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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

July 9, 1991

Dear Bill:

It comes as no surprise whatsoever that your book Worldwide Science and Technology
Advice to the Highest Levels of Government continues to gain rave reviews. As the
Science review begins "This is not an ordinary book."

You have every reason to be proud of the contribution you have made to better
understanding of this whole arcane subject over the years, and I most especially am
indebted to you.

Things seem to be developing very well for our meeting October 4, 5 and 6 in
Mt. Kisco but there is one small piece of disquieting information that I should pass
on to you.

During our first meeting, we all agreed that the nature of the sessions would be
totally changed and vastly less useful if everything said was to be made public, and so
we had a gentlemen’s agreement that the discussions would be completely confidential
and could therefore be open, candid, and useful. This has been accepted, agreed to,
by all the participants. Unfortunately, however, the French delegate, Hubert Curien,
either did not fully understand the discussion, although I think his English is
excellent, or perhaps had no intention of abiding by it from the very beginning
because from the moment he left Mt. Kisco he has been talking quite freely about the
discussion, attributing comments to various members of the group, and so on, in a
way that, in some cases, has been embarrassing and in a way that will certainly limit
the freedom of discussion in subsequent meetings unless this can be brought up and
stopped.

Following up on this somewhat distressing behavior, just recently I have heard
through the grapevine that Curien has been talking quite widely to people about what
he views as three problems with the Carnegie Group meetings. Again, these seem to
reflect a woeful lack of understanding of what actually is going on and of what we
had agreed would be the case at the last meeting. I am beginning to suspect that
either Curien’s understanding of English is substantially inferior to what it appears to
be, or that he is exercising the legendary French tendency to be difficult.




His three complaints are the following:

1) He, in discussions with Riesenhuber of Germany, has concluded that
they are bothered by the fact that all members of the group do not
share the same responsibilities. Presumably this is a way of stating
that he and Riesenhuber have the designation "Minister," whereas
Ossipyan, Stewart, Mori, and I are Science Advisors. It is not clear
what Curien is really concerned about here other than the possibility
of some kind of protocol dilution and I have seen no obvious resolution.

2) Curien is claiming that a meeting this autumn is too soon after the first
meeting and that at least a year should elapse between them.
This clearly represents either a misunderstanding or lack of
communication because it was very clearly agreed by all those present
at the first meeting that we would try if possible to have a meeting
this autumn with subsequent meetings following at a more or less
annual rate,

3) Curien is concerned because the second meeting is in the United States.
Again, this represents a misunderstanding or lack of communication
because, again, it was very clearly understood that we would approach
you and your colleagues at the Carnegie Commission to ask you whether
you would be willing to ask you whether you would be willing to support
the second meeting at Mt. Kisco with the firm understanding that
thereafter other countries would be welcome to invite the group to
meet elsewhere and, indeed, Bill Stewart (whom I consider to be an
excellent individual) has already issued such an invitation to hold the
next meeting in the United Kingdom in late March or early April of
1992,

I am sure that these are matters that we can sort out rather quickly in October but I
am somewhat distressed that one of our members has seen fit to behave as he has.

I have not heard anything further about the session of Latin American science
advisors that Guillermo Soberon discussed with you some time ago. This, I think, is
an excellent idea and over the past six months I have had an opportunity to talk at
some length with the pertinent people in Venezuela, Brazil, Uruguay, Argentina, and
Chile. During the week of July 15, T will be kicking off a meeting in Puerto Rico
where we are acting as honest brokers to bring the environmental scientists of all the
Latin American countries together with the hope that we can at least develop the
foundations for a subsequent ministerial meeting at which we will formally establish a
Western Hemisphere Environmental Institute somewhere outside the United States
that can provide a general focus for such activity in the hemisphere. We already
have the basis for a European-African activity of this sort in the revitalized IIASA in
Vienna and I have talked at considerable length with representatives from Korea,
Japan, Indonesia, Australia and New Zealand about developing a Western Pacific Rim
Institute and network. Once we get the three longitudinal organizations set up and
running, and I hope we can use the Western Hemisphere one as a model, then it will
be very important to develop latitudinal ties so that we have a truly global network to



address what is surely a global problem in some coherent way. It is particularly
important that we manage to obtain as global as possible a distribution of data and
the ability to transfer large blocks of data quickly and conveniently among potential
users wherever they may be situated. I would hope that this Environmental Initiative

might provide some initial bonding that could be useful in the more general meetings
that you and Soberon have been discussing.

With warmest best wishes,

Sincerely yours,

AN

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

Mr. William T. Golden
40 Wall Street

New York, New York 10005
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Worldwide Sclence and Technology Advice
to the Highest Levels of Governments.
Wit1am T. GoLpeN, Ed. Pergamon, New ij};,;

This is not an ordinary book. Comprising
over threc dozen essays written by nearly
three score authors, the book primanly aims
to tell the reader how worldwide science and
technology advice is shaped and rendered.
The volume is edited by William T. Golden,
a man of enormous experience and wisdom
in the advisory corridors of our government.
Only Golden could have persuaded so many
distinguished individuals to prepare the cs-
says that make up this volume.

At the heart of the book are descnpuons
of the science advisory mechanisms in some
35 countries, from Australia to Yugoslavia.
(It is too bad that Zimbabwe was not in-
cluded.) An unexpected fillip is an essay on
activides of the Pondfical Academy of Sci-
ences serving the Vatcan, written by Max-
ine B. Singer, president of the Camegie
Instirution of Washingron and a member of
that academy.

Each essay writer was asked by the editor
to “(a) describe the science and technology
advising organization to the highest levels of
his or her government; and (b) comment on
its effectiveness and how it actually influenc-
es policy formulation and action.” The first
request is handled reasonably well in most
essays; the second issuc is addressed less
frequendy and less cffectively. This is not
surprising, becausc it is a difficulc onc to
address forthrighdy and in any sort of depth
in a short essay.

Neverthcless, the ¢ssays painr a fascinat-
ing panorama of the role science and tech-
nology play, or strive to play, in all these
countrics. The unity of science and technol-
ogy notwithstanding, their role is different
in cach country. That’s not surprsing, be-
cause the needs for science and technology
advice are different in, for example, Saudi
Arabia and Sweden. Moreover, the centrally
managed cconomies of Bulgaria and the
People’s Republic of China face problems
that arc unlike those of the developing econ-
omics of Egypt, India, or Indoncsia. And
even in the highly developed and technolo-
gy-intensive Western European counics
and Japan, the modalities of rechnical advice
to the highest levels of government range
widely for cultural and historical reasons. In
our own United States, they change of
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Thus, the book is but a snapshot, albeit an

Uéngrossing snapshor, of technical advisory
&é}@;@sms as they functioned before the

political uphcavals in Eastern Europe, be-

fore the economic union of Western Europe
scheduled for the end of 1992, and before
the Persian Gulf conflict and its aftermaths.

At their best, the essays arc insightful
glimpses into a country’s mechanism for
providing its leaders with science and tech-
nology advice and into the associated saence
and technology issues—as well as into set-
ting technical goals, targeting priority areas
of effort, pursuing international cooperative
approaches, and planaing future directions.
The occasional essay that misscs this bench-
mark tends simply to outline the structure of
a counay’s technical advisory organization.

