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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

December 10, 1992

Dear Walter:

I am forwarding herewith a preliminary report on a study carried out by an OSTP
consultant, Mr. Willis Shapley, now retired after extensive experience at OMB/BOB and
AAAS.

I asked Mr. Shapley, as in the past two years, to examine the FY 1993 appropriations in
order to obtain a measure of the amount and kind of earmarks as well as how these
have changed in recent years.

It bears emphasis that this report is still in a preliminary state and that reasonable
persons might well differ over definitions and identification of specific earmarks.
However, the same criteria have been used for all three years during which Mr. Shapley
has carried out this analysis so that the trends are clear and credible.

As the table on page 2 of the summary shows, while academic earmarks have remained
reasonably stable, nonacademic ones have increased rapidly so that there has been a
dramatic increase in the total resources earmarked.

I am sending you this preliminary report because I thought that you would find the
results both interesting and distressing.

Sincerely yours,

/M/\

D. Allan Bromley
The Assistant to the President
for
Science and Technology

The Honorable Walter Massey
National Science Foundation
1800 G Street, Northwest
Washington, D.C. 20550




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

November 3, 1992

Dear D}/Massey:

I am delighted that you have agreed to discuss the deliberations of the NSB Commission
on the Future of the NSF at the next meeting of the President’s Council of Advisors on
Science and Technology (PCAST) on Thursday, November 12, 1992. The Council would
also be quite interested in learning more about your personal visions for the future
directions of the agency.

This meeting will be closed to the public and will be held in Room 472 of the Old
Executive Office Building. We have scheduled you to speak from approximately 1:15 -
2:15 PM. I have enclosed a draft agenda for your convenience.

If you should have any questions about the meeting, please feel free to contact Dr. Alicia
Dustira, Executive Secretary for PCAST, at (202) 395-4692.

The PCAST and I look forward to seeing you on November 12.
Sincerely yours,

MNan_

D. Allan Bromley
The Assistant to the President
for
Science and Technology

Enclosure

Dr. Walter E. Massey
Director

National Science Foundation
1800 G Street, NW
Washington, DC 20550




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
October 29, 1992

Dear Walter,

The FY 1993 congressional appropriation for research activities supported by the
National Science Foundation is a severe, but I hope temporary, setback for the
Administration’s goal of doubling the NSF budget. We made real progress toward
achieving our goal during the previous years of the Bush Administration, and I intend to
do my utmost to ensure that our FY 1994 request reflects our common commitment to
this goal.

Meanwhile, you have the difficult task of adjusting the overall NSF program for FY 1993
to the very low levels that the congressional action will support. I recognize fully that
there is no way to accomplish this without doing real damage to many programs, but I
consider it essential that we maintain the vitality of the core disciplinary research
activity upon which all else is based and from which NSF draws its fundamental
support. Without these, the important new initiatives which we have worked so hard to
foster will founder.

I suggest that we meet next week to discuss FY 1993 in more detail. It would be
particularly useful to have staff present who can discuss the critical issue of balance in
terms of the programs they administer. After our discussions it is likely that
conversations with appropriate congressional leaders would also be in order.

Sincerely yours,

Ntlan_

D. Allan Bromley
The Assistant to the President
for
Science and Technology

The Honorable Walter E. Massey
Director

National Science Foundation
Washington, D.C. 20550




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

April 14, 1992

MEMORANDUM FOR SAM SKINNER

o’
FROM: D. ALLAN BROMLEY M

SUBJECT: THE QUESTION OF MOVING THE NATIONAL SCIENCE
FOUNDATION

I believe that Walter Massey has already briefed you fully on the extended arguments
that have been involved concerning this question and I think that you have copies of a
letter from Senator Warner, as well as from Frank Wolfe, resulting from a comment
made by Walter during his hearing before the Traxler Appropriations Subcommittee.

Well before Walter took on the Directorship at NSF, I was drawn into the debate
because shortly before he left office, Erich Bloch had been a strong supporter of the
move to Ballston in Virginia. At that time, Senator Barbara Mikulski, in one of our
discussions, pointed out to me that she was opposed to that move but had a site in
Maryland if, in fact, NSF was considering a move in the first place.

