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• 
COHMENTS ON H.R. 9058(Sept. 16 Conunittee Print) 

Subject/Problem 

NATIONAL SCIENCE & TECHNOLOGY POLICY 

Role of Executive Office of the Pres. (EOP) 
Problem: Overstates or perhaps 
misstates the role that is appropriate 
for the EOP, particularly with respect 
to assisting agencies with "mobilizing 
resources" and "securing funding". 
Problem: The word 11 central 11 before 
policy planning turns out to be 
offensive in conotation. It doesn't 
appear necessary to the section since 
the second sentence makes clear that 
the focus is on the EOP 

Importance of stability of S&T institu
ions: 
. "Paramount",or similar words modifying 

the importance of stability of 
institutions, on line 15, really aren't 
correct. 

• Stability is important but shouldn't 
take precedence over quality of 
research or timliness . Balance among 
these concepts should be the objective. 

Reference. to education in needed discip
lines: (line 19) 
. Wording suggests prejudice in favor of 

education in disciplines when the real 
objective--base of scientific knowledge-
would cover educational needs in their 
proper context. 

Source House Sci. Tech. 
of Prop. Ctte. Staff 

Pro osed Chan e Change · Conclusion 
~~~~~~-----------4~==~-

Reword Sec. 102 (b) (1) 

Eliminate word central 

Delete the word "paramount 11 or 
substitute an adjective that 
reflects the need for balance, 
such as ''relative", 11 high". 

Slight rewording to focus 
emphasis on the end objective. 

Goldwin 

It 

O'Neil 

O'Neil 

Do not want to 
change; feel 
strongly that 
OSTP role i s 
already quali_ 
fied. 
Won't change. 
Have already 
toned down 
emphasis on 
central role 

Understand Prob
lem; have pres
sure on them to 
keep; will 
change to 
"singular", wi 1h 
intent of mean.:ig 
"separate" 
rather than 
highest priority 

\von' t change. 
Cong. Mosher & 
Esch insist on 
some emphasis m 
science educ. 
(This is part c:f 
long-standing 
dif. of opinion-

nMR F. ("i-i-P. 
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• 204(b) 14 
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Proposed Chansrc 

Antitrust 
. Problem: The words "to compel competitive Merely delete the clause. 

economic pluralism" are objectionable to 
some, in part because they may not 
reflect fully and accurately the purposes 
of antitrust regulation. Words aren't 
necessary to paragraph, and could even 
have the effect of limiting it. 

OFFICE OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY POLICY 

J. 
Source of 
Proposed 

g_nge 

aouse Sci & Tech. 
Ctte. Staff 
Conclusion 

Goldwin Accepted . Change 
will be made 
by Committee Star 

Role of OSTP in Budget formulation . Merely delete "and the agencies" O'Neill Can't accept. Und~ 
strong pressure to 
increase role of 
OSTP in the 

Problem: The words "and the agencies" 
on line 6 suggests that OSTP should 
take on a promotional role--which 
most now seem to agree is inappropriate 
for an EOP ofifice. Role in Budget 
formulation is reflected fully witho11t 
these words . (Fact is that there is anJ 
excellent market in the EOP for good 
sound S&T advice, including advice in, 
the budget formulation stage. This 
market plus the competence that OSTP can 
develop will be the determinants of 
impact!) 

• 

Budg~t process. 
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Criteria for determining S&T activities 
for Federal support: 

Problem: Current wording does not 
(inadvertantly) overcome a problem noted 
in earlier version; i . e., the suggestion 
that S&T activities may be ends in 
thc ffi s clvcs rather than means to achieve 
national objectives . 

Review of statutes and regulations affec ting 
R&D: 
. Problems: 

- Purpose of review isn't stated . 
As now stated , is somewhat too narrow in 
that Pederal actions(e . g . , regulations) 
affecting other sectors ' activities are 
not clearly covered • 

Reports and recommendations . For organiz 
ational purity, it should be c lear that 
reports from OSTP go first to the Pres ident 
who would transmit to the Congress 

Question has been raised as to the meaning 
of words on lines 20-22 beginning with 
"without" . They were in Administration 
bill and we are checking the meaning . 
(Relates to contract authority) 

.. 

Source of House Sci & Tech 
Proposed Ctte . Staff 

Proposed Chan~.:..:f C::.-------------t_C_hang~ Conclusion 

Reword somewhat to tie S&T clearl 
to overall efforts to achieve 
national objectives . 

Reword somewhat to state purpose 
and assure that Federal action 
covering non- Pederal sectors 
are withi~ scope of review . 

Slight. change in wording . 

? (Change if necessary to make 
it correct. Sure no policy 
issue is involved.) 

O'Neill 

Schleede 

Buchen 

Buchen 

Accepted . Change 
will be made as 
a clarifying 
Amendment intra. 
by Chairman in 
Ctte . mark-up. 

Accepted. As above 

Accepted . Change 
will be made by 
Ctte . Staff. 

This has been chec~ 
out by OMB and 
by House Legis. 
Council & found OK . 
as is . 
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Reorganization Plan 
. Problem: As now worded, seems to 

provide an "item veto" in reorganization 
plan provisions which is inconsistent 
with the concept of reorganization plans 
and with apparent intent of the rest 
of the section. Very bad precedent. 

FEDERAL S&T SURVEY COMMITTEE 

Absolute deadline on appointment of 
Committee: 

Absolute deadlines can be very 
difficult to meet and still get good 
people. Prefer adding some 
flexibility. 

Appointment of Survey Committee personnel 
. Problem: If personnel are subject to 

all civil service laws , there is 
almost certainly to be an unnecessary 
delay--particularly in getting the 
kind of people needed for this 
activity. (Cf. \¥ith sec. 205 on OSTP) 

• 

ProDosed Cha.nqc 

Source of 
Proposed 
Chang.e .... 

Buchen 
Merely eliminate words "provi ion 
contained in a" on line 23, p ge 17 . 

Buchen 

.Remove 90 day deadline. 

. Make parrallel with Sec. 205& s~~leede 

(suggested wgrding in the dra·t 
we've marke~ up is inartful. 

needs better fix.) 

House Sci & Tech 
Ctte. Staff 
Conclusi on 

Accepted. Change 
will be made by 
Ctte. staff. 

Can't accept since 
there would be no 
deadline and there 
is some fear in 
Ctte. that Survey 
never would begin. 

Can't accept. Point 
out that wording 
really permits ~ way 
out. Put in here 
specifically in 
attempt to rnolify 
House PO & Civil 
Svs. Ctte--and to 
preserve excepted 
status for OSTP . 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

October ,, 1975 

:::er yo~ th Presidentll~l 
egar · the 
Cong.~ue an 

Vice 
call 
Mosher 

tached. 

Pre 'dent to o this, Dick If~u nt t 
Al n sugg sts tomorrow 
mo g as e best time 
for h m to lace the call. 

