

There is, however, one matter we feel it is timely to bring to the 
attention of the President. The Director of the Office of Science and 
Technology Policy (OSTP), under Section 204(a) of the Conference 
Report, has the primary function to provide within the Executive Office 
of the President advice on the scientific, engineering, and technological 
aspects of issues that require attention at the highest levels of Govern­
ment. We assume that the functions of the Director of OSTP would 
include advice on telecommunications policy issues. If so, we would 
suggest that consideration be given to the relationship between the 
Office of Telecommunications Policy (OTP) and OSTP. There appears 
to us to be an overlap in their functions. 

For example, under Section 2 (b) of the Executive Order, OTP 
has the function of developing programs and policy to promote effec­
tive and innovative use of telecommunications technology, resources, 
and services. Furthermore, all agencies of the Federal Government 
are required to insure that their telecommunications activities are 
consistent with OTP's policies. 

In addition, Section 2(g) of the Executive Order authorizes the 
Director of OTP to review the telecommunications research and 
development programs of each Federal agency and make recommen­
dations to you, as Director of OMB, concerning the scope and funding 
of such programs. 

' 
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The two examples set out above appear to overlap functions of 
the Director, OSTP. Examples of these functions are set out in Sec­
tion 204(b), of the enrolled bill which states that the Director, OSTP 
shall: 

1. Assist the President in providing general leadership and 
coordination of the research and development programs 
of the Federal Government (Section 204(b}(4)); 

2. Advise the President of scientific and technological 
considerations related to Federal budgets and assist the 
Office of Management and Budget with an annual review 
and analysis of funding proposed for research and 
development in budgets of all Federal agencies 
(Section 204(b)(3)); and 

3. Evaluate the scale, quality, and effectiveness of the 
Federal effort in science and technology and advise on 
appropriate actions (Section 204(b)(2)). 

This apparent overlap between the functions of OTP and OSTP 
could be cured by an amendment to the Executive Order or other 
organizational steps, including folding OTP into OSTP. After 
assigning to OSTP the personnel necessary for it to carry out its 
telecommunication responsibilities under H. R. 10230, the remain­
ing OTP functions set out in Executive Order No. 11556 could be 
transferred to an agency such as the Department of Commerce. 

Enactment of this legislation is not expected to involve any 
increase in the budgetary requirements of this Department. 

Sincerely, 

Elliot L. Richardson 

, 
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;~- OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590 

GENERAl COUNSEl 

Honorable James T. Lyrm 
Director 

APR 30 

Office of .Management and Budget 
Washington, D. C. 20503 

Dear Mr. Ly:rm: 

You have asked for our carments on H.R. 10230, an enrolled bill entitled 
"National Science and Technology Policy, Organization and Priori ties Act 
of 1976." 

'Ihe bill would, among other things, establish in the Executive Office of 
the President an Office of Science and Technology Policy and a President's 
Ccmni ttee on Science and Technology and establish an interagency Federal 
Coordinating Council for Science, Engineering, and Technology. 

We reca:mend that the President sign the enrolled bill. Passage of this 
bill sb:::>uld inprove the focus and application of science, engineering 
and technology for the nation and improve coordination roth within the 
Federal Government and between Federal, State and local goverrments and 
the private sector. '!his in turn could contribute significantly to the 
Department's objective of assuring the relevance and a:pplication of its 
research, developnent and deronstration resources. 

' 



UNITED STATES 

ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20545 

Mr. James M. Frey 
Assistant Director for 

Legislative Reference 
Office of Management and Budget 

Dear Mr. Frey : 

MAY 3 1976 

The Energy Research and Development Administration (ERDA} is pleased 
to respond to your request for views on H.R. 10230, the 11National 
Science and Technology Policy, Organization, and Priorities Act of 
1976. 11 

ERDA was not previously asked for comments on this bill. However, 
our predecessor agency, AEC, by letter of December 27, 1974, provided 
commert;ts to OMB on S. 32, a somewhat similar bill. In addition, our 
letter of February 14, 1975, transmitted for OMB review essentially 
the same views on S. 32 for review in connection with a congressional 
request for comments. 

H.R. 10230 highlights the importance of science, engineering, and 
technology and the need for a national policy in these fields to 
further national interests. 

The bill would establish three bodies: 

Under Title II, an Office of Science and Technology Policy in 
the Executive Office of the President, to advise the President 
in these fields; 

Under Title Ill, a President 1 s Committee on Science and Technology, 
to study and report to the President on the various aspects of the 
Federal Government's efforts in science, engineering, and technology; 

Under Title IV, a Federal Coordinating Council for Science, 
Engineering, and Technology, an interagency body to maintain 
general liaison of the overall government effort in the named 
fields. 

The Office of Science and Technology Policy would be headed by a Director, 
and the President could appoint up to four Associate Directors. The 
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Hr. James M. Frey -2-

Director and any Associate Directors would be subject to Senate confirmation. 
In addition to his other duties, the Director would be required to establish 
an Intergovernmental Science, Engineering, and Technology Panel, to focus on 
civilian needs in those fields at state, regional, and local levels. 

The President's Committee on Science and Technology, comprised of 8 to 14 
members appointed by the President, would be charged with preparing an 
interim and a final report on federal science, engineering, and technology 
efforts and needed improvements. The President would transmit each report 
to Congress together with his comments. This Committee would come to an 
end shortly after its final report, unless the President decided to continue 
it. 

The interagency Federal Coordinating Council would be chaired by the Director 
of the Office of Science and Technology Policy. Membership would be comprised 
of officials of policy rank, each representing one of several agencies, 
including ERDA. An agency member would be designated by the head of the 
agency. 

Our views on the predecessor bill, S. 32, were that the overall concept and 
the purposes of the bill had some merit. However, we did not support enact­
ment in that form because of the scope and breadth of certain functions. 
Our objections were directed principally to powers proposed to be given to 
a Council of Advisers on Science and Technology in setting a desired federal 
level of investment in those fields, particularly if the Council became 
involved in the details of specific programs proposed by agencies. Another 
troubling aspect of S. 32 was the requirement that the President explain to 
Congress substantial differences between the Council's recommended funding 
levels and priorities and those proposed to the Congress by the President. 