I discussed the matter with Fred Bernthal, who was then Acting Director, and found
that he agreed with me that it would be very inconvenient for both NSF and all the rest
of us who interact on frequently a daily a basis with NSF were it to move out of the
District. I then discussed the matter with John Sununu who agreed and called the GSA
to halt any negotiations directed toward the move. Subsequently, GSA reported to
Sununu that they had concluded arrangements for the move days, if not indeed hours,
prior to his call and could do nothing to change the situation. John tried again but
found that, in fact, the GSA statement held and that there was nothing really that he
could do.

I remain completely convinced that the move is a mistake from the point of view of the
NSF and the service it provides not only to the rest of the Federal Government but to
the scientific community. I have talked with Senator Mikulski who has indicated that
she does not wish to re-enter the fray with Senator Warner and so will not object to the
move but, I suspect that she will make it very difficult for NSF to get the necessary
funding and it may well be that some of the expenses associated with the move will come
from what would otherwise be research budgets.



I believe that there may be a better alternative to the Ballston move if we follow up on
the decision, already made, to move EPA into the former trade center on Pennsylvania
Avenue. It is my understanding that there is space in this center for NSF in addition to
EPA and both agencies would benefit from this arrangement.

As I believe Walter discussed with you, putting both EPA and NSF into what will then
be a more visible research-related building may lessen Mayor Kelly and Eleanor Holmes
Norton’s unhappiness about losing their cherished trade center idea.

I assume that the people who would have to be convinced to make such a move possible
would be Dick Darman and Richard Austin at GSA. Senator Mikulski would not object
were the NSF move to other, more adequate, quarters in the District.




az 10:587 AM +*NSF LEGAFUB.

_PART A

b

8-05348%  O004(00)(20-MAR-92-05:49:18) F@801,DOC 06/21/81

4

OPENING ETATEMENT

Mr. TRAXLER. Well, now that we have said all these nice things,
let us take your statement, You may present it in any fashion you
choose, and we will put it in the record in its entirety.

Dr. Massey. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and I have a longer
statement, so I will be brief and just say a few words,

But before I get into my statement, | would like to introduce to
everyone, as | have to you, Dr, James Powell, who is the former
President of Reed College and currently the Chief Executive Offi-
cer for the Franklin Institute, and a member of the National Sci-
ence Board. He is here today to make a statement.

Dr. Jim Duderstat, who i8 the new Chairman of the Board and
President of the University of Michigan, had a previous commit-
ment out of the country before he was elected chairman and
couldn't change that.

8o, with your permission, ! would like to ask Dr. Powell to make
a statement. e

Mr. TRAXLER. We would be pleased to take his statement at this

 time.

Dr. PoweLL, Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. . )

It is a pleasure to be here today to represent the National Sci-
ence Board before your subcommittee and substitute for your good
friend, Jim Duderstat. I will try to be brief and then hope to follow
up any concerns you have via questions, but I do think it important
to provide you and your colleagues with a sense of the importance
of this budget from the perspective of someone like myself who has
been involved with science policy as a scientist, an educator, an
academic administrator and college president, and now, as Director
Massey has indicated, the president of a major gcience museum

. and thereby somebody working in the K through'12 gector in the

science literacy sector of this endeavor,

I wanted to underscore something that you modestly pointed out
about ‘youraelf. and that is that this committee has been instru-
mental in protecting and enhancing financial support for higher
education and K through 12 education in the country in a time of
great financial constraint when there are many, many demands on
the budget. I want you to know people on the Sclence Board are
well aware, as Dr. Massey said, as a former Science Board member,
of this fact, and that if it were not for you, and Mr. Brown, and a
few others, that chart might lock very, very different, and I think
it would be greatly to the detriment of the country.

This request that is before you for the budget, I think, is quite
consistent with the importance that science education and research
should have in the country. It reflects the position of Dr. Massey
and the Science Board that attention must be given to strengthen-
ing the basic research and education missions of NSF, while seek-
ing to build stronger bridges to constituencies outside the normal
academic channels.

One of the ways we are doing that is through the FCCSET initia-
tives, but we also are reaching out through tge Statewide Systemic
Initiative, which is going to challenge the conventional wisdom on
education in many ways.
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SCIENTIFIC INITIATIVESR

Among the initiatives will be the emphasis on biotechnology and
the advanced manufacturing processes initiative to build on very
strong existing progrems at the Foundation. The board thinks they
are very appropriate and very important short and long-term ne-
tional concerns. ‘ '

Let me mention two pleces of information that caught my eye
that I think particularly reinforce the need for NSF strategy. One
has to do with the number of Nobel prizes won since the turn of
the century. The United States has won over 400 Nobe! prizes in
chemistry, physics, physiology, and medicine, Japan has won four.
But & recent government.assessment of world leadership in twelve
emerging technologies ranks the U.8. first in six: Artiflcial intelli-

gence, biotechnology, high performance computing, medical de-

vices, computer-integrated manufacturing, and sensor technology.