I' 1 suggest that 
the .P. make the 
call (Memo attached) 

make the 

p 

' 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

October 1, 1975 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE VICE PRESIDENT 

FROM : 

SUBJECT 

JIM CANNON 

Legislation to Create the Office of 
Science and Technology 

Policy (OSTP) 

With regard to the above, I recommend that you call 
Congressman Teague and Mosher, preferably tomorrow 
morning, Thursday, October 2, 1975, and make the 
following points: 

The bill, while different from the one 
submitted by the President on June 6, looks 
like a good bill and the Administration can 
support it actively if it emerges from the 
Committee and House essentially as it now 
stands. 

We hope they can head off major changes that 
might give problems and lead to delays. 

Administration staff has worked closely with 
Phil Yeager on some changes to the bill (HR 9058) 
originally introduced by Teague and Mosher on 
July 30. Both Phil Yeager and Bill Wells of the 
staff have been very helpful and cooperative. 
Changes from the July 30 version have been 
worked out which solve some relatively minor 
problems while retaining fully the basic 
features of the bill. ' 



MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON ACTION 

September 30, 1975 

JIM CANNON 

L GISLATION TO CREATE THE OFFICE 
OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY POLICY 
(OSTP) 

During a conversation yesterday with Phil Yeager (Counsel 
of the House Science and Technology Committee, Chaired 
by Congressman Teague) he asked that you or the Vice 
President call Congressman Teague and Congressman Mosher 
and inform them that the latest version of the Teague
Masher bill is acceptable to the Administration and would 
be supported if reported by the Committee and passed by 
the House in its present form. He would like the calls 
to occur as soon as possible but not later than October 7. 
The Committee meets to consider the bill on October 8. 

Congressmen Teague and Mosher want the call (a) as a clear 
signal of Administration support, and (b) to strengthen 
their hands against amendments that they expect to be 
offered in the Committee and perhaps on the floor. 

A full updated report on the status and outlook for the 
bill and a description and evaluation of its contents is 
attached at Tab A. 

A review of the actions taken within the Administration 
and with the Committee staff -- which I believe justify 
the recommendations that follow -- is included at Tab B. 

The latest bill (which doesn't reflect a few minor changes 
obtained yesterday) is at Tab C. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. The bill has been reviewed thoroughly with the senior 
staff (summarized below), but has not been submitted 
to the President for formal approval. I recommend that 

' 
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you seek the President's oral approval during your 
next review session with him. 

2. I also recommend that you or the Vice President call 
both Teague and Mosher by October 7, preferably 
making the following points: 

The bill, while different from the one submitted 
by the President on June 6, looks like a good bill 
and the Administration can support it actively if 
it emerges from the Committee and House essentially 
as it now stands. 

We hope they can head off major changes that might 
give problems and lead to delays. 

Administration staff has worked closely with 
Phil Yeager on some changes to the bill (HR 9058) 
originally introduced by Teague and Mosher on 
July 30. Both Phil Yeager and Bill Wells of the 
staff have been very helpful and cooperative. 
Changes from the July 30 version have been 
worked out which solve some relatively minor 
problems while retaining fully the basic features 
of the bill. 

CONGRESSIONAL RELATIONS STAFF 

I haven't briefed Max Friedersdorf or his staff on the 
latest developments summarized above. You may want to 
consider giving him a copy of this memo or otherwise 
bringing him up to date. 

Attachment 

P.S. Phil Yeager just called and asked that, assuming 
we can support the bill, we also get the word to 
other members of the Committee, particularly 
Congressmen Wydler and Fuqua, and hopefully to 
all Minority members of the Committee who are 
anxious to know the Administration's position. 

' 





TAB A 
9/30/75 

STATUS AND EVALUATION OF THE LEGISLATION TO CREATE AN 
OFFICE OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY POLICY IN THE EXECUTIVE 

OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 

STATUS AND OUTLOOK 

House. A revised version of a bill (HR 9058) introduced 
in the House by Congressman Teague and Mosher on 
July 30, 1975 will be marked up by the House Science 
and Technology Committee on October 8, 1975. The bill 
is likely to be reported to and passed by the full 
House during the week of October 20. 

Senate. Three Committees involved. Committees and 
the key players are: Aeronautics and Space (Moss); 
Commerce (Tunney) and Labor & Welfare (Kennedy) . 
Senator Moss has been pushing for acceptance of the 
President's bill and for prompt action. House bill 
is acceptable to him as it now stands. 

Latest assessment is that other players generally 
accept the Teague-Mosher bill but (a) may want to 
make a few changes and additions, (b) want some 
public exposure, and (c) don't want to be accused 
of holding up the bill. 

Current agreement among Committees is that each key 
player will hold one day of hearings with Kennedy 
(October 28) and Tunney (not yet set) to hear witnesses 
from scientific community and Moss to hear the Adminis
tration (Guy Stever) on November 14. 

Final Action is still possible before Christmas. Bill 
should provide the basis for a good bipartisan signing 
ceremony. 

THE TEAGUE-MOSHER BILL (HR. 9058) 

Teague and Mosher introduced the President's bill 
(which was sent up on June 26) to create an Office of 
Science and Technology Policy (OSTP), but shortly 
thereafter -- July 30 -- introduced a new bill (HR 9058) 
which the Committee will consider instead of the 
President's bill. 

' 
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After a series of staff level discussions, the House 
Committee staff has revised the bill, obtained the 
approval of Teague and Mosher, and is now reviewing 
it with other members of the Committee, with the 
objective of having most if not all problems ironed 
out before October 8. 

The latest available version of HR 9058 is attached. 

HR 9058 has three principal titles: 

Title I - declares a national policy on science 
and technology. 

Title II - creates an Office of Science and 
Technology Policy as proposed by the President, with 
three exceptions: 

The Director would be subject to Senate 
confirmation. 
The President would have the discretion of 
appointing up to four assistant directors, to be 
compensated at rates not to exceed Level III. 
(This provision is designed to allow this 
President and his successors to structure the 
Office as they prefer; e.g., a Director and 
Deputy; a 3 or 5-man Council; etc. This 
should head off the fight that was expected 
over whether an office or council should be 
created.) 
The functions of the Office are spelled out in 
more detail. 

Title III - establishes in the Executive Office of 
the Pres1dent -- either as a part of the OSTP or 
in such other manner as the President may direct -
a Federal Science and Technology Survey Committee, 
with staff. 

The Committee is to consist of from 5 to 12 
members, appointed by the President within 90 
days after confirmation of the OSTP Director. 
The OSTP Director shall be chairman of the 
Committee. 
Members may be from within or outside the 
Government. 
The Committee is to survey and examine the overall 
context of Federal science and technology effort, 
including missions, goals, funding, organization, 
etc., and submit a report of its findings and 
conclusions within 24 months. 

' 



EVALUATION 

- 3 -

The President shall transmit the report to the 
Congress with comments and recommendations within 
60 days thereafter. 