Some issues addressed in the book are
enduring and will be with us for decades.
Global change, as well as public health and
the quality of life, is admirably summed up
in an introductory essay by D. Allan Brom-
ley, the science and technology adviser to
President Bush. The need for intcrnational
cooperation in science, big and small, and
the challenge “to identify the points of in-
tersecting  interests, and then  construct
frameworks for national cooperation pivot-
ing on such interests” are stressed by Frank
Press, president of the National Academy of
Sciences. Curiously, not much is said any-
where in this volume about the need to deal
with impacts of population growth across
the globe or with the adequacy of food and
energy supplics. '

There are four overview essays: by Shal-
heveth Freicr reporting on the Internadonal
Porum on Science and Government held in
Rehovot, Israel, in 1989; by Henry Darand
on “Building up a common European sci-
ence and technology policy”™; by Abdus
Salam and Azim Kidwai on “A blueprint for
scicnce and technology in the developing
world™; and by Thomas R. Odhiambo, on
“Designing a science-led future for Africa: a
suggested scicnce and technology policy
framework”, They arc interesting, bur not
compelling. Finally, David Z. Beckler has an
admirable primer on the do's and don't’s of
science advising. Every incoming president
or prime minister should read it and heed it.
But will they?

Overall, this unique book should be a
valuable resource for scudears of the com-

lZom mmismdon to administra-

BIR

plex issues growing out of the relagonship

between science and government. And that

includes government officials, politicians,

polidcal scientists, the media, and the con-
cerned public.

S. J. BUCHSBAUM

ATET Bell Laboratories,

Holmdel, NJ 07733

Toxjcological Concerns /

An Envikpnmental Odyssey. People, Pcflution,
and Polinkx in the Lifc of a Practical $ciendisc.

Mersar Eysensup. Universicy of Washington
Press, Scard, 1991. xii, 264 pp. + plagks. $24.95.
This stratghtforward memoif of Merril

Risenbud’s professional lifc reflects a mod-
erate and inteNigene man, onc who has spent
morc than 50\years investighting 2 daunt-
ing—if sometirges mundang—<atalogue of
what we have came to call fenvironmental”
problems. Eisenbud begag with induserial
dust, went on to pther pfoblems 1n indus-
trial toxicology duking World War II (elec-
trical insulating materialy used in ships, zinc
fumes, cashew nuts) mErcury, noise), and
landed after the war )y the Atomic Energy
Commission, where h§ made contributions
on beryllium and urdmjum toxicity before
becoming 2 leader inffalour studies, which
eventually took him fnto fnorc general envi-
ronmental work. is 4 world in which
problems aris¢, solytions ake sought, preci-
sion is cherished and excess ayoided. It is not
a cold or impersongl world. Although I have
never met Eisenbyd, I remekber meeting
people in remote parts of Brazi\ who praised
him highly for His warmth, a\quality that
shines throughqut this book. Bur Eisen-
bud’s is 2 world in which professional dis-
course riumphp over irrational impulses and
technicians enfighten businessmen\and pol:
idans. ‘

To his credit, Eiscnbud recognizds in the
cnd that sofaething is missing in hisipicrure
of the way the world works. Confontec
yor of New York City who ha

a professional as Environienta
ign Administrator, he writcs, “| have
rstood why Lindsay changed hi
have been told by others tha
er was active in the libcral wing o
mocratic Party, and that Lindsay hac

some obligations because of tha
’s support for him during the gecen
ibn. I don’t understand such things afm
life.

for the federal government as well as
the Lindsay Administragon in N
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
April 1, 1991

Dear Bill:

I thought that you might be interested in the package of material that I have
forwarded to all of the participants in the Carnegie Group meeting in Mt. Kisco.
This is all material that I promised to the participants at the meeting and I am
sending it in the hope of stimulating a reciprocal exchange.

Both personally and on behalf of all of the participants I want once again to tell you
and your colleagues at Carnegie just how successful this first meeting really was in
establishing lines of communication. Since the meeting I have had lengthy telephone
conversations with a number of the other members that would have been simply
impossible had it not been for the bonds of trust and understanding established
during the meeting. In all cases, these calls have had important consequences, both
here and in our international activities. Your idea of bringing this group together
was truly an inspired one.

Let me also express to you my deep appreciation for the Corporation’s willingness to
host yet another meeting. I share your strong desire to have Canada, Germany and
Italy represented at this next meeting and have contacted Riesenhuber, Ruberti, and
Winegard, although I have not sent them the full package of materials since it would
not make much sense to them absent the discussions that we had together in Mt.
Kisco. When I get back the marked up calendars I would be in a position to make a
proposal to you for some dates in October or November when we could get an
optimum attendance.

Please pass on my deep appreciation to Josh, David Hamberg, and David Beckler.
Sincerely yours,

Delaen

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

Mr. William T. Golden
Carnegie Commission on
Science, Technology, and Government
40 Wall Street
New York, New York 10005




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

March 15, 1991

Dear Bill:

This is a belated note to express thanks, both personally and on behalf of the other
science advisors who attended the Carnegie-sponsored discussions at Mt. Kisco.
Please accept our appreciation--you and Josh, as well as David Hamberg and David
Robinson--for, first of all, suggesting the idea and then providing such excellent
facilities to carry it forward.

Although it was unfortunate that the science advisors from Canada, Germany, and
Italy found it impossible to attend, I can only say that, from my point of view, and I
believe from that of the other participants, the meeting was a great success. The
ambiance was such that from the very beginning the discussions were candid, open,
and frank, and I believe that all of us learned a great deal from them. Equally
important, we have developed a personal feeling of friendship and trust that I believe
will serve all of us well in the days ahead.

We agreed that we would not discuss any of the details of our conversations and so
far I have been holding to that agreement. I was more than a little distressed to find
a rather long article in the issue of LeMond appearing almost immediately after the
meeting, and I can only assume that some reporter managed to find Hubert Curien
and extract a fair amount of information from him.

In fact there was nothing really in the discussions, other than the level of detail and
candor, that would make it in any way damaging were the proceedings to be made
public. But the other advisors and I all felt that we would be better able to assure
equal candor in subsequent meetings if there was a recognition that what we said
would not within hours appear on the front page of some major newspaper.

You and Dave Beckler were most gracious hosts and the staff at Mt. Kisco went out
of their way to make the occasion a relaxed and pleasant one. I am convinced that
the occasion was one that has made a major contribution to the entire G-7 plus
Soviet scientific communities.

That being the case, it was the unanimous feeling of the participants that having
gotten off to such an excellent start, we should plan to continue meetings of this kind.
It was also their feeling and mine that if the Carnegie Commission would be willing
to do so, it would be nice to hold one more meeting at Mt. Kisco, sometime in
October or November of this year., Thereafter other nations would wish to host
meetings at their expense and in their territory.




You will be, I hope, pleased to know that, again by unanimous consent, the group has
decided that it should be known simply as the "Carnegie Group."

Again, my thanks for coming up with this excellent idea and for making possible what
turned out to be an extremely profitable session.