Japan is regarded ahead in five: Advanced materials, semicon-

ductors, digital imaging, data storage, and optoelectronics. So if you
think about that you get a gense that history ie shifting and that
we are going to be challenged to maintain our leadership position
in every emerging technology in which we now lead. '

And just this morning you may have seen the article in The New
York Times about the possibility that the estimates that the Foun-
dation has made for—you have it in your hand, Mr, Green—for
R&D might be a little low and the Japanese might have already
moved beyond us in total R&D spending; not as & percentage, but
as an absolute matter. =

INSUFFICIENT FUNDS FOR 8TAFF AND EXPENEES

I want to specifically polnt to one area, if there, is ane concern I
could single out from all the othets that the Scierlce Board hes,
‘and I notice this is & concern of the director as well, The Science
Board, and 1 know membere of this committee, and indeed the Con-
gress, are proud of American science and we recognize that if it
were not for the 40-year history of the National Science Founda-
tion, American science today would be just a pale shadow of what
it isl.dl don't know of any finer agency in this city, or indeed in the
warld, .

NSF and its fartner. the research universities, and the colleges,
are the envy of the world, and in my mind one of the clearest re-
maining examples that we still are a can-do society. ‘

But ] want to tell you, Mr. Chairman, that in my o inlon, and I
think I speak for many members of the/bpard here, the abhlty of
the Foundation to maintain itself as the pfamiere sclence agency in
the world is threatened, It is not threatened by insufficient overall
funding. As you pointed out, and as we have seen, overall funding
for the Foundation has advanced in good order. Rather, I think the
threat comes because as the overall funding has gone up, the
money available in the Foundation budget for staff and expenses,
tttxe lzPoney you need to operate these programe, has gone up barely
at all,

I can observe, even in my briefy visits to the Foundation, that the
staft;‘ ig extremely talented but 'that they are increasingly over-
Wworxeda. g

AFRES POB
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~ We could look at another chart—I don’t sup we have this; it
is in the budget book—that shows that over the last 10 years the
budget of the Foundation, you have pointed this out reall in a
way, has tripled. The number of proposals received in the last 10
years has almost tripled, but the curve for the staff has been-
almost exactly flat, That peems to me a formula for turning excel-
lence into something less. I think in normal times one could argue
funds to cperate ro‘%rams should increase at about the same rate
as funding overn'ﬂ. ou might have sorme efficiencies so that pro-
grams wouldn't have to go up at exactly the same rate. ..

But what NSF is doing today represents a more complex set of
activities, When the Foundation awards a research grant to a eci-
entist in Ann Arbor or Lansing, the Foundation doesn't need to
g;ovide much in the way of mon torini. It can wait confidently and

ow three vears later some good work will be done. When, howev-
er, the Foundation opens an engineering research center or when it
participates in one of the complex FCCSET initiatives, both of
these being activities for which we still don’t have much of an ex-
perience base, NSF of necessity has to take a much more active
overgight role.

Or take the Statewide Systemic Initiative I mentioned. No orga-
nization has ever tried to reform math and science education on a
statewide basis before. And here NSF certainly cannot just make
the grant and step back and wait confidently for good things to
happen. Those new programs, which we are inventing m
scratch, require constant monitoring and perhaps intervention ,
from Foundation staff. _ B e,

8o if you look at the complexi&y and the number of the programs -
and their importance, you could argue funding for staff and pro-
f“m operation should have incrﬁed even mm‘ han overall

| 1t(.;ndinrg, but as I pointed out, it has been basically flat‘over the last
years,

So on behalf of the Science Board, and I am sure I speak for the
dedicated but increasingly overworked staff of what I think is the
finest agency in this city, if not the world, I would like to recom-
mend your careful attention to this problem and, ideally, some sort
of a remedy. .

I thank you for the om:ortunity to speak in front of your commit-
tee, Mr. Chairman. I will be happy to take any questions.