We believe that H.R. 10230 as passed by the Congress has essentially 
eliminated those problems just mentioned. The mechanisms created by 
the bill would apparently be utilized in providing advice, assistance, 
and coordination. These functions would be useful both to agencies 
and, we believe, to the President. 

Accordingly, we recommend that the President sign H.R. 10230. 

Sincerely, 

Robert C. Seamans, Jr. 
Administrator 

, 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

Dear Mr. Lynn: 

OFFICE OF THE 
ADMINISTRATOR 

This is in response to your request for the Environmental 
Protection Agency's comments on H.R. 10230, a bill "To 
establish a science and technology policy for the United States, 
to provide for scientific and technological advice and 
assistance to the President, to provide a comprehensive survey 
of ways and means for improving the Federal effort in 
scientific research and information handling, and in the use 
thereof, to amend the National Science Foundation Act of 1950, 
and for other purposes". 

The Conference Report on H.R. 10230 was passed by the 
Senate on April 26 and by the House of Representatives on 
April 29, 1976. The Act would be cited as the "National 
Science and Technology Policy, Organization, and Priorities 
Act of 1976." 

A sunwary of the significant provisions of the Act is 
enclosed. 

The Environmental Protection Agency has long supported 
the underlying concept of this Act. We believe it is of 
the highest priority that a national science and technology 
policy be established and that an Office of Science and 
Technology Policy be a permanent element of the Executive 
Office of the President. 

We would look to this Office for the coordination of the 
Federal research and development effort which we believe is 
essential to avoid duplication of work among the Federal 
agencies. 

EPA has recognized the need and has initiated a five-year 
plan to be up-dated annually for its research and development 
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activities. We strongly endorse the provision that the new 
office which would be established would be required to look 
five years into the future to identify science and technology 
needs. 

Further, this Act gives frequent indications of concern 
for environmental considerations in the overall concern to 
improve the Federal research and development efforts and to 
assure that science and technology, which play such a vital 
role in shaping our society, are given adequate attention at 
the highest levels of Government. 

The Environmental Protection Agency recommends that the 
President sign H.R. 10230 into law. 

4?incere~.~. 
~~~11 E. Tr~ 

Honorable James T. Lynn 
Director, Office of 

Management and Budget 
Washington, D.C. 20503 

Enclosure 

Administrator 

' 



s·ummary of the Significant Provisions of H.R. 10230 

Title I of the Act recognizes the impact of science and 
technology on society and the interrelations of scientific, 
technological, economic, social, political, and institutional 
factors, and of priority goals to which science and technology 
should contribute, including 

preserving, fostering, and restoring a healthful 
and esthetic natural environment, 

providing for the protection of the oceans and 
coastal zones, and the polar regions, and the 
efficient utilization of their resources, 

promoting the conservation and efficient utilization 
of the Nation's natural and human resources, and 

eliminating air and water pollution, and unnecessary, 
unhealthful, or ineffective drugs and food additives. 

One of the principles to be adhered to in the national 
policy for science and technology is "The enlistment of 
science and technology to foster a healthy economy in which 
the directions of growth and innovation are compatible with 
the prudent and frugal use of resources and with the prevention 
of a benign environment." To implement the policy enunciated, 
the Federal Government would be required to maintain central 
policy planning elements in the Executive Branch to assist 
Federal agencies in identifying problems and objectives, 
mobilizing resources, securing appropriate funding, anticipating 
future concerns, and systematically reviewing Federal science 
policy and programs and recommending legislative amendments 
when needed. 

Title II of the Act would be cited as the "Presidential 
Science and Technology Advisory Organization Act of 1976", 
and would establish an Office of Scientific and Technology 
Policy in the Executive Office of the President. The primary 
function of the Director of this Office would be to provide 
advice on the scientific, engineering, and technological 
aspects of issues that require attention at the highest levels 
of Government. Among other duties, he would assist the President 
in providing general leadership and coordination of the research 
and development programs of the Federal Government. The Office 
would serve as a source of scientific and technological analysis 
and judgment for the President with respect to major policies, 
plans, and programs. Within the first year, to the extent 
practicable, the Office would identify and describe situations 
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and conditions which warrant special attention within the next 
five years, and annually review and revise the five-year 
outlook. 

The Director would also serve as Chairman of the Federal 
Coordinating Council for Science, Engineering and Technology 
(established under Title IV), as a member of the Domestic 
Council, and as an adviser to the National Security Council 

Under Title III, the President would establish a President's 
Committee on Science and Technology to survey, examine and 
analyze the overall content of the Federal science, engineering 
and technology effort, and consider needs for changes. 

Title IV would establish the Federal Coordinating Council 
for Science, Engineering, and Technology, which would include 
a representative of EPA. The Council would consider problems 
and developments in the field of science, engineering, and 
technology and related activities affecting more than one 
Federal agency and recommend policies. 

' 



VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 
OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR OF VETERANS AFFAIRS 

• The Honorable 
James T. Lynn 
Director, Office 

Management and 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Lynn: 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20420 

May 4, 1976 

of 
Budget 

20503 

We are pleased to respond to the request of 
Mr. James M. Frey, Assistant Director for Legislative 
Reference, for a report on the enrolled enactment of 
H.R. 10230, 95th Congress, "An Act to establish a science 
and technology policy for the United States, to provide 
for scientific and policy for the United States, to 
provide a comprehensive survey of ways and means for 
improving the Federal effort in scientific research and 
information handling, and in the use thereof, to amend 
the National Science Foundation Act of 1950, and for 
other purposes.n 

The bill formulates and declares National policy 
in the areas of science, engineering and technology and 
establishes an Office of Science and Technology Policy 
to implement the enunciated policy. The Office of Science 
and Technology Policy through various committees created 
by the act will examine problems and priorities at the 
state and local governmental level; examine the need for 
organizational reform or improvement in existing Federal 
science, engineering and technology effort; and consider 
problems and developments affecting Federal agencies in 
these areas. 

The Veterans Administration was not requested 
to report on H.R. 10230 by the Committees which considered 
the bill. 

We recognize that formulation of new policy and 
examination of existing practices in the areas of science, 
engineering and technology are necessary in a highly industri­
alized, technology oriented society such as exists in this 
country. Under present practices, new technology, which may 
benefit society, can be transferred from Government to the 
private sector only under the most arduous circumstances. 
In some instances, a transfer to benefit the people of this 
country can not be made. 
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An examination of and formulation of policy and 
means to encourage technological advance which results in 
tangible benefits to the general population must not be 
left to chance or individual agency policies which in some 
instances work at cross purposes. 

A central focal point, which involves state and 
local interests as well as the expertise of the scientific 
community in conjunction with the several Federal agencies 
could formulate a uniform direction for National technological 
policy and provide the means to achieve that policy. 

We are of the opinion that H.R. 10230 provides the 
vehicle and stimulus to realize the objective enunciated by 
the Congress, and therefore we support the foregoing measure 
and recommend that the President approve H.R. 10230. 

Sincerely, 

, 



UNITED STATES 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555 

OFFICE OF THE 
CHAIRMAN 

Mr. James M. Frey 
Assistant Director for 

Legislative Reference 
Executive Office of the President 
Office of Management and Budget 
Washington, D.C. 20503 

Dear Mr. Frey: 

MAY 6 1976 

This letter is in response to your request for the views of the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission on the enrolled bill titled the 11 National Science 
and Technology Policy, Organization, and Priorities Act of 1976. 11 This 
bill would establish a permanent Office of Science and Technology in the 
Executive Office of the President and would establish other panels and 
committees to help coordinate Federal efforts to employ science and 
technology in achieving objectives and solving problems at all levels of 
government. 

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission is particularly sensitive to the 
importance of science and technology because of our role in regulating 
the application of nuclear technology to meeting national energy needs. 
We find the bill's purpose desirable and its methods appropriate. We 
recommend that the President approve the bill. 

Sincerely, 