With warmest best wishes,

Sincerely yours,

Mo~

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

Mr. William Golden

Carnegie Commission on Science and Technology
40 Wall Street
New York, New York 10002



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

March 15, 1991

Dear Bill:

Unfortunately, when Dr. Maryanne Meyers called me to set up an
appointment on January 29 it turned out that on that day I was
completely unavailable. Of course I look forward to meeting and talking
with her, and we have arranged that the next time she comes to
Washington, I shall make every attempt to make sure that she gets on
my calendar.

Thanks for your efforts in getting us together.
With all best wishes,

Sincerely yours,

D. Allan Bromley
Assistant to the President

for
Science and Technology

Mr. William Golden

Carnegie Commission on Science and Technology
40 Wall Street

New York, New York 10002
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January 8, 1991

Dear Allan:

Dr. Mary Ann Meyers, a friend of many years from
the administration of the University of Pennsylvania, has
just become President of the Annenberg Foundation™vhich, hereto-
fore, has been funded by Ambassador Annenberg on an entirely
personal basis.

Dr. Meyers is a fine, thoughtful, responsible, and
personable young woman. The primary focus of the foundation's
attention will be science and math education for grades K-12.

I encouraged her to call you, and I encourage you to see her

on some convenient occasion when she is in Washington in the

near future. The foundation can be a very constructive influence
in the private sector, and I'm confident that a little of

your time devoted to get to know her will be time well spent.

With warm regards,
Sincerely,
William T. Golden
Dr. D. Allan Bromley, Director
Office of Science and Technology Policy
0ld Executive Office Building, Suite 358

17th St. & Penn. Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20506
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MONDAY INTERVIEW

Love

in the
laboratory

Professor William Stewart, chief
scientific adviser to the Cabinet
Office, talks to Clive Cookson .

cientlato have chnued
their. minds about. the
UK government more
comprehensively than
has amy other g;oup in Brlthh
B since {

uring the eléctlon cam
paign meny senlor sclentists
ment
that would end years of heglect
and underfunding of research:
not ohe apoke up for tho Con.
ssrvatlvc:.

“Three months lnter. the
loathing in the laboratories 1s
turning Into something
appreaching love. Pressura

oups such as Sava British

cience have stopped moaning

and are now g a chorus
of praise for tHe government.

¢ man they credit with
responsibility for this revival

&5 sclontific morale {n Professor

(iam Stowart, a 57-yoarold
Ycottish botanist, whoss offi-
clal job title is chiof sciontific
advisey, Cablnet Office.

Prof Stewart came Lo Landon
In 1888 to run the Agricultursl
and Food Research Council.
Lady Thatcher (then Mrs
Theaicher) appointed him to

’ :t\:cceod Sir John Fatrclough as
_ the

overnment's chief ecien-
tist shortly before she resigmed
a8 prime minister in 1880, But
he rﬁade little lmpact untl! {ast

Apr

Then, in the reshuffle after
the electlon, Mr Major unex-
pectedly gave the lahoratory
lobbyists what they had been
¢lamouring for, and Labour
had promisod: cabinot status
for scienca for the Mrst timeo
slnce 1984.

"incoming

“The £1.1bn-a-year t for
baslc regearch was d mhea
from the Department of Educa
tion and Belence, and tnm
farred to g new OfMco of Sci-
ence apnd Technology (OST)
under a cabinet minls-
ter, Mr Willlam Waldegrave,
Ho is also responsible for co-0r
dlhatlr;f sclencs :3‘(1 wm

policy acrosa othor go

oggm departments, including
dafence and lndum'y
Although - :gr Waldegrava's
temit as chancellor of the
Duch&;’ of Lancaster also
ineludes the Citizen's Charter
Initiative for lmpmving pubuc
gervices, ha has madg

that scienco will be m-uz

Prof Stowart m‘ew up
OST blueprint before the ¢
tlon, &8s an option lor the
vernment what-

* ever Its political complexion,

As & loyal olvﬂ sorvant, he
doclines to take the credit, But
Its creation loavas him, as head
of OST, much better phood to
fight for science and technol
ogy ih government, He la

potentially the most powerful

,28°3329619

: Tedmolow

b wha A28

chlef sclentist since. Bir Solly
Zuckomnu iuthur: Bluloglat)

P.B2
SARY- ol

up with Mr Harold Wil
uon ln 1»‘4

The fundamental reason for
the reorganisatlon, Prol Slew.

art says, "lg that the prime
mindater had a conviction that

sclones apnd technolosy would

be Important to us If wo were
Eolnc to .continuc s a strong

youp ot Suvon natlon: Jupan
ooy wolonuy und teohnology us
tho d o ol tho coonomy;
the US gees n world economy
transformed by dove!opmonts_
I geloncw und technology.”

A subsidiary rooson wase to

give the UK sovommom some:

ona with enou lntomntlomul
status to negotiate sffeotivel;
with sueh morful reasiro
ministors as Germany's Mr
Holnz Rlosenhuber and
France's Mr Hubort Curlon,
Junior ministers in tho DEB
were no match for them, but
Mr Waldegrave {§ = 'both
through ¢close relations
with Mr Major and through his
formidabie Intellect, " .

Mr Waldograve may ba g
tlassicist by geademlc back-
ground, but Prof Stowart says
he is already making his mark
as chairman of the £C research
councdl. On the chilef sclontlat’s
advice, Mr Waldegrave 1s push-
ing the EC to devote more
resources to “g
gies which havp # broad range
of applications Woroas ‘many
industrial sectors” and less to
"the old lcy of Induetrul'
R&D su s+in practice cms,
might menn. o) example, sup-|
Porunl "the dsvel nt of &

clesn engine”, which would
have application In an afrcraft,

A car or a lawnmower. rather:
than.a “glean car” Whleh
would - amouns to & diaguised
subaidy to uropnn motor
manufacturers, v

The creation of the OST
instantly raised the profils of
scionce in Parllament. Tho
Commana get up a Sclence

Committee

firat time, chaired by Sir Gilea
$haw, And from nex year the
two houses will jointly fund a
Parliamentary oo of Sol-

ence and Technology, o pro--

vide tochnical assessments for
MPs and pogrs on lssues rang-

o the

lns from slobul warming to -

g ol N WRADONE
mmatenting new torms of

, But the OST could be the

“first stap In a morv radical

' reorganisation of research in

the UK. Prof Stewart {8 invit-
ing acientlsts to put mrward

suggestions for a whito
oh Sclence and technolo

UY. .

which thae government will '

aaue sarly next year. It will

A

{

roi
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‘The slip in R&D spe’nd.ihg. causes concern’

cover cvery aspect of the way
the UK organises, funds and
expluits itg solence.

Mr Waldegrave and Prof
Stewart say thoy have open
minds about what directlon to
take; thoy aro willing to con-
sider changes that would be -
at lezst in UK terms — quite
revolutfonary, One possibility
ia to draw up for the first time
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 26, 1992

MEMORANDUM FOR CARNEGIE GROUP MEMBERS

FROM: D. ALLAN BROMLEY W

SUBJECT: CONTINUED LIGHT READING MATERIAL

It was good to see all of you -- unhappily except Ruberti -- in Leed’s Castle and you
may recall that I promised to send some material that was not available for my first
mailing to you. I now send the second installment.