Overall: The bill submitted by the President would be 
preferable, but the latest version (attached) is a 
good compromise between the President's bill and 
other bills that have been considered in the House. 

Title I - The science and technology policy statement 
is a modified version of one introduced earlier by 
Teague and Mosher (HR 4461). The whole idea of legis
lating an S&T policy is questionable, but the statement 
is rather harmless. The Committee will insist on having 
a policy statement. 

Title II - The Congress will insist on confirmation for 
the Director. The discretionary authority for up to 
four assistant directors is a clever compromise. As 
now written, the statement of OSTP functions should be 
acceptable but there are pressures to make them more 
specific -- particularly with respect to the OSTP role 
in advising on scientific and technical aspects of the 
Budget. 

Title III - The bill would be better without the 
requirement for a Survey Committee but the House Committee 
is unlikely to go for its deletion. The Committee idea 
is being used by Teague and Mosher to head off a wide 
variety of proposals from other members of the Committee 
proposals which range from making the OSTP functions 
broader to the creation of a Department of Science and 
Technology and the creation of a statutory interagency 
S&T committee. 

' 





TAB B 
9/30/75 

DISCUSSIONS WITHIN THE ADMINISTRATION 
AND WITH TEAGUE COMMITTEE STAFF 

Initial Review and Discussions. In mid-August, I 
obtained high level staff Vlews and comments on the 
July 30 version of the Teague-Mosher bill (HR 9058) 
from OMB, NSC, and Office of the White House Counsel 
and also had the benefit of suggestions from Guy 
Stever, Hans Mark, Si Ramo, Bill Baker and Dick Allison. 
Views and suggestions were generally consistent. After 
compiling views and developing specific suggestions for 
word changes, I met with Phil Yeager and Bill Wells of 
the Committee staff. Yeager and Wells accepted and 
subsequently incorporated in a September 16 revision 
of HR 9058 almost every change v.1e proposed. The most 
important changes were: 

l. Revising the statement of science and technology 
policy to: 

make clear that science and technology are views 
as means to achieve national objectives rather 
than ends in themselves. 
remove the concept that there should be a centrally 
developed strategy or centralized management of 
Federal (or national) R&D. Again attention was 
focused on end objectives. 

2. Revising the provisions on the OSTP to: 

remove the requirement for Senate confirmation 
for OSTP Assistant Directors. 
clarify the OSTP role in the Budget formulation 
and justification process -- to avoid creating 
(a) an OMB-OSTP rift and (b) another place where 
agencies have to justify their budgets. 
emphasized scientific and technical advice to the 
President rather than central strategizing and 
management of Federal R&D activities. 

3. Revising the section creating a Science and Technology 
Survey Committee to: 

give the President the discretion to organize the 
Survey Comrriittee as a part of OSTP or separately. 
make the Director of OSTP the Chairman of the 
Survey Committee. 

' 
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make scope of survey more flexible. 
give 24 rather than 15 months for the survey. 
have Committee report to the President who would 
transmit report to Congress with his recommenda
tions -- rather than having Committee report 
directly to the Congress and the President. 

Senior Staff Review 

On September 22, you circulated a Committee Staff Revision 
of the bill to Senior Staff for review and comment. The 
reactions were as follows: 

Buchen (Lazarus) - Could accept bill but would like 
some changes. 

Friedcrsdorf - Recommend accepting revised bill. 
Hartmann - Accept revised bill. 
Lynn (O'Neill) - Could accept bill but would like 

some changes. 
Marsh - No response 
Rumsfeld - Cheney indicated no specific comments. 
Scowcroft - Accept revised bill. 
Seidman - No problems with bill. 
Goldwin - Would like to see some word changes. 

My view is that the changes suggested by O'Neill, Lazarus 
and Goldwin were useful but not critical. I summarized 
them and made one more run at the Committee staff on 
September 29. The comments and results are summarized 
in the attachment. Briefly, of the 14 changes suggested: 

4 were accepted and will be fixed by Committee staff 
and technical changes in language. 

2 were accepted and will be introduced as clarifying 
amendments by the Chairman. 

1 (by Lazarus) was withdrawn when another provision 
of the bill solving the problem was pointed out. 

1 technical problem was reviewed with lawyers and 
found not to be a problem. 

6 won't be accepted -- largely because of counter
vailing pressures from Committee members. 

' 
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Summary Review 

I think we've: 

obtained all the critical changes (and a fair number 
of the cosmetic ones) so that OSTP can become a 
useful addition to the OSTP. 

bent over backwards to consider views of others in 
the EOP thus, hopefully, have helped pave the way 
for acceptance of the new organization by those 
who haven't been enthusiastic about creation of 
OSTP. 

' 
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£COM,MITTEE PRINT1 
H.R. 9058 WITH SUGGESTED REVISIONS 

September 16, 1975 
Showing matter to be deleted in linetype and matter to be 

inserted in italic 

94TH CONGRESS H R 9058 1sT SESSION 

• • 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

JULY 30, 1975 

Mr. TEAGUE (£or himself and Mr. MosHER) introduced the following bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Science and Technology 

[Omit the part struck through and insert the part printed in italic] 

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 scientifio research and information handling, and in the 

use thereof, to amend the National Science Foundation Act 

of 1950, and for other purposes. 

1 Be 'Lt enacted by the Senate and House of Representa-

2 tives of the Un,ited States of America in Congress assembled, 

3 That this Act may be cited as the "National Science n11d 

4 Technology Policy and Organization Act of 197 5". 

, 
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1 TitLE I-NATIONAL SCIENCE -AND 

2 TECHNOLOGY POLICY 

3 FINDINGS 

4 SEc. 101. (a) The Congress, reoogni~ing the profound 

5 impact of science and technology on society, and the inter-

6 relations of scientific, technological, economic, social, polit-

7 ical, and institutional factors, hereby finds and declares-

8 ( 1) that the general welfare, the security, the eoo-

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

nomic growth and stability of the Nation, the conserva

tion and efficient utilization of its na.tural and human 

resources, and the effective functioning of government 

and society require vigorous, perceptive support and 

employment of science and technology in achieving na

tional objectives; and 

( 2) that the many large and complex scientific 

factors- which 1increasingly influence the course of national 

and international events require appropriate provision 

to incorporate scientific and technological knowledge in 

the national decisionmaking proces·s. 

(b) As a consequence, the Congres's finds and declares 

21 that the Nation~ gooJs fuf: science and technology should 

22 include contribute without heing limited to the following 

~:J National goals: 

24 ( 1) fostering wtwld leadership in the quest for 

international peace and progress toward human freedom, 

.. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

3 

dignity, and well-being by enlarging the ·contributions 

of American scientists and engineers .to the knowledge 

of man and his universe, by making discoveries of ba.sic 

science widely available at horne and abroad, and by 

ffift*Hm~ing the dissemination ttl utilizing technology in 

support of United States national and foreign policy 

goals; 

( 2) increasing the efficient use of essential rna-

terials and products, and generally contributing to eco

nomic opportunity, stability, and appropriate growth; 

( 3) assuring adequacy of fiood and energy for the 

Nation's needs; 

( 4) contributing to the national security; 

( 5) improving the Nation's health und medical 

care; and 

( 6) preserving, fostering, and restoring a healthful 

and esthetic natural environment, and developing Im

proved honsing and urhan and 1'm·a7 systems. 