~~~?~ 
Chairman 

I 



S~IITHSONIA..'> INSTITGTIOX 

Mtslu~yton, 12 C. PfJ/ififJ 
US.A. 

Mr. James M. Frey 

April 30, 1976 

Assistant Director for Legislative Reference 
Office of Management and Budget 
Executive Office Building 
Washington, D. C. 20503 

Dear Mr. Frey: 

Thank you for referring to the Smithsonian Institution for 
comment the enrolled bill H. R. 10230, the National Science and 
Technology Policy, Organization and Priorities Act of 1976. 

The Smithsonian Institution, established in 1846 for the 
11increase and diffusion of knowledge, 11 has, for 130 years, sought 
to fulfill the initial element of that mandate through original research 
and is deeply committed to scientific endeavors. 

While we support the overall objectives of H. R. 10230 and 
believe that the Nation would be well served by an effective science 
policy apparatus, we would defer to others in regard to the most 
appropriate means of achieving that purpose. 

Nonetheless, should H. R. 10230 be enacted into law we would 
welcome the opportunity to participate as an observer, a role we 
have undertaken in relation to similar entities in the past, in the 
activities of the Federal Coordinating Council for Science, Engineering, 
and Technology. The extensive collections and research activities 
of the National Air and Space Museum, the National Museum of 
Natural History, and the National Zoological Park and the continuing 
studies at the Smithsonian Astrophysical Observatory, the Radiation 
Biology Laboratory, the Smithsonian Tropical Research Institute, 
and the Chesapeake Bay Center for Environmental Studies would, 
we believe, be important resources on which the Council may wish 
to draw in its discussions and studies. 
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Furthermore, with respect to Section 102(c) (10), the Smith­
sonian Science Information Exchange which currently serves as a 
national focal point for research in progress represents a mechanism 
for the early and systematic exchange of data and technological 
findings as well as a means of allowing Federal agencies to identify 
research similar in nature to that which they support through their 
own programs. 

We respectfully recommend endorsement by the President 
of H. R. 10230. 

Sincerely yours, 

.,s [;j.u__ ~~ 
S. Dillon Ripley 

Secretary 

, 



THE CHAIRMAN OF THE 

COUNCIL OF ECONOMIC ADVISERS 

WASHINGTON 

April 30, 1976 

Dear Mr. Frey: 

This is in response to your request for 
CEA's views on H. R. 10230, The National 
Science and Technology Policy, Organization 
and Priorities Act of 1976. 

We have no objection to the President 
signing this bill. 

Mr. James Frey 
Assistant Director 

for Legislative Reference 
Office of Management and Budget 
Washington, D. c. 20503 
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GENERAL COUNSEL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20301 

Honorable James T. Lynn 
Director, Office of Management 

and Budget 
Washington, D.C. 20503 

Dear Mr. Lynn: 

May 4, 1976 

Reference is made to your request for the views and recommendations of 
the Department of Defense on the enrolled enactment of H.R. 10230, 94th 
Congress, the National Science and Technology Policy, Organization, and 
Priorities Act of 1976. 

The Act is intended to "establish a science and technology policy for 
the United States, to provide for scientific and technological advice 
and assistance to the President, to provide a comprehensive survey of 
ways and means for improving the Federal effort in scientific research 
and information handling, and in the use thereof, to amend the National 
Science Foundation Act of 1950, and for other purposes." 

The Department of Defense interposes no objection to the approval of 
H.R. 10230 by the President. 

Richard A. Wiley 

' 



United States Department of the Interior 

Dear Mr • lzy'nn : 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240 

MAY 3 -1976 

This responds to your request for our views on the enrolled bill 
H. R. 10230, "To establish a science· and technology policy for the 
United States, to provide for scientific and technological advice 
and assistance to the President, to provide a comprehensive survey 
of ways and means for improving the Federal effort in scientific 
research and information handling, and in the use thereof, to amend 
the National Science Foundation Act of 1950, and for other purposes." 

We would not object to the enactment of the enrolled bill H.R. 10230. 

Title II of H.R. 10230 would establish within the Executive Office of 
the President an Office of Science and Technology Policy to advise the 
President on scientific, engineering, and technological aspects of 
issues~ including advice of scientific and technologic considerations 
involved in areas of national concern; evaluation of the scale, quality 
and effectiveness of the Federal effort in science and technology; and 
assistance to OMB with review and analysis of funding proposed for 
research and development in the budgets of all Federal agencies. 

The Office would be required to annually identify and describe a 
5-year outlook for science and technology; and the President would 
be required annually to transmit to the Congress a Scientific and 
Technological Report based upon information prepared by the Office 
for the 5-year outlook. 

The Director of the Office of Science and Technology Policy would be 
authorized to serire as member of the Domestic Council; to advise the 
National Security Council; and upon request to enter into contracts 
and other arrangements for studies, analyses, and other services; and 
to hold hearings. 