Included herewith are the following:

a. A brochure describing in popular terms, the activities and functions of
the Office of Science and Technology Policy.

b. A report on US science and technology that I am required to provide
biennially to the President and then he to the Congress. I have tried to
make it more readable than similar reports in the past and would
certainly much value any comments or reactions.

.8 A report that we prepared for distribution on behalf of the USA
at the recent Rio conference. Again we would welcome comments.

I hope that all of you have a most pleasant summer and look forward to seeing you
this fall.

With warmest best wishes.

Enclosures



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 8, 1992

Dear Heinz:

We have had a number of discussions on intellectual property rights (IPR) on
science and technology agreements and 1 was most pleased to hear our
negotiators were able to agree successfully on language for an IPR annex when
they met in Washington June 1-and 2. "1 understand that Professor Loosch did
an excellent job of representing the German interests. Now we can move forward
expeditiously with the renewal of several important agreements supporting
cooperative science and technology activities, including the BMFT-DOE Fossil
Fuels Agreement. Strong language protecting intellectual property will be
mutually advantageous for our bilateral activities.

Let me also take this opportunity to respond to your letter of March 2, 1992,
formally suggesting an international program to provide science and technology
development assistance to the republics of the former Soviet Union. As we have
discussed on several occasions, 1 agree with you that these newly independent
countries desperately need assistance to help reform their science and technology
sector. The risks of not doing so are indeed great.

As you know, much is already being done within the United States. Several of
our science agencies have developed new programs to award grants to U.S.
investigators to collaborate with colleagues in the former Soviet Union, as well as
in Central and Eastern Europe, and to sponsor exchange visitors from these
countries. Moreover, considerable efforts are underway in the U.S. private sector.
In order to develop an appreciation for the breadth of U.S. commercial activities,
I am currently endeavoring to catalogue these various initiatives.

This, of course, does not preclude multilateral efforts. The new International
Science and Technology Center in Moscow is one important example. This
Center will, as you suggest, help reorient scientific and technological personnel
away from defense research and development towards more commercial
applications. In addition, you may recall, I suggested in Paris at the last meeting
of the OECD Committee for Scientific and Technological Policy, that the
Committee undertake a study of the scientific and technological capabilities of
the Russia. I feel that once this study is completed, we will be in a better
position to determine how best to utilize our resources.




In our discussions at Leeds Castle, you will recall that we considered the needs of
the newly independent republics and decided that a good approach was
coordinated, bilateral assistance programs targeted toward the civil sector of
science and technology in Russia. By working in a bilateral fashion, I believe
that we can make the greatest strides in reforming and reorienting the science
and technology infrastructure in the republics of the former Soviet Union.

As each of our countries develops approaches to address the present situation, it
_is my hope that we shall continue to coordinate our efforts and share new ideas
with each other. I look forward to further discussions on this matter.

With best regards,

Sincerely yours,

D. Allan Bromley

The Assistant to the President
for
-~ - Science and Technology

The Honorable Heinz Riesenhuber
"Minister for Science and Techmology
5300 Bonn 2

Germany
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Jeur

REORGANISATION OF BRITISH GOVERNMENT SCIENCE POLICY ETRUCTURE

I think you will be interested to see the attached extract from
a press notice jssued by the Prime Minister's office.

You will note that Bill Stewart will head the new Office of

Science & Technology, and that ACOST and the ABRC are being

brought together. I'm sure it will be helpful tc have this

more coherent structure with Mr Waldegrave clearly in charge
of British science.

If further details about the new arrangements emerge which might
be of interest I Wwill write again.

A ¥ R ALLCOCK 15“
Counsellor, Science & Technology J#f#ﬂﬂd,wfaf_
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Responsibility for science and technolegy issues is to be brought
together undsr the Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster, Rt Hon
William wWaldegrave MP, aating on behalf of thae Prime Minister.

An Office of Science ard Technology is being created with
immediate effect, which will incorporate the former Se¢ience
Branch of the Department of Education and Socience and the Office
of the Chief Scientific Adviser, Cabinet Offica. The Chief
Scientific Adviser, Professor William Stewart FRS, will be Head
¢f the new Office of Science and Technology. The new Offica will
alsoc have responsibility for the Advisory Committee on Science
and Technology (ACOST) and the Advisory Board for the Rescarch
Councile (ABRC). The Office will assume responsibility for the
sclence budget and the rive Research Councils (the Agricultural
and Food Research Council, the Economic and Social Research
Ceunceil, the Nadical Research Council, the Environment Research
council and the Sciance and Engineering Research Council). The
Office will be part of the Office orf the Minister for CcCivil
Servica.

A Transfer of Functionsg Order will bae necessary when Parliament
returns to complete the changes in responsibility for science.
The Department of Education and &cience will then be called the
Departunent for Education.




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

February §, 1992

MEMORANDUM TO THE CARNEGIE GROUP 6

FROM: D. ALLAN BROML

SUBJECT: SHIPMENT OF PROMISED MATERIALS

At our last meeting in Mount Kisco I promised to send you a number of documents.
Unfortunately, I have only now received the last group that I wanted to include --
hence the delay.

For your information I enclose the following:

A. The 1993 Fiscal Year Presidential Budget Chapter dealing with Research
and Development.

B. A press conference statement of mine concerning R&D in this budget.

o A series of five booklets prepared to accompany the Budget documenting
the five Presidential Initiatives developed by interagency groups
operating under my Federal Coordinating Council for Science
Engineering and Technology (FCCSET). They are the following:

*a)  Our Changing Planet - global change research.

*b)  Grand Challenges 1993 - high performance computing and
communications.

¢)  Advanced Materials and Processing - self-evident.

*d) By the Year 2000 First in the World - mathematics and
science education.

e) Biotechnology for the 21st Century - self-evident.

Those with an asterisk are also available for the 1992 fiscal year while c¢) and e)
represent new areas studied this year for the first time.

D. A booklet that my office (OSTP) issued to open the Decade of the Brain
== 1990-2000.




E. A recent talk concerning global change given at the Chemrawn VII
Conference held in Baltimore.

F. A set of brief, one page, fact sheets concerning some of the above that
we have used in publicity and speech preparation.

G. A reprint of the paper on the social rate of return on federal investment
in academic research -- by Prof. Edwin Mansfield -- to which I referred
at Mount Kisco.

H. A discussion paper on the funding of megaprojects in science prepared
by William Blanpied.

L. Reports by the Stever and Koonin Committee in our Department of
Energy relating to the future of nuclear fusion.

J. Report on the Ad Hoc Puerto Rican meeting intended to stimulate
formation of an Interamerican Institute for Environmental Studies.

K. A recent review paper of mine on US Science and Technology Policy.

L. A report of the Synthesis Group on America’s Space Exploration
Initiative.

I look forward to seeing each of you in the United Kingdom if not before and would
wish that 1992 is a happy and rewarding year for us all.