Principles 

21 SEc. 102. (a) In view of the foregoing, the Congress 

22 declnres that the United States shnll adhere to a national 

23 policy for science and technology whif·h includes the follow-

24 ing principles: 

25 ( 1) the continuing devrlopment and implemcn-
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2 

3 

4 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

~I 
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tation of a national stfittegy strategies for determining 

and achieving the appropriate scope, level, direction, 

and extent of soientific and technological efforts based 

upon a continuous appraisal of the role for science and 

technology in achieving goals and formulating policies 

of the United States, and reflecting the views of States, 

municipalities, and representative public groups; 

(2) 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 preservation 

of a benign environment; 

( 3) the conduct of science and technology opera

tions so as to serve domestic needs while concurrently 

promoting foreign policy objectives, and, through the 

allocation of research and development resources, to 

maintain a proper mtie balance in the development and 

export of technology bet·.veen aid telaggffig foreign eoon

emies and ftttainHWttt of ttn BfJ:mt&hle ~ee in world 

trade markets; 

( 4) the recruitment, education, training, and re

training, and beneficial use of adequate numbers of scien

tists, engineers, and t€ehnologists., and insuria-g tfi.e.ir fu.ll 

n til i zation ; technologists; 

( 5) the development and maintenance of a solid 

.. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

5 

base for scwnee and technology m the United States, 

including: (A) strong participation ·of and cooperative 

relationships with State and local governments and the 

private sector, (B) the maintenance and strengthening 

of diversified scientific and technological capabilities in 

government, industry, and the universities, and the 

encouragement of independent initiatives based on such 

capabilities together with elimination of needless bar

riers to scientific and ~technological innovation, ( 0) 

10 effective management and dissemination of scientific and 

11 technological information, (D) establishment of es-

12 sential technical and industrial standards and test 

13 methods, and (E) promotion of increased public under-

14 standing of science and technology; and 

15 ( 6) the recognition that, as changing circumstances 

1G require periodic revision and adaptation of title I of this 

17 Act, the Federal Government is responsible for identify-

IS ing and interpreting the changes in .those circumstances 

19 as they .occur, and for effecting subsequent changes in 

20 title I as appropriate. 

21 Implementation 

22 (b) To implement the policy enunciated in subsection 

23 (a) of this section, the Congress declares that: 

24 -f-lt ~re shoula be a e€ntffil poliey planning ele-

25 ment ffi the exeeuti¥e branch te guide executive agencies 
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13 

14 

15 

16 
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Ht meffifuftn-g Fesourees fu:F esst>fttiftl seteoo-e ftfH:l -teeh

nology pt'Bg'Pftffi&,- t6 present t6 tfi.e CongTess tfi.e jtffiti

fi.etltion e£ Stielt :f*'BgftHttfl;- -te aid ffi seet.ffing appropriate 

ffinJing fu:F tftolre pl'ogrRmH, ttntl te Fe-view systemati{'ftlly 

Fedeml seiettee pelffiy Rntl :f*'Bgmms ~ te f'eeom 

mend legllilttti-ve nmendmeut thereof -\ffie:H: ll€€fl.e.d.. A 

fftftjer eompone:H:t Bf tlHs sti'Hcl&e HlteHld he oo advisory 

meehflnism witfiffi .the E*Ce~ Q.ffiee e£ the PFesident 

se tlmt the Ghiet E*:eettti¥e HillY htwe tW&ilahle inJe

pe:H:dent, C*pert judgment ood a:ssistftnee e:H: policy 

matters whielt f'ett-uire tteeHf'ate fl:OOCS'Sments e£ the eoffi-

:piC* seiefttffie ood teelmologica:l katures i:H:volved. 

(1) The Federal Government should maintain cen-

tml policy planning elements in the e:recutive branch 

which assist. Federal agencies in (A) identifying public 

problems and objectives, (B) mobilizing scientific and 

technological resources for essential national programs, 

(C) securing appropriate funding for programs so iden

tified, (D) anticipating future concerns to which science 

and technology can contribut~· awl devising strategies for 

the conduct of science and technology for such purposes, 

(E) reviewing systematically Federal science policy and 

programs anrl recommending legislative amendment 

thereof when needed. Such elements should include an 

advisory mechanism within the Executive Office of the 

.. 
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President so that the Chief Executive may have available 

independent, expe1·t judgment and assistance on policy 

matters which require accurate assessments of the com

ple;v scientific and technological features involved. 

( 2) It is a responsibility of the Federal Govern-

ment to insure promote prompt, effective, reliable, and 

systematic transfer of seience and technology informa

tion by such appropriate methods as: the funding of 

technical evaluation centers, cost sharing of information 

dissemination programs conducted by such nongovern

mental organizations as industrial groups and technical 

societies, ft.lld or assi~·tance in the publication of properly 

certified seienee scientific and -teehnology technological 

information. In particular, it is recognized as a respon

sibility of the Federal Government not only to coordinate 

and unify its own science and technology information 

systems, but to facili·tate the close coupling of institu

tional scientific research with commercial application 

of the useful findings of science. 

(3) It is further an appropriate Federal function 

to support science and technology efforts which are ffi

tended expected to provide results beneficial to the pub

lic but which the~ private sector may be unwilling or 

unable to support. 

( 4) Science and technology activities which may be 
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properly supported exclusively by the Federal Govern

ment should be distinguished from those in which inter

ests are shared with State and local governments and 

the private sector. -GOOj:tt'ffitire Llmony these entities, co

operative relationships should he established -th&t vJhich 

encourage the sharing of science and technology de

cisionmaking, funding support, and program planning 

and execution ftffiBHg all iH-terestetl elements ffi sooiety. 

-f-&1- Ways tmd means sfiooltl oo develttpetl by -whi:eh 

the Federal GtWemffteftt eftfi determine tmd esffihl+sh the 

le-vcl ffi llfttiefiftl e&rt .ffi sei€:aee ftftd technology whieh 

should oo sustai:aetl;- tfrkiHg irue tteeettnt eempetmg p-ub

lie -B:ee4s ftftd fhYt'ailable resources. 

(5) Ways and means should be develope£[ by which 

the Federal Government can assess and help assure that 

an adequate national effort is maintained in science and 

technology, taking into account competing public needs, 

ava,ilable resources, and the contributions which science 

and technology can make to national goals and objectives. 