The Director would also be directed to establish an intergovernmental 
Science, Engineering and Technology Panel. The Panel would identify 
and define civilian problems which science, engineering, and technology 
might assist in resolving or a.meloriating at State, regional, and local 
levels, and to advise, assist and make recommendations to the Director. 

H.R. 10230 would authorize to be appropriated $4,250,000 through 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 1977 for the purposes of 
Title II, and such sums thereafter as would be necessary for each 
of the succeeding fiscal years. 



Title III of H.R. 10230 would establish within the Executive Office a 
Presidential Committee on Science and Technology which would issue a 
2-year final report directed toward the examination and analization 
of the total Federal science and technological effort,with appropriate 
findings and recommendations. H.R. 10230 would make the extension of 
the Committee's life after 2 years discretionary with the President. 

H.R. 10230 would authorize to be appropriated $1,250,000 through 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 1977 for the purposes of Title III, 
and such sums thereafter as would be necessary for each succeeding 
fiscal year. 

Title IV of H.R. 10230 would make the existing Federal Council for Science 
and Technology set up by Executive order in 1959, a statutory body with 
the Director of the new Office as chairman. The current Council is an 
interdepartmental group representing all Federal agencies with significant 
research and development missions, whose function is to maintain general 
liaison of the overall government effort in science and technology. The 
title adds no new functions. It does change the name of the present 
Council, emphasizes its mission, and places it on a statutory basis. 

H.R. 10230 would also repeal one clause on the Organic Act of the National 
National Science Foundation which requires an annual report from the 
National Science Board on the status of science and technology in the 
United States. 

The Department concurs in the objective of establishing an Office of 
Science and Technology Policy within the Office of the President, and 
believes that H.R. 10230 reasonably achieves this and other objectives 
set forth in the President's message to the Congress of March 12, 1976. 
We would only note,· however, that our conclusion is based on the 
understanding that Titles II and IV, which create the Office of 
Science and Technology Policy and the Federal Coordinating Council 
for Science, Engineering, and Technology, respectively, in no way 
supersedes or authorizes these new agencies to supersede the statutory 
authorities and responsibilities of existing agencies. While 
reference is made to such intent in the Senate report on Title IV 
{page H3405, first column) it is not clear that the language of 
these sections actually implements the intent. 

Honorable James T. Lynn 
Director 
Office of Management and Budget 
Washington, D. C. 20503 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

Washington, D.C. 20520 

Mr. James T. Lynn 
Director, Office of Management 

and Budget 
Washington, D.C. 20503 

Dear Mr. Lynn: 

lfAY 8 1976 

In response to Mr. James Frey's request of April 20, 
1976, to this Department for its views on H.R. 10230, 
the "National Science and Technology Policy, Organiza­
tion and Priorities Actof 1976", the provisions of this 
bill have been examined, and we have no objection to 
approval of the enrolled bill. The Department's Bureau 
of Oceans and International Environmental and Scientific 
Affairs looks forward to cooperating with the new Office 
in furthering the objectives of this bill internationally. 

Sincerely, 

Robt~ta!::y u i/~ 
Assistant Secretary 
for Congressional Relations 

' 



N/\5/\ 
National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration 

Washington, D.C. 
20546 

Office of the Administrator 

Director 
Office of Management and Budget 
Executive Office of the President 
Washington, DC 20503 

Attention: Assistant Director 

APR 30 1Q76 

for Legislative Reference 

Subject: Enrolled Enactment Report on H.R. 10230, 
94th Congress 

This is an Enrolled Enactment report on H.R. 10230, "To 
establish a science and technology policy for the United 
States, to provide for scientific and technological advice 
and assistance to the President, to provide a comprehensive 
survey of ways and means for improving the Federal effort 
in scientific research and information handling, and in the 
use thereof, to amend the National Science Foundation Act 
of 1950, and for other purposes." It is submitted pursuant 
to Mr. James McCullough's telephone request of April 27, 1976. 

Primarily, the Bill would provide for the creation of a 
statutory office within the Executive Office of the President 
to advise the President on the scientific, engineering, and 
technological aspects of issues that require attention at 
the highest levels of government. 

Title I sets forth the national policy on science, engineering, 
and technology and declares that, among other things, ad­
vancing the exploration and peaceful uses of outer space is 
a priority goal. 

Title II would establish the Office of Science and Tech­
nology Policy which would be headed by a Director who 
would be appointed by the President, with the advice and 
consent of the Senate. The President would also be authorized 
to appoint, with the advice and consent of the Senate, not 
more than four Associate Directors. The primary function of 
the Director would be that of principal advisor to the 
President on scientific, engineering and technological matters. 
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The Director is given administrative powers consonant with 
this responsibility. Section 208(c) would authorize NASA 
to assist the Director in carrying out studies, systems 
analyses, and technology assessments of alternatives avail­
able for the resolution of critical and emerging national 
and international problems amenable to the contributions of 
science and technology. 

Title III would create the President's Committee on Science 
and Technology to survey, examine, analyze and report to 
the President the overall context of the Federal science, 
engineering, and technology effort. Membership would con­
sist of the Director of the Office of Science and Technology 
Policy and from eight to fourteen others, appointed by the 
President, representing broad and varied interests. 

Title IV would disestablish the Federal Council for Science 
and Technology and replace it with the Federal Coordinating 
Council for Science, Engineering, and Technology. The 
Council would be composed of the aforementioned Director 
and representatives of various Federal agencies including 
NASA. The Council would consider problems and developments 
in the fields of science, engineering, and technology and 
related activities affecting more than one Federal agency 
and make recommendations to the President relating thereto. 

NASA agrees with the intent of H.R. 10230. NASA would be 
pleased to assist the Director as provided for in the Bill. 

e have no ~~~tion to approval of the legislation. 

~~t~~ 
ames c. Fletcher 

Administrator 

2 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION. AND WELFARE 

The Honorable James T. Lynn 
Director, Office of Management 

and Budget 
Washington, D. c. 20503 

Dear Mr. Lynn: 

MAY 5 1976 

This is in response to your request for a report on 
H.R. 10230, an enrolled bill "To establish a science and 
technology policy for the United States, to provide for 
scientific and technological advice and assistance to 
the President, to provide a comprehensive survey of ways 
and means for improving the Federal effort in scientific 
research and information handling, and in the use thereof, 
to amend the National Science Foundation Act of 1950, and 
for other purposes." 