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

February 5, 1992

MEMORANDUM TO THE CARNEGIE GROUP

FROM: D. ALLAN BROMLEY

SUBJECT: SHIPMENT OF PROMISED MATERIALS

i At our last meeting in Mount Kisco I promised to send you a number of documents.
Unfortunately, I have only now received the last group that I wanted to include --
hence the delay.

For your information I enclose the following:

A. The 1993 Fiscal Year Presidential Budget Chapter dealing with Research
and Development.

B. A press conference statement of mine concerning R&D in this budget.
4 A series of five booklets prepared to accompany the Budget documenting
the five Presidential Initiatives developed by interagency groups
operating under my Federal Coordinating Council for Science
Engineering and Technology (FCCSET). They are the following:
*a)  Our Changing Planet - global change research.

*b) Grand Challenges 1993 - high performance computing and
communications.

¢) Advanced Materials and Processing - self-evident.

*d) By the Year 2000 First in the World - mathematics and
science education.

e)  Biotechnology for the 21st Century - self-evident.

Those with an asterisk are also available for the 1992 fiscal year while c¢) and e)
represent new areas studied this year for the first time.

D. A booklet that my office (OSTP) issued to open the Decade of the Brain
== 1990-2000.




. E. A recent talk concerning global change given at the Chemrawn VII
Conference held in Baltimore.

F. A set of brief, one page, fact sheets concerning some of the above that
we have used in publicity and speech preparation.

G. A reprint of the paper on the social rate of return on federal investment
in academic research -- by Prof. Edwin Mansfield -- to which I referred
at Mount Kisco.

H. A discussion paper on the funding of megaprojects in science prepared
by William Blanpied.

I. Reports by the Stever and Koonin Committee in our Department of
Energy relating to the future of nuclear fusion.

J. Report on the Ad Hoc Puerto Rican meeting intended to stimulate
formation of an Interamerican Institute for Environmental Studies.

K. A recent review paper of mine on US Science and Technology Policy.

L. A report of the Synthesis Group on America’s Space Exploration
Initiative.

I look forward to seeing each of you in the United Kingdom if not before and would
wish that 1992 is a happy and rewarding year for us all.




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

February §, 1992

i

| MEMORANDUM TO THE CARNEGIE GROUP "‘
|

FROM: D. ALLAN BROMLE

| SUBJECT: SHIPMENT OF PROMISED MATERIALS
At our last meeting in Mount Kisco I promised to send you a number of documents.
Unfortunately, I have only now received the last group that I wanted to include --
hence the delay.
For your information I enclose the following:

A. The 1993 Fiscal Year Presidential Budget Chapter dealing with Research
and Development.

B. A press conference statement of mine concerning R&D in this budget.

c A series of five booklets prepared to accompany the Budget documenting
the five Presidential Initiatives developed by interagency groups
operating under my Federal Coordinating Council for Science
Engineering and Technology (FCCSET). They are the following:

*a)  Our Changing Planet - global change research.

*b) Grand Challenges 1993 - high performance computing and
communications.

¢)  Advanced Materials and Processing - self-evident.

*d) By the Year 2000 First in the World - mathematics and
science education.

e)  Biotechnology for the 21st Century - self-evident.

Those with an asterisk are also available for the 1992 fiscal year while ¢) and e)
represent new areas studied this year for the first time.

D. A booklet that my office (OSTP) issued to open the Decade of the Brain
- 1990-2000.




K.

L.

A recent talk concerning global change given at the Chemrawn VII
Conference held in Baltimore.

A set of brief, one page, fact sheets concerning some of the above that
we have used in publicity and speech preparation.

A reprint of the paper on the social rate of return on federal investment
in academic research -- by Prof. Edwin Mansfield -- to which I referred
at Mount Kisco.

A discussion paper on the funding of megaprojects in science prepared
by William Blanpied.

Reports by the Stever and Koonin Committee in our Department of
Energy relating to the future of nuclear fusion.

Report on the Ad Hoc Puerto Rican meeting intended to stimulate
formation of an Interamerican Institute for Environmental Studies.

A recent review paper of mine on US Science and Technology Policy.

A report of the Synthesis Group on America’s Space Exploration
Initiative.

I look forward to seeing each of you in the United Kingdom if not before and would
wish that 1992 is a happy and rewarding year for us all.

e
i




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

February §, 1992 u‘\

MEMORANDUM TO THE CARNEGIE GROUP I

FROM: D. ALLAN BROMLEY?# s )’

SUBJECT: SHIPMENT OF PROMISED MATERIALS

At our last meeting in Mount Kisco I promised to send you a number of documents.
Unfortunately, I have only now received the last group that I wanted to include --
hence the delay.

For your information I enclose the following:

A. The 1993 Fiscal Year Presidential Budget Chapter dealing with Research
and Development.

B. A press conference statement of mine concerning R&D in this budget.
C. A series of five booklets prepared to accompany the Budget documenting
the five Presidential Initiatives developed by interagency groups
operating under my Federal Coordinating Council for Science
Engineering and Technology (FCCSET). They are the following:
*a)  Our Changing Planet - global change research.

*b)  Grand Challenges 1993 - high performance computing and
communications.

¢)  Advanced Materials and Processing - self-evident.

*d) By the Year 2000 First in the World - mathematics and
science education.

e)  Biotechnology for the 21st Century - self-evident.

Those with an asterisk are also available for the 1992 fiscal year while c) and e)
represent new areas studied this year for the first time.

D. A booklet that my office (OSTP) issued to open the Decade of the Brain
== 1990-2000.



K.
L.

A recent talk concerning global change given at the Chemrawn VII
Conference held in Baltimore.

A set of brief, one page, fact sheets concerning some of the above that
we have used in publicity and speech preparation.

A reprint of the paper on the social rate of return on federal investment
in academic research -- by Prof. Edwin Mansfield -- to which I referred
at Mount Kisco.

A discussion paper on the funding of megaprojects in science prepared
by William Blanpied.

Reports by the Stever and Koonin Committee in our Department of
Energy relating to the future of nuclear fusion.

Report on the Ad Hoc Puerto Rican meeting intended to stimulate
formation of an Interamerican Institute for Environmental Studies.

A recent review paper of mine on US Science and Technology Policy.

A report of the Synthesis Group on America’s Space Exploration
Initiative.

I look forward to seeing each of you in the United Kingdom if not before and would
wish that 1992 is a happy and rewarding year for us all.

s 4ry




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

February 5, 1992 l‘/‘\

MEMORANDUM TO THE CARNEGIE GROUP

FROM: D. ALLAN BROMLEY

SUBJECT: SHIPMENT OF SED MATERIALS

At our last meeting in Mount Kisco I promised to send you a number of documents.
Unfortunately, I have only now received the last group that I wanted to include --
hence the delay.

For your information I enclose the following:

A. The 1993 Fiscal Year Presidential Budget Chapter dealing with Research
and Development.

B. A press conference statement of mine concerning R&D in this budget.
} C. A series of five booklets prepared to accompany the Budget documenting
| the five Presidential Initiatives developed by interagency groups
operating under my Federal Coordinating Council for Science
Engineering and Technology (FCCSET). They are the following:

*a)  Our Changing Planet - global change research.