[Dr. Powell's statement follows:{

SratEMENT 8 DR. JAMEs L. PowrLr, Presinent Anp CEO or Tue FRANKUN
InsTrTUTE, BEFORE THE HOUSE APPROPRIATIONS SuncoMMITTER, FEmeuary: 25, 1602

Mr. Chairman, It is a pleasure to be here wda{ to r?rmnt‘ the National Science
Board before your subcommittes. I will be brief, but I do feel that it is important to
provide you and your colleagues with a sense of the importance of this budget from
the perspectiva of someone involved with science policy as & scientist, an educator,
an academic administrator and college president, and now as, the Kmident of a
ma.}o; a.cionco museum, an advocate for improving science literacy throughout the
population, o B ;
Br. Massey has discussed the pricrities reflected in this budget with the National ‘
Sclence Board and we support them. I also want to underscors that the Board
deeply asprecmm the broad Congressional support for funding basic research and
math and science education that has been forthcoming in recent years—particularly
at a time when 80 many demands are being placed on the budget. We know this has
not been easy to accomplish, and indesd fhat it would not have bean without the

’
'
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oversight and dedication of yourself, Mr. Brown, and otharq/ Aa [ said, a mind is a
terrible thing to waste, and, ultimately, I believe, the future of our country depends
on the investment that we make in the minds of cur youth and our sclantists,

Thig budget m‘:lest is quite consistent with that view, and reflects the position of
t

Dr. Massey and the Board that attention must be given to strengthening the basic
research and education missions of NSF while seeking to build er bridges to
constituencies sutside the normal academic channels. This is not only being done
through the ECCSET initiatives, but in the Statewide Systamic Initiative which
promises to chailenge the conventional wisdom on education in many waya. The em-
phesis on Biotechnalogy and Advanced Manufacturing Processes, which build on
very strong existing programs at NSF and address both short- and long-term nation-
al concerns, is mast appropriate.

o é;t :na note two pieces of information that particularly reinforce the need for the

strategy:

. Sinuml. the United States has won ovar 400 Nobel Prizes in Chemistry, Phys-
fcs and Physiclogy/Medicine. Japan has won 4.

+ A recent government assesement of world leadership in 12 smerging technol-
ogies ranks the U.S. as the leader in size: artificial intelligence, blotachnology, high
perfortmance computing, medical devices, computer-integrated manufacturing, and
sensor tachnology. Japan is ahead in 6: advanced materials, semi-conductors, digital
ima%ng, data storage, and opioelectronics. Furthermore, by the end of the decade
the US. is expected to have its leadership position challenged in every position in
which we now lead,

Thus the strategic appronch embodied in this budget {s absolutely essential if we
are to maintain our strengths in basic research and create opportunities to provide

‘a tangible return on this investment in our future.

Finally, | want to relate to the Committes and to you, Mr. Chalrinan, one concarn
that ranks very highly with all members of ths Natlonal Science Board and the Di-
rector., We, and 1 am sure this committee and indeed the Congress, ars very Jamud
of Amerlcan science. We recognize that American science would be a pale shadow of
itself were it not for the 40 year existence of NSF. I know of no finer agency in this
city, or indeed in the world. NSF and its partner, the Research Univérsities, are the
envi of the world, perhaps the clearest remaining example of our can-do soclety.

1 have to tell you, however, Mr. Chairman, that the ability of NSF to maintain
itself &g the pramier sclenca agency In the world is threatened. No, not by insuffi.
clent t‘undlnﬁ\ overall; that has increased in good order. Rather, the threat comes
becaiise, as the overall funding has gone up’ the money zvailablef for the staff and

' expenses necessary to operate the programs has gone up barely at all.

~NSF stalf. one of the most competent groups in any government, are severaly
overworked, To handle twice as much money with essentially no more staff, as is
the case with EHR since only a few years ago, can onl?' mean that each proposal
and grant i3 receiving about half the attention. Ultimately this will turn NSF into a
mediocre agency. .

In normal times, funds to operate programs should Increase at sbout the same
rate as funding overall. But when one looks at the much more complex set of :‘ro-
grams that NSF s mounting today, the problem is magnified. When NSF awards &
resenrch glrant to a scientist in Ann Arbor or Lansing, the Foundation need not pro-
vide much in the way of monitoring; it can wait confidently for the final report
three years later. When however, the Foundation opens an eering Research
Center, or 'rarticl tes in one of the complex FCCSET initiatives, both activities for
which we do not have much of an experience base, NSF of necessity has to take a
much more active oversight role,

Or take the Statewide Systemic Initiative. No organization has ever tried to
reform math and science education on a statewide basls befors. Here NSF cannot
make the grant and weit with confidenes; rather, it requires almost constant atten-
tlo&:- Foundatlon Staff. :

ng at the complexity and number, and importance, of these new progra
one could argue that funding for staff and program operation should have inmam
even more than overall funding. Instead, it has fallen far short.