In summary, we support the basic purpose of this legislation, 
which is to establish an Office of Science and Technology 
Policy in the Office of the President. However, we defer 
to the Office of Management and Budget and the National 
Science Foundation as to the details of this particular 
bill and the desirability of its enactment. 

The bill would establish in the Executive Office of the 
President an Office of Science and Technology Policy which 
would be headed by a Director appointed by the President by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate. The Office 
would provide the President with advice on scientific, 
engineering and technological aspects of issues that require 
attention at the highest level of government. It would also 
serve as a source of scientific and technological analysis 
and judgment for the President with respect to major policies, 
plans, and programs of the Federal government. Under the 
bill the Director of the Office would establish an Inter­
governmental Science, Engineering, and Technology Advisory 
Panel, the purpose of which would be to identify and define 
civilian science, engineering, and technology needs and 
to facilitate the utilization of research and development 
results in meeting those needs. 
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The Honorable James T. Lynn 

The bill would also require the President to establish a 
President's Committee on Science and Technology which 
would be responsible for surveying, examining, and analyzing 
the overall context of the Federal science, engineering, 
and technology effort. The bill would also establish a 
Federal Coordinating Council for Science, Engineering, and 
Technology composed of the Director of the Office of 
Science and Technology as well as representatives from 
each of the major Federal agencies, including the 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare. The purpose 
of this Council would be to consider problems and develop­
ments in the field of science, engineering, and technology 
which affect more than one Federal agency, and to provide 

2 

more effective planning and administration of Federal programs 
in those areas. 

This bill embodies a proposal of the President submitted to 
the Congress last year to create a Presidential Office of 
Science and Technology Policy. We agree fully with the concept 
of establishing an Office in the White House to coordinate 
the scientific and technological activities of the Federal 
government. We look forward to the establishment of such 
an Office and believe that it will serve an extremely 
useful function, given the broad range of scientific 
and technological efforts carried out or supported by the 
Federal government. This Department is responsible for 
far-reaching research and development activities, particularly 
in the field of health, which will undoubtedly benefit 
from increased coordination with regard to science and 
technology. 

We would note, however, that the enrolled bill also would 
establish a number of advisory councils, panels, and committees 
which may to some extent overlap the functions of the Office of 
Science and Technology Policy. Although we would not 
endorse the establishment by legislation of these additional 
entities, we defer to the Office of Management and Budget 
as to whether these additional features of the enrolled bill 
are consistent with the original proposal of the Administration. 

, 



The Honorable James T. Lynn 3 

On the question of the desirability of enactment of the 
enrolled bill, we therefore defer to the Office of Management 
and Budget, the National Science Foundation, and other 
agencies whose activities are more directly affected by the 
bill. 

Sincerely, 

~ .. 
Unde;J35~ 

' 





STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT 

Two hundred years ago, one of this Nation's Founding 

Fathers and a man of great .intellect -- Thomas Jefferson -­

observed, "Knowledge is power, knowledge is safety, knowledge 

is happiness." 

Jefferson knew, as did the other great leaders who 

established this republic, that the pursuit and wise appli­

cation of new knowledge are essential to any nation's 

progress. They encouraged exploration, new methods of 

agriculture, the establishment of scientific societies 

and institutions of higher learning, and protection and 

improvement of the Nation's health. They supported those 

who sought to expand America's physical and intellectual 

frontiers -- our explorers, scientists, inventors, engineers, 

and teachers. 

This strong emphasis on progress through knowledge has 

continued throughout our history. It has been instrumental 

in helping develop the America we know -- its agriculture, 

industry, economy, health, national security, and many of 

the amenities we enjoy. Science, engineering and technology 

have combined to become a basic underlying force in American 

life -- a force that America has shared with the world to 

the ultimate benefit of all mankind. 

Now as we enter our Third Century science, engineering 

and technology are more important than ever in meeting the 

challenges and opportunities which lie ahead for this Nation 

· and the world. 

The bill that I am signing today -- the National Science 

and Technology Policy, Organization and Priorities Act of 

1976, H.R. 10230 -- will help us in meeting those challenges. 

It outlines a comprehensive policy for achievement of our 

national objectives through the effective utilization of 

science and technology. 

I 
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The key provision of the bill is the creation of a 

new Office of Science and Technology Policy in the Executive 

Office of the President. I first proposed legislation to 

authorize this office in June 1975. I attach great impor­

tance not only to a strong national effort in science and 

technology but also to the availability of expert advice 

at all levels in the Federal government. This new office 

will provide an important source of advice on the scientific, 

engineering, and technical aspects of issues that require 

attention at the highest levels of government. 

The bill also calls for a two-year study of the overall 

context of the Federal science, engineering and technology 

effort. This study should provide the basis for reassessing 

the organization and management of Federal research and de­

velopment activities. It should help to ensure that government 

efforts are properly related to those of private enterprise 

which has the primary responsibility for turning new ideas 

into new and improved products and services for the marketplace. 

Finally, the bill calls upon the Director of the new 

office to establish an intergovernmental science, engineering 

and technology advisory panel to identify problems of the 

State, regional and local levels where science and technology 

can contribute. 

Along with continued, vigorous support from the private 

sector, a strong Federal effort in science, engineering and 

technology is critical to our future. My 1977 Budget calls 

for $24.7 billion for Federal research and development 

programs -- an increase of 11 percent over 1976 estimates. 

I am hopeful that the Congress will approve my funding 

requests, particularly those to increase Federal support 

of basic research. 

, 
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The National Science and Technology Policy Organizational 

and Priorities Act of 1976 reflects a renewed recognition of 

the importance of scientific, engineering and technological 

contributions. It symbolizes the confidence we Americans 

have in our ability to improve our way of life and to find 

better solutions to the problems of the future. I take great 

pleasure in signing this bill into law. 

' 
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STATE~1ENT UPON ~I~ING THE NATIONAL 
POLICY, ORGANIZATION AND PRIORITIES 

SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 
ACT OF 1976, H.R. 10230 

Two hundred years ago, one of this Nation's Founding . 