*b)  Grand Challenges 1993 - high performance computing and
communications.

¢)  Advanced Materials and Processing - self-evident.

*d) By the Year 2000 First in the World - mathematics and
science education.

e)  Biotechnology for the 21st Century - self-evident.

Those with an asterisk are also available for the 1992 fiscal year while ¢) and e)
represent new areas studied this year for the first time.

D. A booklet that my office (OSTP) issued to open the Decade of the Brain
== 1990-2000.



E. A recent talk concerning global change given at the Chemrawn VII
Conference held in Baltimore.

F. A set of brief, one page, fact sheets concerning some of the above that
we have used in publicity and speech preparation.

G. A reprint of the paper on the social rate of return on federal investment
in academic research -- by Prof. Edwin Mansfield -- to which I referred
at Mount Kisco.

H. A discussion paper on the funding of megaprojects in science prepared
by William Blanpied.

L Reports by the Stever and Koonin Committe€ in our Department of
Energy relating to the future of nuclear fusion.

 E Report on the Ad Hoc Puerto Rican meeting intended to stimulate
formation of an Interamerican Institute for Environmental Studies.

o

A recent review paper of mine on US Science and Technology Policy.

&

A report of the Synthesis Group on America’s Space Exploration
Initiative.

I look forward to seeing each of you in the United Kingdom if not before and would

wish that 1992 is a happy and rewarding year for u:ll‘.‘us
é ! {/‘r’




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

February 5, 1992

MEMORANDUM TO THE CARNEGIE GROUP %ﬂ

FROM: D. ALLAN BROMLEY
SUBJECT: SHIPMENT OF PROMISED MATERIALS

At our last meeting in Mount Kisco I promised to send you a number of documents.

Unfortunately, I have only now received the last group that I wanted to include --
hence the delay.

For your information I enclose the following:

A. The 1993 Fiscal Year Presidential Budget Chapter dealing with Research
and Development.

B. A press conference statement of mine concerning R&D in this budget.
Cs A series of five booklets prepared to accompany the Budget documenting
the five Presidential Initiatives developed by interagency groups
operating under my Federal Coordinating Council for Science
Engineering and Technology (FCCSET). They are the following:
*a)  Our Changing Planet - global change research.

*b)  Grand Challenges 1993 - high performance computing and
communications.

¢)  Advanced Materials and Processing - self-evident.

*d) By the Year 2000 First in the World - mathematics and
science education.

e)  Biotechnology for the 21st Century - self-evident.

Those with an asterisk are also available for the 1992 fiscal year while ¢) and e)
represent new areas studied this year for the first time.

D. A booklet that my office (OSTP) issued to open the Decade of the Brain
-- 1990-2000.



E. A recent talk concerning global change given at the Chemrawn VII
Conference held in Baltimore.

F. A set of brief, one page, fact sheets concerning some of the above that
we have used in publicity and speech preparation.

G. A reprint of the paper on the social rate of return on federal investment
in academic research -- by Prof. Edwin Mansfield -- to which I referred
at Mount Kisco.

H. A discussion paper on the funding of megaprojects in science prepared
by William Blanpied.

L Reports by the Stever and Koonin Committee in our Department of
Energy relating to the future of nuclear fusion.

J. Report on the Ad Hoc Puerto Rican meeting intended to stimulate
formation of an Interamerican Institute for Environmental Studies.

K. A recent review paper of mine on US Science and Technology Policy.

L. A report of the Synthesis Group on America’s Space Exploration
Initiative.

I look forward to seeing each of you in the United Kingdom if not before and would
wish that 1992 is a happy and rewarding year for us all.



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

February §, 1992

MEMORANDUM TO THE CARNEGIE GROUP ; 6’/
FROM: D. ALLAN BROMLEY M

SUBJECT: SHIPMENT OF PROMISED MATERIALS

At our last meeting in Mount Kisco I promised to send you a number of documents.
Unfortunately, I have only now received the last group that I wanted to include --
hence the delay.

For your information I enclose the following:

A. The 1993 Fiscal Year Presidential Budget Chapter dealing with Research
and Development.

B. A press conference statement of mine concerning R&D in this budget.
C. A series of five booklets prepared to accompany the Budget documenting
the five Presidential Initiatives developed by interagency groups
operating under my Federal Coordinating Council for Science
Engineering and Technology (FCCSET). They are the following:
*a)  Our Changing Planet - global change research.

*b)  Grand Challenges 1993 - high performance computing and
communications.

¢)  Advanced Materials and Processing - self-evident.

*d) By the Year 2000 First in the World - mathematics and
science education.

e)  Biotechnology for the 21st Century - self-evident.

Those with an asterisk are also available for the 1992 fiscal year while c) and e)
represent new areas studied this year for the first time.

D. A booklet that my office (OSTP) issued to open the Decade of the Brain
== 1990-2000.




E. A recent talk concerning global change given at the Chemrawn VII
Conference held in Baltimore.

F. A set of brief, one page, fact sheets concerning some of the above that
we have used in publicity and speech preparation.

G. A reprint of the paper on the social rate of return on federal investment
in academic research -- by Prof. Edwin Mansfield -- to which I referred
at Mount Kisco.

H. A discussion paper on the funding of megaprojects in science prepared
by William Blanpied.

L. Reports by the Stever and Koonin Committee in our Department of
Energy relating to the future of nuclear fusion.

" Report on the Ad Hoc Puerto Rican meeting intended to stimulate
formation of an Interamerican Institute for Environmental Studies.

K. A recent review paper of mine on US Science and Technology Policy.

L. A report of the Synthesis Group on America’s Space Exploration
Initiative.

I look forward to seeing each of you in the United Kingdom if not before and would
wish that 1992 is a happy and rewarding year for us all.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

February 3, 1992

Dear Wataru:

I too am sorry that I was unable to see you during President Bush’s visit to Japan
but, as you know, the planning for that trip changed markedly from what had
originally been the case and what I anticipated would be the case when I talked to
you last in Tokyo in October.

I am including herewith some of the promised materials from our last Carnegie
Group meeting and apologize for the long delay in getting these to you. I do hope,
however, that you will find them of interest.

I look forward to talking with you about a number of important problems when we
meet in the United Kingdom for the next meeting of that group.

In the meantime, let me wish you a very happy and productive 1992.

With all best wishes,

Sincerely yours,

5. Allan Bromley

The Assistant to the President
for
Science and Technology

Professor Wataru Mori
Prime Minister’s
Council for Science and Technology
Kasumigaseki 2/2/1
Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo, 100
Japan

Enclosures
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MG 199
Dr. D. Allan Bromley

The Assistant to the President
for Science and Technology

The White House

Washington, D.C., USA

Dear Dr. Bromley:

President Bush came to Japan, and left. Though there was a small
accident, flu, he fulfilled his duty energetically and gained some fruits.
Some advancement was seen on SSC matter, too.

It was my regret 1 could not see you, this time, in Tokyo. If
cancellation of your trip to Japan was made because of your health, it is
the worst case. If due to pessimistic prospect on SSC problem, next to
the worst.