On behalf of the Board, and especially of the dedicated, but increasingly over-
worked staff of the finest agency in this city, I ask for your careful study of this
problem and a remedy.

Thank you for this opportunity to speak in support of the budget proposed for the
National Science Foundation.
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working with you on that. Perhaps there is a way that EPSCOR
states can be accommodated and at the same time not do injury in
any way to your overall purposes for the traineeship program.

Dr. Massey. I am sure we can.

Mr. MorLoHAN. Thank you.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

SALARIES AND EXPENBES

Mr, TraxLER. Turning to salaries and expenses. We are in the
home stretch, folks.

Page S&E-1. You are requesting 135 million in 1893 for salaries
and expenses, and that represents an increase of almost 24 percent.
Of that 26 million increase requested, 18 is for relocation and relat-
ed costs of consolidation from all NSF offices to a new permanent ;
headquarters location. Overseas.

Dr. Massey. I appreciate that.

£ & E PRIORITIES

Mr. TrRAXLER. [ strongly opposed your going foreign last year, but
given the international! bent of the Congress, maybe it will be more
guccessful, -
Now, it was clear that staffing and related program oversight
Inst yesr was the highest priority and that relocatlon was the least
of your agency's concerns, or priorities, let us put it that way. ls
that still the case with the 1993 request?
Dr. Massey. Yes. Mr. Chairman, the priorities remain the same
as they did last year. If any adjustments have to be made in this . bl
budget, we would hope you would tzke into account that ordering ' '
ol priorities, ,

NsF RELOCATION

Mr. Traxter. Did you request the $16 million for relocation from
OMB in your 1993 request?

Dr. MAssey. Yes, we had requested f'unding. because we also had,
as vou know, funds in the 1992 budget, and we had to develop a

. plan to relocate if the funds were available to do so.

Mr. TraxLER. Last year, you will recall that this subcommittee
had serious concerns about the agency relocating outside of the
District of Columbia, I think it is fair to say we still have those
same concerns for a number of reasons.

The agency is a major player in the FCCSET policy and program
development process. 1 am not sure NSF will be able to continue to
play the same nctive and influential role if you are located outside
of the District of Columbia.

Is that a correct assessment? Do you share that concern, Dr. _ \f;;,}
U

Maosgev? 0/(
Dr. Massey. Our Board certainly does, If I can start there. b\ ot
As you know last year, Dr. Good addressed the committee on )

that point and wrote a letter to you. And our current chairman, Jp

Dr. Duderstat. along with the Board at our last meeting, reinforced

that position; I think thelr reasoning is along the lines you pointed

out.
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We have discussed a number of initiatives that we are involved

/'n- FCCSET that requires close coordination with other agencies.

One new initiative in the environmental area would allow us to

- work closely with EPA. And in dealing with joint %rograma and

proposals, it is the people that matter. The people have to work
closaly together and coordinate these activities.

So it would have some effect on our ability to carry out those
very important parts of our mission.

Mr. Traxter. Well, you know in this budget climate, as I have
described it to you over these last two days, it is very difficult for
the committee to allocate $16 million for relocation. It is very diffi-
cult. I can’t tell you what the outcome will be. ‘

The committee has not made any judgments as to what iz in or
out in any portion of this bill, as we sit here today, Ultimately, we
will have to address it, but certainly I think we could spend the §16
million in other ways that would be much more productive.

What do you think would happen if the subcommittee makes a
decision not to provide the funding for relocation?

Dr. Massey. It is difficult for me to predict in my position.

Mr. TRAXLER. Going to be on the street?

Dr. Massey. We may be.

Mr. TRAXLER. But you will still be in D.C. I hope you have a big
tent.

Dr. Massey. I hope they cannot evict us at least until 1995.

Mr. TraxLER. When is the current lease up?

Dr. Massey. 1995.

Mr. Traxrer. What was the date? What month? o -

Ms. McCrinnon. May.