Fathers and a man of great intellect -~ Thomas Jefferson --

observed, "Knowledge· is power, knowledge is safety, knowledge 

is happiness." 

Jefferson knew, as did the other great leaders who 

establ~shed this republic,~hat the pursuit and wise application 
; 

of new knowledge are essential to any nation's progress.mra 

~raged exploration, new methods of agriculture, the 

establishment of scientific societies and institutions of 

higher learning, and protection and improvement of the Nation's 

health. They supported those who sought to expand Amerciats 

physical and intellectual frontiers -- our explorers, 

scientists, inventors, engineers, and teachers. 

This strong. emphasis on progress through knowledge 

has continued throughout our history. It has· been instrumental 

in helping develop the· America ,.,e know its agriculture, 

industry, economy, health, ·national security, and many .of the 

amenities we enjoy. Science, engineering and technology 

have combined to become a basic underlying force in 

American life a force that America has shared with the 

world to the ultimate benefit of all mankind. 

Nm-1-;.. as we enter our Third Century X !I! 1 lie a e science, 

engineering and technology are more important than ever in 

meeting t he challenges and opportunities which lie ahead f or 

this Na tion and the wor ld. 
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The bill that I am signing today -- the National Science 

and Technology Policy, Organization and Priorities Act of 

1976, H.R. 10230 -- will help us in meeting those challenges. 

o-t-t+/,~..e., c::, • 
It J!!SW_vtd(ns a comprehens1ve policy for achievement of our 

national objectives through the effective utilization of 

science and technology. 

The key provision of the bill is the creation of a new 

Office of Science and Tech~logy ·Policy in the.Executive 

Office of the President. I first proposed legislation· 

to authorize this office in June 1975. I attach great 

importance not only to a strong National effort in science 

and technology but also to the availability of expert advice 

at all levels. in the Federal government. This new office 

will provide an important source of advice on the scientific, 

engineering, and technical aspects of issues that require · 

attention at the highest levels of government. 

The bill also calls for a two-year study of· the overall 

context of the Federal s~ience, engineering and technolog¥ 

effort. · This study should provide the basis for reassessing 

the organization and management of Federal research and 

development activities. It should help to•ensure that govern-

ment efforts are properly related to those of private 

enterprise whicf: btl( lis ~io ·~ has the primary responsibility 

for turning new idea s into new a n d improved productd and 

services f or the ma rketplace . 
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Finally, the bill calls upon the Director of the 

ne\'11 Office to establish an intergovernmental science, engineering 

and technology· advisory panel to identify problems of the 

State, regional and local levels \vhere science and technology . 

can contribute. 

Along with continued, vigorous support from the private 

sector, a strong Federal ~fort in science, - engineering and 

technology is critical to our future. t1y 1977 Budget calls 

for $24.7 billion for Federal research and development 

programs -- an increase of 11 percent over 1976 estimates. 

I am hopeful that the Congress will approve my funding 

requests, particularly those to increase Federal support of 

basic research. 

The National Science and Technology Policy Organizational 

and Priorities Act of 1976 reflects a renewed recognition 

of the importance of scientific, engineering and technological 

contributions. It. symbolizes the confidence we Americans 

·have in our ability to improve our way of life and to find 

better solutions to the problems of the future.~ J2 ~ 
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STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT 

Two hundred years ago, one of this Nation's Pounding 

Fathers and a man of great.intellect-- Thomas Jefferson-­

observed, •KDowledge is power, knowledge ia safety, knowledge 

ia happiness.• 

Jefferson knew, as did the other great leaders who 

eatabliahed this ~public, that the pursuit and wise appli­

cation of new knowledge are essential to any nation's 

progress. They encouraged exploration, new methods of 

agriculture, the establishment of scientific societies 

and institutions of higher learninq, and protection and 

inprovrement of the Nation's health. They supported those 

who sought to expand America's pbysical and intellectual 

frontiers -- our explorers, scientists, inventors, engin-rs, 

and teachers. 

This strong emphaaia on progress throuqh knowledge bas 

continued throughout our history. It has been instrumental 

in helping de'V8lop the America we know -- ita aqriculture, 

induatry, economy, health, national security, and Jany of 

the amenities we enjoy. Science, engineering and teabDology 

have combined to become a basic underlying force in American 

life -- a force that America has shared with ~1e world to 

the ultimate benefit of all mankind. 

i'loW as we enter our Third Century science, enqineerinq 

and teahnoloqy are nDre important than ever in meetinq the 

challenges and opportunities which lie ahead for this Nation 

and the world. 

The bill that I am ai g 0 -- Cbe National Science 

and Teohnoloqy Polioy, Organisation and Priori ties Act of 

1976, H.R. 10230 -- will help us in meetinq those challenges. 

It outlines a oomprehensi ve polioy for achievement of our 

national objectives throu9b the effective utilization of 

science and technology. 
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The key provision of the bill is the creation of a 

new Office of Science and ~bnoloqy Policy in the Bxacutive 

Office of the President. I first proposed legislation to 

authorize this office in June 1975. I attach great iapor­

tanae not ooly to a strong aational effort in science and 

teobnology but also to the availability of expert advice 

at all levels in the Federal government. ~his new office 

vill pmvide an illportant source of advice on the scientific, 

engineering, and teahnioal upecta of issues that require 

attention at the higbeat levels of gove~t. 

The bill also calla for a two-year stud¥ of the overall 

oontext of the Federal aoienae, engin .. rinq and technology 

effort. This study should pro.ide the baaia for reassessing 

the orgaaiaation and ~MDAqement of Federal research and de­

valopment activities. It ahould help to ensure that qovarnant 

efforta are properly related to those of private enterprise 

which baa the primaJ:y naponaibili ty for t\U'Iling new ideas 

into new and ialproved pr:oducta and aervicea for the -.rketplace. 

Pinally, the bill calla upon the Director of the new 

office to establish an interqovemment.al science, engineering 

and technoloqy adviaoxy paael to identify proble• of tbe 

State, regional and local levels where science and technology 

can contribute. 

Along with continued, vigorous support. from the private 

sector, a strong Federal effort in science, engineerinq and 

tacbnology ia critical to our future. ~ 1977 Bud9et calls 

for $24.7 billion for Federal research and development 

programs - an incxeue of ll pa•oeat. ov•r li"l' eau-tea. 