-f6t- Gmnting tlte f'tCefl ter- a vottFiety ffi ttpproo-ehes 

withtn ftft4 ftflt6Hg Fetlerttl, ~~ lB(-'ftl, a-00 nongov 

ernmentul tu·tiYitie-s ffi seieftee a-00 teelmology, it ffi 

essential tltat metmS be propertffi:aed te e:a4s ffi the 

eB:nffite.t et sei€:ace llfta teehnoffi.gy programs supported 

Br conducted by the Eederal GeYernmeftk SH:eh pr&-
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grams should be centrally rev-iewed tB ftSStl-fe r-afi.oftlll 

allocutiBft et fu:ads tmJ :resmtret>-S;- ffi idefttif:y p-trhlte prefr

lems aftd ebjeetives, ffi afttif'ipfrt;e Mttre eflfteffftS ffi 

w-ltH>h seiffiee tmJ reeltttel+Jg-y etm eeruri-l-Htte, a-00 te 

~ st¥A:fe gies ter the et-lfttttW47 e£ &eie:at'e ttttt± .fet>lrnel

egy toF tltese purposes-; 

-f+t ( 6') Comprehensive legislative support for the 

national science and tef'lmology effort reqnires that the 

Congress be regularly i11fonned of the condition, health 

and vitality, nnd funding requirements of science and 

technology, the relation of science and technology to 

ehanging national goals, and the need for legislative 

modification of the Federal endeavor awl structure at all 

levels as it relates to science and technology. 

Procednres 

16 (c) The Congress declares that, m 

17 and facilitate the implementation of the 

order to exp~d~ te 
I 

policy ennncia~ed 

18 in subsection (a) of this section, the following coordinate 

19 procedures are of paramount importance: 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

( 1) Federal procurement policy should encourage 

the use of science and technology to foster frugal use · 

of materials, energy, and appropriated funds; to assure 

quality environment; and to enhance product pelform-

ance. 

J. 59---097-0-2 
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( 2) Explicit criteria, including cost-effectiveness 

principles where fee:sible practicable, should be developed 

to itlentify the kinds of ooieooe applied research and tech

nology programs that are appropriate for -Federal fund

ing support and to determine the extent of snch support. 

Particular attention should be givcu to scientific and 

technological problems and opportunities offering promise 

of .social advantage that are so long range, geographically 

widespread, or economically diHused that the Federal 

Government constitutes the ltbst resort appropriate source 

for undertaking their support. Il-ewe-¥ff;- Sttelt prej-t>ets 

( 3) Federal promotion of science and technology 

should fHft*tmffie emphasize quality of research, recognize 

the singular importance of stability el in scientific and 

technologieal institutions, and, for nrgent tasks, must seek 

to assw'e timeliness of results. \Vith particular reference 

to Federal support for basic research, funds should be 

allocated to encourage education in needed disciplines, 

to provide a base of scientific _knowledge from which 

future essential technological development can he 

launched, and to add to the cultural heritage of the 

Nation. 

gttfe4 ffir a-ll ~edffaJ ngeneies, lt&vf.ng ftS +ts primnry 
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11 

objective Federal patent policies should be developed, 

based on uniform principles, which have as their ob

jective the creation of incentives for technological innova

tion and the application of procedures to assure the full 

use of beneficial technology to .serve the public. 

( 5) Antitrust regulation to compel competitive eco-

nomic pluralism should not arbitrarily preclude coopera

tion among competing firms in industrial research and 

development beneficial to an entire industry and to the 

public. 

( 6} Closer relationships should be encouraged 

among practitioners of different scientific and techno

logical disciplines, including the physical, social, and bio-

medical fields. 

( 7) Federal departments, agencies, and instrumen

talities should assure efficient management of laboratory 

facilities and equipment in their custody, including acqui

sition of ,effective equipment, disposal of inferior and 

obsolete properties, and cross-servicing to maximize the 

productivity of costly hardware. Disposal policies should 

include attention to possibilities for further productive 

use. 

(8) The full use of the contributions of science and 

technology to support State and local government goals 

should be encouraged. 
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( 9) Formal recognition should be accorded those 

persons whose scientific and technological achievements 

have contributed significantly to the national welfare. 

(10) The ]federal Government should support ap

plied scientific research in proportion to the probability 

of its usefulness, insofar ns this probability can be deter

mined; but while maximizing the beneficial consequences 

of techuology, the Government should act to minimize 

foreseeable injurious consequences. 

( 11) Federal departments, agencies, and instru

mental·ities should establish procedures to insure among 

them the systematic interchange of scientific data and 

technological findings developed under their programs. 

TITLE II-OF]'ICE OF SCIENCE AND 

TECHNOLOGY POIJICY 

SHORT TITLE 

SEc. 201. This title may be cited as the "Presidential 

18 Science and Technology Advisory Organization Act . ·of 

19 1975". 

20 ESTABLISIIl\'IE~T 

21 SEc. 202. There is hereby established in the Executive 

22 Office of the President the Office of Science and Technology 

23 Policy, hereinafter referred to in this title as the ''Office". 

24 

25 

EXECU'l'IVE DIRECTOU; ASSISTANT DIRECTORS 

SEc. 203. There shall he at the head of the Office a 

26 Director who shall be appointed by the President, by and 

t 

13 

1 with the advice and consent of the Senate, and who shall be 

2 compensated at the rate provided for level II of the Execu

B tive Schedule in section 5313 of title 5, United States Code. 