Dr. Massey. May 1995,

Dr. Massey. We don't want to spend the scarce resources to sup- Va
port people, which is so important, and certainly not research dol-
lars, programmatic dollars, for that kind of activity if you have to
reduce the budget. ' ‘

¥TE LEVELS

Mr. TRAXLER. You are requesting an increase of 30 FTEs in 1993,
What will your employment level be at the end of 19937

Dr. Massey. Connie, you want to? Or Joe?

Mr. KuLL. 1,250 FTEs. That is the total for NSF. That doesn’t in- *
clude the Inspector General's Office. That ls a separate issue.

Mr. TRAXLER. Last year, you estimated an FTE level of 1,202 in
1991, and the justifications indicate the actual FTE level of 1,192 in
1991. You were 10 less than estimated. What is the reason for that?

Mr. KurL. Well, basically, we are limited by dollarg, more than
anything else, because of the cost of FTEs.

Mr, ’I;RAXLER. And you tel! us what your current level of employ-
ment g’

Mr. KutL. Now, we are at 1,200 FTEs annually.

TRAVEL EXPENSES

Mr. TrRaxrer. You are requesting §4 million for travel in 1993,
That is a 53 percent increase above 1991, Are you anticipating toll
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NATIONAL SCIEMNCE BOARD
1300 G STREET. NW
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20550
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NATIOMAL SCIHNCE FOARD MEMRENS

DR, JAMASj, DUBPRITAST CIAIRMAN
MUYBENT
THE UNIVERSITY BF MICHIGAN

PRYHGMAS B, PAY, VICTCHAIRMAM
MIVBENT
(AN DGO STA T UNIVIRUTY

SR, WALTER I.M-““"MR.(IQH‘(:G o
S IRTCTOR, HATIONAL SCHLNCL FCUNDA 1014 I'he itonorable Richard Darman

Director
bt office of Management and Budget
SunioR Washington, DC 20503
PR ARDIN L BLmENT IR, A y
Lo it s you may know, I have the honor of serving as the
Lo current Chairman of the National Science Board, the
e A AT A pelicy-making bedy of the National Science
EHAPEL L Foundatien. 1In this role I wish to convey to you
onstmany b oM ;?:ngriaot r?lr;i:eaz:cn .otfh thFe Bc;iartdi about the present
PROPESSON OF ASTROPHY (1€ § . e e pundation ocutside of the
:‘J.":.s:‘:ét‘*”’““““"' District of Columbia.
"“-‘WM"":}“"”“"D”
AT A We believa that such a move could significantly
PRAARTEOTION c}immish both the Board's and the Foundation's role
BIATINGUIIMID PROHIOR 01 K121 in federal science and technology policy. Further
i BANIELL DRUCKTA it could se;ious 1y impede the Foundation's
LTAD RLLARH HMOY AL affectiveness in interagency efforts such as those
UNARSIPY (F FLORIOA developed through the Federal Cocordinating Council

PROTISEON MARVE AHNE FEN _on Science, Engineering, and Technology.

M, UNE 1 VIFGIL WALLONER

REGINTS CHAIR IN CHEMI mny

U”lvll!m OF TIXAY AT AUt " \

oy ) rhe close cooperation and coordination of federal
BMGTOR s, science and technology through the FCCSET process
B0 haos allowed the NSF to contribute both its
e R e e strengths and  its unique relationship ~to -
e umve;sities to the efforts of other federal '
Y GAADUAT 1CHOTL agencies. We believe that such cooperative

THE PENMIVLVARIA STATEUNIVERETY arrangements work best if physical proximity can be '
ey maintained. It is my understanding that thare has
CORONADE EOMMUNIEATITIIN CEPT peen recent discussion abcut the possibility of
PRIMELITUL in locatinq both NSF and the Environmental Protaction

$14 FRANELIN INATITLTY Agency in a new cita formerly identified for the

International Center for Trade and Culture. Such
an arrangement would be ideal; the proximity would
facilitate interaction between the Foundation and

PR PETER N, RAVHY

OIRLCTOR
MISTOURE BOTARIZAL ZARTERE

'I"‘Ilhﬂi.l:.v,lu(”‘"

;oa‘N‘:(L:.wcmunv th@.AdminiSttation and its= various aanCj.QE. in
At a1 ~ddition, the Foundation would be able to use its
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Sincerely,

James\J. Duderstadt
Chair
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