I am hopeful that the Congreas vill approve l'lfi funding 

nqueata, particularly those to increue Federal support 

of basic researCh. 
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Tbe National Soienoe and Technology Policy Orqaniaational 

and Prioritiea Aat of 1976 reflects a renewed reoog'nition of 

the importance of scientific, engineering and technological 

contributions. It aymboliaea the confidence we Americana 

have in our ability to improve our way of life and to find 

better aolutiona to the problema of the future. I take qreat 

pleasure in aigning this bill into law. 
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EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET 

/ WASHINGTON. D.C. 20503 

.. MAY 7 1976 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

Subject: Enrolled Bill H.R. 10230 - National Science and 
Technology Policy, Organization, and Priorities Act of 1976 

Sponsor - Rep. Teague (D) Texas and 24 others 

Last for Action 

May 14, 1976 - Friday 

Purpose 

Establishes an Office of Science and Technology Policy in the 
Executive Office of the President; sets forth the functions 
of that Office; establishes a temporary, two-year Committee on 
Science and Technology to survey overall Federal science efforts; 
establishes an interagency council to coordinate the science­
related programs of 13 Federal agencies; and establishes a panel 
representing States and localities to foster the use of science 
and technology in solving problems at those levels of Government. 

Agency Recommendations 

Office of Management and Budget 

National Science Foundation 
Council on Environmental Quality 
Department of Agriculture 
Department of Commerce 
Department of Transportation 
Energy Research and Development 

Administration 
. Environmental Protection Agency 
Veterans Administration 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Smithsonian Institution 
Council of Economic Advisers 
Department of.Defense 

Approval (Signing 
statemen~ attached) 

Approval 
Approval 
Approval 
Approval 
Approval 

Approval 
Approval 
Approval 
Approval 
Approval 
No objection 
No objection 

, 
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STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT 

I am very pleased to sign into law H.R. 10230, a bill that 

will establish an Office of Science and Technology Policy in the 

Executive Office of the President. 

The Congress and the .Executive'Branch have cooperated closely 

in the development of sound legis~ation that will allow me and 

future Presidents to have close at hand another valuable source 

of advice on our national goals and policies. 

As I stated when I proposed legislation for this purpose 

last June, I attach a great deal of importance to a strong 

national effort in science, engineering, and technology. From 

my earliest days in public life, ,I have been impressed with the 

contributions these fields have rrrade to the continued progress 

and well-being of the Nation. The expansion of knowledge through 

scientific research and the development of new products and 

processes are essential to the health, productivity, and security 

of all our people. And I have backed up these beliefs with 

action -- my proposed Budget for fiscal year 1977 contains signifi­

cant increases in the research and development programs of a 

number of Federal agencies. 

This legislation provides, for the first time, a basis in 

statute for a science policy office within the President's 

Executive Office. It includes a comprehensive set of policy 

objectives to guide Federal decisions concerning the uses of 

science and technology in achieving our national objectives. 

The bill also creates a Presidential committee which will 

operate with the new office and with my other adivsers to review 

the Federal Government's support and use of science and technology. 

Such a review is indeed timely. Many of the important decisions 

that set the course of science in the United States were made 

in the period following World War II. As we enter our third 

, 
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century, it is entirely appropriate to take a new look at the 

contributions that science and technology can make and at the 

organizations and methods by which the Nation sponsors and supports 

research and developme~t. 

Two hundred years ago Thomas Jefferson stated "Knowledge is 

power, knowledge is safety, knowledge. is happiness." The drive 

to develop and apply knowledge has always been a fundamental 

characteristic of our country. Science and .technology, under our 

Nation's principles, are a force for good, a force for peace, a 

force for the pursuit of happiness -- and a force that America 

has sought to share with all humanity. 

' 
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5/7/76 

SIGNING STATEHENT 

I am very pleased to sign into law H.R. 10230, a bill 

that has as its .primary purpose the creation of a ne>-1 

Office of Science and Technology Policy in the Executive 

Office of the President. 

Creation of the new office is especially important 

·to me because it means that we will have close at hand a 

new source of advice on scientific, engineering and tech­

nical aspec.ts of issues and problems that require attention 

at the highest levels of Government. The bill reflects 

the importance that the people of our nation attach to the 

contributions of science, engineering, and technology in 

achieving key national goals and objectives. It symbolizes 

the confidence we have in America in our ability to 

improve our way of life and to find better answers to the 

problem~ that confront us. 

Last June when I proposed legislation to create the 

new office, I pointed out that the expansion of knowledge 

through scientific research and the successful and creative 

employment of our scientific and technological capabilities 

are essential to the growth, stability and security of the 

Nation. 

Along with continued, vigorous support from the private 

sector, a strong Federal effort in science, engineering, 

and technology is critical to our future. 1-iy 19 77 Budget 

calls for $24.7 billion-- an increase of 11 percent over 
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1976 estimates. I am hopeful that the Congress Hill 

approve my funding requests, particularly those to increase 

Federal support of basic research. 

In addition to the creation of the new office, the 

National Science and Technology Policy, Organization and 

Priori ties Act of 1976 \vhich ·I am signing today, sets forth 

a comprehensive statement of policy objectives concerning 

ths use of science and technology in achieving our national 

objectives. 

The bill also calls for the creation of a Presidential 

Committee to conduct a t'~;.;o-year study of the overall 

content of the Federal science, engineering and technology 

effort. Such a review is indeed.timely. Many of the 

important decisions that set the course of action for 

science in the United States were made in the period following 

World ~·lar II. As '.ve enter our third century, it is entirely 

appropriate to take a new look at the contributions that 

science and technology can make, and at the organizations 

and methods by which the Federal Government sponsors and 

supports research and development. 

· Two hundred years ago, Th-:Jmas Jefferson stated, "Knm-Tledge 

is power, knowledge is safety, knowledge is happiness." 

The drive to develop and apply knowledge has been a 

fundamental characteristic of our country since Jefferson's 

time. Science and technology, under our Nation's principles, 

are a force for good, a force for peace, a force for the 

pursuit of happiness -- and a force that America has sought 

to share \vith humanity. 

' 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

this is the OMB version of the 
signing statement which came with 
the enrolled bill report. OMB 
has no problem with the signing 
statement Glenn Schleede has 
substituted. 