4: 'rhe President may, at his discretion, also appoint not more 

3 than four Assistant DiFeetoFs, Directors by 8dld w+th the 

G ~dviee ftftd consent 6! the 8en~te, who shall be compensated 

7 a·t the a rate not to exceed that provided for level III of the 

8 Executive Schedule in section 5314 of such title. Assistant 

9 Directors ·shall perform such functions ·as the Director may 

10 from time to time prescribe. ' 

11 

12 

FUNCTIONS 

SEC. 204. (a) The Direotor shall he the President's 

13 chief policy adviser and assistant with respect to scientific 

14 and technological matters. 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

(b) In addit~on to sueh ·other functi·ons and activities as 

the President may assign, the Direetor shall-

( 1) advise the President of s·cientific and technologi

cal considerations involved in areas of national concern 

including, but not limited to, the economy, nationa,l secu

rity, health, foreign relat~ons, rthe environment, and the 

technological recovery and use of resources; 

(2) ev·aluate the scale, quality, and effectiveness of 

the Federal e:ffm·t in science and technology and advise 

on appropriate ·actions; 

( 3) advise the President on scientifie and techno-
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14 

logical considerations wilth regard to Federal budgets, 

IffiWide assist the Office of Management and Budget with 

an 'annual review and analysis of the funding proposed 

for research and development in budgets of all Federa1 

agencies, and partici~ aid the 0 ffice of Jf anagement 

and Budget and the agencies throughout the budget de

velopment process; 

( 4) assis·t the President in providing general leader

ship and coordination of the research and development 

programs of the Federal Government; 

( 5) provide the President tMHl the Gengress with 

ftftmtal periodic reviews of Federal statutes and admin-

istrative regulations governing the research and develop

ment activities of the various departments and aO'encies 
0 ' 

including those affecting government-industry activities, 

together with fiftY recommendations for their elimination, 

reform, ·Or updating as appropriate; 

( 6) develop, revimv, ftlla :revise criteria fer deter 

mining optimum Federal support fei: science 8ftd teeh

nology, tMHl reeemmended policies, progmms, and plans 

fei: develop, review, J'evise, and recommend criteria for 

determZ:nin,r; the type of scientific and technological activ

it·ies warranting Federal support, and recommend Fed

eral policies directed toward the development and mainte

nance of a broadly based ·scientific and technological 

1 
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capability at all levels of government, academia, and 

industry, and for the application of such capabilities to 

national needs; · 

( 7) ffi ~rdanee with Presidential directi·yes, fu

eilit&te assess and advise on policies for international 

cooperation in science and technology which will advance 

the national and interna!tional objectives of the United 

States; 

( 8) identify and assess emerging and future areas 

where science and technology can be nsed effectively in 

addressing national and international problems; 

( 9) submit to the President and the Congress timely 

public reports on developments, trends, and problems in 

science and technology deserving of national attention; 

( 10) periodically review the na tnre and needs of 

national science policy and make recommendations to 

the President and to the Congress for. its timely and 

appropriate reYision, in aecordance with section 102 (a) 

( 6) of title I of this Act; and 

( 11) marin twin liaison with the Eedeml Getmeil ffiF 

Seit'ttee ttttd fflliHe]o~~;y, #te National Science Board, 

and with all councils and offices of ·the Executive OfficB 

of the President, and develop appropriate working rela

tionships with the National Security Council and the 

Domestic Council. 
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1 PERSONNEL 

2 SEc. 205. The Director is authorized, without regard 

3 to the provisions of 1title 5 of the United States Code govern-

4 ing appointments in the competitive 'Service and chapter 51 

5 and subchapter III of chapter 53 of ,said title, to appoint and 

6 fix the compensation, but not in excess of the rate prescribed 

,.., for o-rade GS-18 of the General Schedule in section 5332 of I o 

8 said title, for such officers and employees as he may deem 

9 necessary to perform the functions now or hereafter vested 

1o in him, and to prescribe their duties. 

11 CONSULTANT AND OTHER SERVICES 

12 SEC. 206. rrhe Director may ( 1) obtain services as 

13 authorized by section 3109 of title 5 of the United States 

14 Code, at rates not to exceed the rate prescribed for grade 

15 GS-18 of the General Schedule by ·section 5332 of title 5 of 

16 the United St-ates Code, and (2) enter into contract's and 

17 other arrangements for studies, analyses, and other services 

18 with public agencies and with private persons, organizations, 

19 or institutions, and make such payments as he deems neces-

20 sary to carry out the provisions .. of this Act without legal 

21 consideration, without performance honcls, and without regard 

22 to section 3709 of the Revised Statutes ( 41 U.S.C. 5). 

23 OTHER FEDERAT1 AGI<)NCIES 

24 SEc. 207. The Director may utilize with their consent 

25 the scrYices, personnel, equipment, rmd facilities of other 

17 

1 Federal agencies with or without reimbursement, and may 

2 transfer funds made antilable pursuant to this Act to other 

:_~ Federal agencies as reimbursement for the utilization of such 

L1 services, personnel, equipment, and facilities. 

5 REORGANIZATIONS 

6 SEC. 208. (a) rrhe Pre::;ident shall from time to tinw 

7 examine the organization of the Offiee and shall deter

S • mine what changes, if any, are necessary te redaee expendt-

9 ~ frlttl promote eeenomy ootl effi.eieHey, ftl1tl to increase 

10 the Office's and the Director's capacity to render their 

11 analyses, examinations, advice, and counsel, by reduction or 

12 increase in the number of members of such Office or by 

13 reduction, expansion, or alteration of the duties and functions 

14 of the Office or of its Director. \Vhen the President, after 

15 investigation, finds that any of such changes would promote 

16 the policies and purposes of this Act, he may prepare a 

17 reo:rganiza ti>on plan fm effecting the change or ,change's in-

18 volved, and submit such plan to the Congress, together wi,th 

19 his findings and 1a statement of rea·sons for the proposed 

20 chang,e or changes, and shall have any 'such reorganization 

21 plan delivered to both Houses on the same day and to ench 

22 House while it is in session. 

23 (b) A pr{)Vision contained in 'a reorganiza~tion plan shall 

24 t1ake effect at the end of the first period of sixty calendar days 

25 of continuous session of Congress after such plan is trrans-
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1 mitted to it (such days of continuous sesRion :to be computed 

2 in 'accordance with s·e·ction 906 (h) of title 5, United States 

3 Co·de) unless, between the date of transmitt<1l and the end 

4 of the :sixty-day period, eruch House ha1s passed a resolution 

5 stating in substance that that House does not f,avor the 

6 reorganiza,tion plan. However, no such plan shall take effect 

7 unless it ris submitted to Congress before January 3, 19SO. 

8 (c) The provisions of secti·ons 908 through 913 of title 

a 5, United States Code, :shall apply with respect to any 

10 reorganiza1Ji.on plan transmirtted to the Congress pursuant to 

11 subsection (a) of this 'S•ection. 

12 (d) A reorganization plan which is effective shall be 

13. printed ( 1) in the Statutes at Large in the same volume as 

14 the public laws, and (2) in the Federal Register. 

lf\ TITLE III-THE FEDERAL SCIENCE AND TECH-

16 NOLOGY SURVEY COMMITTEE 

17 

18 

ORGANIZATION 

SEc. 301. (a) (1) There is hereby established within 

19 the Executive Office of the President, ftftd ffi association wi-th 

20 as part of the Office of Science and Technology Policy, or 

21 in such other manner as the President may direct, a Federal 

22 Science and Technology Survey Committee (hereinafter in 

23 this title referred to as the "Committee"). The Committee 

24 shall consist of not less than five nor more than twelve 

19 

1 members appointed by the President not more than 90 days 

2 after the confirmation (as provided in section 203 of this 

3 Act) of the Director of the Office of Science and Technology 

4 Policy. !l%e Presitlefl:t shall designate ene et stteh members 

5 te The Director of such Office shall serve as Chairman. 