I really hope you are working hard in good health. Anyway, I'll
see you again, before long.

With best wishes for a New Year, 1992.

Sincerely yours,

P o
/

fvd 23 T
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

December 4, 1991

Dear Heinz:

Many thanks for sending me the superb report on facts and figures on
research. It does indeed provide an excellent overview of the research
and technology structure and policy in your country.

I am delighted that you were able to join us for the Carnegie Group
meeting in Mt. Kisco--you added enormously to the value of the session
and I am very much looking forward to the next meeting that Bill
Stewart has planned for London next May.

I have not forgotten my promise to send a number of reports to each of
you and am in the process of collecting those documents at the present
time. I have been travelling a substantial amount of the time since I
last saw you so this has taken somewhat longer than I would have
anticipated. I do expect, however, to get the first set of the reports off
to you in the near future and the remainder early in the new year when
they come off the press.

I much appreciate your letter concerning the U.S. action in retabling the
matter of Federal support of industrial research in the GATT
negotiations. This came as a complete surprise to my associates and to
me in the White House, and we are looking into this matter at the
present time. This had been raised at an earlier stage in the
negotiations but through the efforts of Robert Mosbacher, our Secretary
of Commerce, was removed from the table. I have every hope that we
can, in fact, make this happen again and I do not understand at this
point why the matter was raised again. I fully appreciate the difficulties
that it can cause.



With warmest best wishes for a very happy, rewarding and successful
time in the upcoming New Year,

Sincerely yours,

i T

D. Allan Bromley
The Assistant to the President
\
|
\
|

for " .
Science and Technology

Dr. Heinz Riesenhuber

Der Bundesminister fur
Furschung und Technologie

Heinemannstrasse 2

5300 Bonn

Germany
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Heinemannstra 2
Fernruf (02 28) 590 oder 59-
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Dr. D. Allan Bromley Uitk gz it

Director DIRECToR
Office of Science and Technology Policy
The White House

Washington D.C. 20500
USA Translation

Dear Dr. Bromley:

| found the meeting in Seven Springs very stimulating and would like to

thank you, who hosted the meeting, again for its careful preparation.

As agreed at our meeting on Mount Kisco, | am sending you the 1990 Facts
and Figures update of the Federal Government's 1988 Report on Research. It
will give you a good overview of the research and technology structure and
policy in Germany.

Hoping that we will meet again soon, | remain,

Sincerely yours,

signed: Dr. Heinz Riesenhuber

Enclosure



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

March 29, 1991

MEMORANDUM TO THE CARNEGIE GROUP o/
FROM: D. ALLAN BROMLEY M

SUBJECT: FOLLOW-UP ON OUR MT. KISCO MEETING

I must first of all apologize for the long delay in sending you the material promised
during the meeting, but I have, over the recent past, been deferring sending this
material off to you because I wanted to be able to give you some more definite
information concerning our next meeting.

Shortly after I returned from Mt. Kisco, I wrote to William Golden, of the Carnegie
Corporation, both to express our appreciation of the hospitality provided to us and to
report to Bill that, at least in my opinion, I had felt that the meeting was a very real
success and that it had accomplished all that the Corporation had originally had in
mind and more. I also indicated that the group was enthusiastic about the possibility
of a repeat of the meeting during this coming autumn of 1991, and had agreed that if
the Carnegie Corporation would act as host for this second meeting, then in future
other countries would consider acting as hosts and providing the facilities necessary
for continued meetings as these were deemed desirable.

I also passed on to Bill Golden what I understand to be our unanimous decision that
hereafter we will be known simply as the Carnegie Group.

I am happy to be able to report to you that this request was taken by Bill to the
Executive Board of the Carnegie Corporation who responded to it enthusiastically and
so we are being offered the Mt. Kisco hospitality for our meeting this autumn and by
starting now, I hope that it will be possible for us to find dates so that all of our
members, including those from Canada, Germany, and Italy will be able to join us.

It has been my understanding that we have agreed that the content of our discussions
was to be considered as confidential, and I have therefore not discussed the meeting
with any press personnel, although there has been rather substantial interest in what
actually was discussed. I remain convinced that the openness of our discussions that
characterized this first meeting can only be continued if we agree to maintain this
level of confidentiality and I am convinced that the openness was extremely important
in terms of making it possible for all of us to learn much more than would otherwise
have been possible about our colleagues activities and problems.
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I do not believe that the Le Mond article, a copy of which I include herewith
‘accurately reflects our discussions nor, to the best of my knowledge, were our German
and Italian members denied access tot he meeting, All in all this is an unfortunate

article but I realize all too well that we have no control over what reporters may
write.

I am enclosing herewith calendar pages for October and November of 1991, and
would ask that you mark off those dates when you would not (repeat not) be available
for a meeting so that we can settle on a firm date at the earliest possible time.

As promised, I am enclosing herewith a rather large number of items. For your
records, I have provided a list of the Carnegie Group members and would ask that
you make sure that the addresses, telephone numbers, fax numbers, and titles are the
ones that you wish. I have also suggested that each of us list our Executive Assistant
for general convenience in communication.

For record only, and to preserve something of the flavor of our first session, I am
sending you a copy of the agenda that we had before us on the blackboard at Mr.
Kisco.

As you requested, I have enclosed herewith, brief information papers concerning both
the President’s Council of Advisors on Science and Technology (PCAST) and the
Federal Coordinating Council for Science, Engineering and Technology (FCCSET).

During our discussions, I mentioned the fact that a task force of our Domestic Policy
Council’s Working Group on Global Climate Change had made a valiant first attempt
to quantify the economics of long-term global climate change, and I am enclosing
herewith a copy of that working paper.

Also included here is an OSTP document released in September of last year entitled
US Technology Policy. It is in no sense a complete statement, but it does represent
the first time that we in the United States have put down on paper an explicit
technology policy and this document is one that has been signed off on by all
members of the White House senior staff and the President. This obviously is a
governmental document. I include here also a very recently released publication that
also addresses U.S. technology policy entitled Gaining New Ground. This is a report
that was produced over the past many months by a private sector group, the Council
of Competitiveness, which, for most of its life has been chaired by John Young, the

Bush Library Photocopy

i
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Chief Executive Officer of the Hewlett-Packard Company. At the request of the U.S.
Senate, my office has also pulled together a joint private sector-governmental panel
that has also produced a list of 22 critical technologies, but it is not yet ready for
release, although it has been transmitted to the President and will be transmitted to
the Congress within a matter of a few weeks. When it becomes available, I shall be
happy to forward copies to you.

During our discussion, I mentioned a recent study by a distinguished economist,
Professor Edwin Mansfield, of the University of Pennsylvania, that addresses the
question of the economic return on federal governmental investment in academic
research. Although this is clearly keyed to the American university system and
American society, it may well be of interest to you. As I mentioned, the finding that
the social rate of return is 28% has been very useful to many of us in arguing the
case for continuing an increased support for such research. The paper has not yet
appeared in the press, and what I am sending you, with Professor Mansfield’s
permission, are copies of the page proofs.