Judy 5/7 
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STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT 

I am very pleased to sign into law H.R. 10230, a bill that 

will establish an Office of Science and Technology Policy in the 

Executive Office of the President. 

The Congress and the Executive Branch have cooperated closely 

in the development of sound legislation that will allow me and 

future Presidents to have close at hand another valuable source 

of advice on our national goals and policies. 

As I stated when I proposed legislation for this purpose 

last June, I attach a great deal of importance to a strong 

national effort in science, engineering, and technology. From 

my earliest days in public life, I have been impressed with the 

contributions these fields have made to the continued progress 

and well-being of the Nation. The expansion of knowledge through 

scientific research and the development of new products and 

processes are essential to the health, productivity, and security 

of all our people. And I have backed up these beliefs with 

action -- my proposed Budget for fiscal year 1977 contains signifi­

cant increases in the research and development programs of a 

number of Federal agencies. 

This legislation provides, for the first time, a basis in 

statute for a science policy office within the President's 

Executive Office. It includes a comprehensive set of policy 

objectives to guide Federal decisions concerning the uses of 

science and technology in achieving our national objectives. 

The bill also creates a Presidential committee which will 

operate with the new office and with my other adivsers to review 

the Federal Government's support and use of science and technology. 

Such a review is indeed timely. Many of the important decisions 

that set the course of science in the United States were made 

in the period following World War II. As we enter our third 
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century, it is entirely appropriate to take a new look at the 

contributions that science and technology can make and at the 

organizations and methods by which the Nation sponsors and supports 

research and development. 

Two hundred years ago Thomas Jefferson stated "Knowledge is 

power, knowledge is safety, knowledge is happiness." The drive 

to develop and apply knowledge has always been a fundamental 

characteristic of our country. Science and technology, under our 

Nation's principles, are a force for good, a force for peace, a 

force for the pursuit of happiness -- and a force that America 

has sought to share with all humanity. 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

ACTION MEMORANDUM WASHINGTON LOG NO.: 

Date: 
7 .. IJ.aJ' 

Time: 530pm 

FOR ACTION: Glenn Schleede cc (for information): 
Robert Hartmann ~Bill Seidman~ 
Max Friedersdorf~ 
Ken Lazarus~· 

;cJs ~ 
FROM THE STAFF SECRETARY 

Jack Marsh 
Ed Schmutts 
Jim Cavanaugh 
Paul Leach 
Judy Hope 
Steve McConahey 
David Lissy 

DUE: Date: May 8 Time: noon 

SUBJECT: 

H.R. 10230 - ational Science and Technology Polity, 
Organization and Priorities Act of 1976 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

-- For Necessary Action --For Your Recommendations 

-- Prepare Agenda and Brief --Draft Reply 

..._x_ For Your Comments __ Draft Remarks 

REMARKS: 

Please return to Judy Johnston, Ground Floor iest Wing 

PLEASE ATTACH THIS COPY TO MATERIAL SUBMITTED. 

If you have any questions or if you anticipate a 
delay in submitting the required material, please 
telephone the Staff Secretary immediately. 

K. R. COLE. JR. 
For the President 

' 



HEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

w ..... SH', -:;-eN 

May 8, 1976 

JI!-1 CAVANAPGH 

MAX L. FRIEDERSDORF "~( ·6, 
H. R. 1023_0 - National Science and Technology 

Policy, Organization and Priorities Act of 1976 

The Office of Legislative Affairs concurs with the agencies 

that the subject bill be signed with statement. 

Attachments 

, 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

ACTION :MEMORANDUM WASHINGTON LOG NO.: 

Date: May 7 
Time: 530pm 

FOR ACTION: v~e;;.r~chleede 
Robert Hartmann 
Max Friedersdorf 
Ken Lazarus 
NSC/S 

cc (for information): Jack Marsh 
Bill Seidman 

FROM THE STAFF SECRETARY 

DUE: Date: May 8 Time: 

SUBJECT: 

Ed Schrnults 
Jim Cavanaugh 
Paul Leach · 
Judy Hope 
Steve McConahey 
David Lissy 

noon -
H.R. 10230 - National Science and Technology Policy, 

Organization and Priorities Act of 1976 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

-- For Necessary Action __ For Your Recommendations 

-- Prepare Agenda and Brief --Draft Reply 

_x_ For Your Comments --Draft Remarks 

REMARKS: 

Please return to Judy Johnston, Ground Floor West Wing 

PLEASE ATTACH THIS COPY TO MATERIAL SUBMITTED. 

I£ you have any questions or i£ you anticipate a 
delay in submitting the required material, please 
telephone the Staff Secretary immediately. James M. Cnnnon 

For thA ?~es • dent 

, 



THE WHITE HOUSE 
~ 

ACTION :\1EMORANDUM WASIIIXOTON LOG NO.: 

Date: May 7 
Time: 530pm 

FOR ACTION: Glenn Schleede 
Robert Hartmann 
Max Friedersdorf 
Ken Lazaru~ 
NSC/S 

cc (for information): Jack Marsh 
Bill Seidman 

FROM THE STAFF SECRETARY 

DUE: Date: May 8 Time: 

SUBJECT: 

Ed Schmults 
Jim Cavanaugh 
Paul Leach 
Judy Hope 
Steve McConahey 
David Lissy 

noon 

H.R. 10230 - National Science and Technology Policy, 
Organization and Priorities Act of 1976 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

---- For Necessary Action --·-For Your Recommendations 

----- Prepare Agenda and Brie£ --- Draft Reply 

__x __ For Your Comments ---- Dro.H Remarks 

REMARKS: 

Please return to Judy Johnston, Ground Floor West Wing 

No objection --Ken Lazarus 5/10/76 

PLEASE ATTACH THIS COPY TO MATERIAL SUBMITTED. 

I£ you have any questions or i£ you anticipate a. 
delay in submitting the required material, please 
telephone the Staff Secrefo.ry im.media.tely. James Jd. Cnnn()n 

.. For the PP(4 ~ t ,~rT: 
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MEMORANDUM 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

May 8, 1976 

MEMORANDUM FOR: JAMES M. CANNON 

Jeanne W. Dav~ 
H. R. 10230 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

2687 

The NSC Staff concurs in the Proposed Enrolled Bill H. R. 10230 -
National Science and Technology Policy, Organization and Priorities 
Act of 1976. 

' 