6 ( 2) Eaefl. et the metnBeffl Members of the Committee 

7 appointed by the President pursuant to paragraph ( 1) shall 

8 (A) be exceptionally. qualified and distinguished in science, 

9 engineering, or closely related fields, or in public administra-

10 tion or affairs, and shall be capable of rendering accurate and 

11 comprehensive analysis and critical examination of the pro-

12 grams and activities of the Government in the light of the 

13 findings and policies set forth in title I of this Act, and (B) 

14 include rep1·esentatives of the public, of the industrial sector, 

15 and of the academic community. 

16 ( 3) Members of the Committee who are not officers of 

17 the Federal Government shall, while attending meetings 

18 of the Committee or while engaged in duties related to such 

19 meetings or in other activities of the Committee pursuant 

20 to this Act, be entitled to receive the daily equivalent of the 

21 annual rate of basic pay in effect for GS-18 of the General 

22 Schedule for each day, including traveltime, during which 

23 they are so attending or engaged, and shall, while away 

24 from their homes or regular places of business, be allowed 
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20 

sons in the Government service employed intermittently. 

-fbt ~ Committee sJ.tall., wi4 the a,pprovRl ffi the 

5 I9:esident, appoint an Exeeutive Director wlte sHall ser¥e as 

6 effiet executive offie€¥; anti wlte sHall .00 p-aid at the :mte 

7 providetl fer leffi I¥ ffi the Exeettti-Te Schedule ffi s-eetimt 

8 &&le e4 title &,- Yntted States Code. 

9 -ftt (b) In the performance of its duties and functions 

10 under section 302, the Committee is authorized, through 

11 the &ee-u-ti¥e Director er otherwise- authol'ized-

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

( 1) to select, appoint, employ, and fix the com

pensation of such specialists and other experts as may be 

necessary for the carrying out of its duties and functions 
' 

and to select, appoint, and employ, subjeet to the civil 

service laws, such other officers and employees as may 

be necessary for carrying out its duties and functions· 
' 

and 

( 2) to provide for participation of such civilian and 

military personnel as may be detailed to the Committee 

pursuant to subsection -fdt (c) of this section for carry

ing out the functions of the Committee. 

23 -fdt (c) Upon request of the Committee, the head of 

24 any Federal ·department, agency, or instrumentality (includ-

2i) mg the head of the Department of the Army, Navy, or 

21 

1 Air Force) is authorized ( 1) to furnish to the Committee 

2 such information as may be necessary for carrying out its 

3 functions and as may be available to or procurable by such 

4 department, agency, or instrumentality: and ( 2) to detail 

5 to temporary duty with the Committee on a reimburs-

6 able basis such personnel within his administratiYe juris-

7 diction as it may need or believe to be useful for carrying 

8 out its functions. Each such detail shall he without loss of 

9 seniority, pay, or other employee statns, to civilian em-

10 ployees so detailed, and without loss of status, rank, office, 

11 or grade, or of any emolument, perquisite, right, privilege, 

12 or benefit incident thereto, to military personnel so de-

13 tailed. Each such detail shall he pursuant to a cooperative 

14 agreement of the Chairman with the head of the relevant 

15 department, agency, or instnnnentality, and shall be in ac-

16 cordance with the provisions of suhchapter III of chapter 33, 

17 title 5, United States Code. 

18 DUTIES AND FUNCTIONS 

19 SE('. no2. (a) The Committee shall •snrvey, exnmme, 

20 and analyze the ffi-tttl overall context of the Federal science 

21 and technology effort including missions, goals, personnel, 

22 funding, organization, facilities, and activities in generaL In 

23 pursuit of this duty the Committee shall gi¥e j_tftft~ fht-

24 tention ffi , among other things, consider needs for-

25 ( 1) organizational reform; 
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(2) improvements in existing systems for handling 

scientific and technological information on -a government

wide basis; 

( 3) technology assessment in the executive branch; 

( 4) improved methods for effecting technology 

innovation, transfer, and use; 

( 5) stimulating more effective Federal-State and 

Federal-industry liaison and cooperation in science and 

technology; 

( 6) reduction and simplification of Federal regu

lations and administrative practices and procedures 

which may have the effect of retarding technological 

innovation or opportunities for its utilization; 

( 7) a broader base for support of basic research; 

( 8) ways and means of effectively integrating 

scientific and technological factors into our national and 

international policies; 

(9) maintenance of adequate scientific and techno

logical manpower with regard to both quality and quan

tity; and 

( 10) improved Bystems for planning and analysis 

of the overall Federal science and technology budget. 

(b) ( 1) Upon completion of its as,signment, ~the Com-

24 mittee shall submit ·a report of its activities, findings, and 

25 conclusions, ttrul reeommendations, together with including 

.. 

23 

1 such supporting data and material as may be necessary, to 

2 the l)irector ef tlffi Offiee ef 8eieooe tliB4 Technology Policy. 

3 President. 

4 ( 2) .cpfie Pi~r B.f st:teh Qffie.e shaM review tlffi 1·eport 

5 ili the Commi-t4iee flfltl, wifh~ll sHay tmys ili reeeipt thereof, 

6 t.PftifHffittt Stlf'h l'f'tl&t -te the l!resi:deftt ttnd The President, 

7 within sixty days of 1'eceipt thereof, shall transmit such 1'eport 

8 to each Honse of Congre:<s together vvith such comments, 

9 observations, and recommendations thereon as he deems 

10 appropriate. 

11 

12 

TERMINATION; FINAL REPORT 

SEc. 303. The life of the Committee shall be fifteen /24 

13 months from the date of its first organizational meeting. The 

14 Committee's final report setting forth its findings and reoom-

15 mendations shall be issued within this period. 

16 

17 

18 

TITLE IV-l\USOELLANEOUS 

A UTIIORIZATION 

SEc. 401. There are authorized to be appropriated such 

19 sums as may be necessary to carry out the purposes of this 

20 Act. 

21 REPORT 

22 SEc. 402. Sections 1, 2, 3, and 4 of Reorganization 

23 P1an Numbered 2 l(lf 1962 ( 7 6 Stat. 12 53) and 'Section 2 of 

24 Reorganization Plan Numbered 1 of 1973 (87 Stat. 1089) 

25 are repealed . 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

Oct. 2, 1975 

JMC: 

Dick Allison thought you 
might want to read this before 
your meeting with Teague & 
Mosher tomorrow. 

p 



NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 
NATIONAL SCIENCE BOARD 

W ASHINOTON, D.C. 20550 

Honorable James A. Cannon 
Assistant to the President 

for Domestic Affairs 
The White House Office 
Washington, D. C. 20500 

Dear Mr. Cannon: 

October 2, 1975 

I am today dispatching the enclosed letters regarding 
the National Science Board's comments on H.R. 9058 to 
Mr. Teague and Mr. Mosher. We would be pleased if you 
could bring to the attention of both the President and 
the Vice President these comments of the Board. 

With best regards, 

Enclosures (2) 

Sincerely yours, 

Norman Hackerman 
Chairman 



NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 
NATIONAL SCIENCE BOARD 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20550 

Honorable Olin E. Teague 
Chairman, Committee on Science 

and Technology 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D. C. 20515 

Dear Mr. Teague: 

October 2, 1975 

The National Science Board has followed with considerable interest 
the development of H.R. 9058 which would establish a science and 
technology policy for the United States, provide for scientific 
and technological advice and assistance to the President, and 
provide for a comprehensive survey of the organization of science 
and technology in the Executive Branch. The Board has asked that 
I convey its views to you in the hope that they will be helpful 
to you and the Committee on Science and Technology as you consider 
H.R. 9058 in the weeks ahead. 

The Nat1onal Science Board finds H.R. 9058 with suggested 
revisions of September 16, 1975, to be a valuable contribution 
to the advance of science and technology. 

The statement of the need and desirability for utilizing science 
and technology to achieve national objectives in Title I is, in 
the Board's opinion, an excellent one. We have one suggestion 
to make, however; that is, to state explicitly the fact that 
basic research underlies all advances in science and technology. 

Title II establishing the Office of Science and Technology Policy 
provides for a flexible yet effective method of establishing an 
advisory mechanism on science and technology in the Executive 
Office of the President. 

With respect to Title III, the present organization of many 
Federal institutions supporting science and technology in the 
United States stems largely from national policy decisions made 
in the late 1940's. While there has been an effective and 
productive relationship of Federal sponsorship of science and 
technology during nearly three decades, and while certain 
elements of the organization have been studied, it is 
appropriate to consider whether this same organization is 
indeed suitable for the future. A study, such as the one 
proposed in Title III and conducted as one of the responsibilities 
of the Director of the Office of Science and Technology Policy, 
should be a useful and timely initiative. 

' 



Honorable Olin E. Teague 
October 2, 1975 

The Board notes that Title IV would abolish the requirement in 
the National Science Foundation Act that the Board " ... render 
an annual report to the President, for submission ... to the 
Congress, on the status and health of science and its various 
disciplines." We feel that the statutory report requirement 
has been useful in providing a medium for formal communication 
on scientific progress and problems to the President, the 
Congress, and the public. However, we would not interpret 
the repeal of this requirement to preclude our submission of 
reports from time to time to the President and the Congress 
on important scientific matters. 

Thus, the National Science Board endorses H.R. 9058 and hopes 
that the Committee will seek its early passage. 

In conclusion, let me express on behalf of the Board our 
continued admiration for your personal leadership in the 
development of this proposed legislation. 

With best regards, 

Sincerely yours, 

Norman Hackerman 
Chairman 

-2-
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NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 
NATIONAL SCIENCE BOARD 

WASHINGTO,~. DC. 20550 

Honorable Charles A. Mosher 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D. C. 20515 

Dear Mr. Mosher: 

October 2, 1975 

The National Science Board has followed with considerable interest 
the development of H.R. 9058 which would establish a science and 
technology policy for the United States, provide for scientific 
and technological advice and assistance to the President, and 
provide for a comprehensive survey of the organization of science 
and technology in the Executive Branch. The Board has asked that 
I convey its views to you in the hope that they will be helpful 
to you and the Committee on Science and Technology as you consider 
H.R. 9058 in the weeks ahead. 

The National Science Board finds H.R. 9058 with suggested 
revisions of September 16, 1975, to be a valuable contribution 
to the advance of science and technology. 

The statement of the need and desirability for utilizing science 
and technology to achieve national objectives in Title I is, in 
the Board's opinion, an excellent one. We have one suggestion 
to make, however; that is, to state explicitly the fact that 
basic research underlies all advances in science and technology. 

Title II establishing the Office of Science and Technology Policy 
provides for a flexible yet effective method of establishing an 
advisory mechanism on science and technology in the Executive 
Office of the President. 

With respect to Title III, the present organization of many 
Federal institutions supporting science and technology in the 
United States stems largely from national policy decisions 
made in the late 1940's. While there has been an effective 
and productive relationship of Federal sponsorship of science 
and technology during nearly three decades, and while certain 
elements of the organization have been studied, it is appropriate 
to consider whether this same organization is indeed suitable for 
the future. A study, such as the one proposed in Title III and 
conducted as one of the responsibilities of the Director of the 
Office of Science and Technology Policy, should be a useful and 
timely initiative. 

' 
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Honorable Charles A. Mosher 
October 2, 1975 

The Board notes that Title IV would abolish the requirement in 
the National Science Foundation Act that the Board" ... render 
an annual report to the President, for submission ... to the 
Congress, on the status and health of science and its various 
disciplines.'' We feel that the statutory report requirement 
has been useful in providing a medium for formal communication 
on scientific progress and problems to the President, the 
Congress, and the public. However, we would not interpret 
the repeal of this requirement to preclude our submission of 
reports from time to time to the President and the Congress 
on important scientific matters. 

Thus, the National Science Board endorses H.R. 9058 and hopes 
that the Committee will seek its early passage. 

Let me take this occasion to express to you on behalf of the 
Board our gratitude for your continued support of science and 
science education in the United States. 

With best regards, 

Sincerely yours, 

Norman Hackerman 
Chairman 

-2-
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NOT VOTlN~liiO 

REQ 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON PUBLIC 

· BUILDIN._GS~:i\ND GROUNDS OF 
COMMIT'i'EE'fON· PUBLic WORKS 

.:AND TRANSPORTATION ro MEET 

.ANY· TIME :NEXT' :wEEK DURING 
· :THE 5-MINuTEJB.UIE.'..:J;::~.~-"" · 
. Mr. 'RONCALIO. ·ur!~~. I ask 
unanimous consent that :tbe"~::Subcom
mittee.-on Public Buildings ·ana Grounds 
of· the Committee on Public 'Works and 
Transportatior;l': be ,perm!tted,-'to m.eet 
any 'time nert"week, whne the House is 
1n session, "UDder the 5-minute rule. 

Tbe 'SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentJ.eman from 

-wyom.tng? 
Mr .. BAUMAN. Mr;- Speaker. nserVing 

the right to -object, -perhaps the gentle
!na.n . from. Wyoming -could . -confine his 
request -tq.a. request for·'tomorrow, and 
then he can make a new one on Monday . 

Mr. "RONCALIO. Mr: Speaker, 1f the 
gentleman_ 'Will yield, 'I have made ·the 
.request_f!lr next week since we ha.ve al
'l'eady canceled two meetings this week. 
We arenot1eheduled to meet tomorrow. 

Mr. BAUMAN. Mr. Speaker, 1n the 
absence of my colleague, the gentleman 
from California, I would be constrained 
tO 'Object· 'to granting pe:rmisslon for the 
entire week! and· I do object. - . · -~· 

The SPEAKER: -Ob)ection is heard. 
I 
I 