Last April, as I think all of you know, and as some of you know from personal
experience, the President convened a White House Conference on Science and
Economics Research Relating to Global Change here in Washington. The intent at
that conference was to inject economic considerations much more centrally into both
national and international discussions of global change phenomena and possible
responses to them. I enclose here a brief document entitled Global Stewardship
which was prepared at the time of that conference with the thought that you might
find it of some interest. If any of you are interested in much more detail concerning
that conference, we do have Proceedings and I would be happy to send them to you
on request.

Turning then to some of the recent activities of the Federal Coordinating Council for
Science, Engineering and Technology (FCCSET) that I mentioned briefly to you
during our meetings, I am sending herewith copies of three separate reports that were
prepared by interagency committees integrating and coordinating the individual
programs of eight to sixteen different federal agencies in three areas -- global change,
high performance computing and communications, and education and human
resources. These three areas were selected by President Bush as special initiatives for
which he requested substantial funding increases in his 1992 Fiscal Year budget
submitted to the Congress in early February of this year. These three reports were
designed to accompany the budget documents and to lay out the integrated national
programs in these three specific areas. The report on global change is the third in a
series on that topic that has been issued by my office, while the other two represent
the first cuts at their respective areas. It is my intention that the committees
involved will extend and refine these studies and the programs they contain, during
this coming year, and that we will add to this list two new areas, namely materials
science and technology, and biotechnology.
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In the area of biotechnology, we have already done some work and I enclose herewith

the first report from the President’s Council on Competitiveness that is chaired by the
Vice President. This first report is on national biotechnology policy and was prepared
under OSTP chairmanship.

Finally, I am enclosing herewith a brief curriculum vitae and would suggest that we
exchange such documents so that we have a better feeling for our respective
backgrounds and experience.

I would ask therefore that you make whatever changes may be necessary in your
titles, addresses, telephone and fax numbers that you give me the name of your
Executive Assistant, that you mark up the calendar pages provided to indicate those
days in October and November when you would not be available for a meeting in Mt.
Kisco, that you provide me with a brief biographical sketch and finally, anything else
that you feel would be desirable to circulate prior to our forthcoming fall meeting.

I am sending copies of this memorandum and the membership listing for the
Carnegie Group, as well as the agenda from our first meeting, to our colleagues
Riesenhuber, Ruberti, and Winegard, and very much look forward to the possibility
that all of us can find a mutually convenient time to meet this fall.

Let me in conclusion only say how thoroughly I enjoyed having the opportunity to
meet and discuss with you a number of common problems and opportunities, as well
as to learn more about science policy in your respective countries.

Enclosures




. THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

April 4, 1991

Dear Mr. Minister:

We, of course, very much regretted that you were unable to join us for the meeting
sponsored by the Carnegie Commission at Mt. Kisco recently.

I think that I can report to you that the meeting was a very successful one in that it
gave those of us attending an opportunity to become much better acquainted on a
personal level, as well as the opportunity to discuss a number of topics of major
importance to all of us.

As a result of this successful outcome, the group attending decided to designate itself
hereafter as the Carnegie Group and has further decided that additional meetings of
this kind can, indeed, be helpful. After the sessions with the Carnegie Commission
we have just learned that the Commission will be more than happy to host a similar
meeting sometime in October or November of this autumn and it is everyone’s hope
that we can arrange the schedule so that all of the members can be in attendance.

To that end, I am sending you herewith some material that may be of interest to you
and that may help us to make sure that we can find a date that will fit within your
schedule for the coming autumn.

Specifically, I include here a listing of the members and would ask you to fill out any
missing data, or incorrect data, concerning yourself and return it to me so that we
can produce a correct listing. I am also including a brief outline agenda of the
topics discussed at the last meeting, and a pair of calendar pages for October and
November that I would ask you to mark indicating those days when you would not be
available to attend a meeting.

In order to obtain a complete set of brief curriculum vitae so that all of us have
some better idea of our respective backgrounds and experience, I am forwarding you a
copy concerning myself, and would ask that in return you send me one of yours so
that they can be packaged up and distributed prior to the autumn meeting.

e



You were very missed at this most recent meeting and I believe that if you can fit the
next one into your schedule you will find it to be a worthwhile and interesting
exercise.

The members of the group decided that it would be important to maintain strict
confidentiality concerning our discussions since otherwise the openness that
characterized our first meeting would simply be impossible. Unfortunately some
discussion of the content of the meeting has appeared already in France in Le Mond
and I am afraid that the excerpts that appeared there rather badly distorted the
actual content of the meeting. I would hope that you would agree that confidentiality
is an important aspect of these informal meetings and that it provides a dimension
that is missing in our more formal encounters.

I very much regret that our schedules have been such that I have not been able to be
here in Washington when you have passed through since I arrived in my present
position and I very much look forward to seeing you in Mt. Kisco this fall, if not
before.

With warmest best wishes,

Sincerely yours,

D Allan Bromle
Assistant to the President
for
Science and Technology

P.S. I have enclosed herewith a copy of the memorandum that I sent to the members
of the Carnegie Group who attended the first Mt. Kisco meeting, but I have not
included all the associated material that would be of relatively little use to you absent
the discussion that took place in the meeting.

Enclosures

Dr. Heinz Riesenhuber

Bundesminister fur Forschung und Technologie
Postfach 200240

5300 Bonn 2

Bundesretublich

Deutschland



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

April 4, 1991

Dear Bill:

I am enclosing herewith some information about what has now
christened itself, the Carnegie Group, and that you, unfortunately, were
unable to attend in Mt. Kisco earlier this year.

The Carnegie Commission has graciously responded to our suggestion
that the group meet again in October or November of this year and I
am enclosing herewith copies of calendar pages for those two months in
the hope that you will mark off those dates when you will not, repeat,
not, be able to attend so that we can hopefully arrive at a mutually
convenient time when all members of the group can be present.

I have just recently sent a large number of documents to the other
members who were present but am not burdening you with them because
many would make little sense absent the discussion that took place in
Mt. Kisco. I am sending you, however, a list of the members of the
group, with some pertinent information that should aid in
communication, and a very sketchy outline of the agenda that was
covered in our first meeting.

We agreed at that meeting that the content of the meeting would be
considered as entirely confidential and, with one exception, that
confidentiality has been fully respected. Unfortunately, Hubert Curien
may have misunderstood and has given at least partial interviews to
French newspapers that I am afraid have rather badly distorted the
actual content of the meeting. I am convinced that unless we can
maintain confidentiality our conversations will in future very much lack
the openness that characterized the Mt. Kisco meeting.

I have also asked the members to forward to me brief curriculum vitae
so that we can circulate those prior to the next meeting to give all the
members some befter background concerning one another.

e |




I very much hope that we will be able to get together this autumn if not
before.

With warmest best wishes,

Sincerely yours,

e

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

Enclosures
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Minister for Science within Industry,
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Government of Canada
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
April 18, 1991

Dear Bill,

By now you will, I hope, have received the large package of material that I forwarded
some time ago following our meeting at Mt. Kisco. In particular, I hope that you will
send back the marked-up calendar pages as soon as possible because the Carnegie
folk are anxious to pin down a meeting date for us this autumn as soon as possible.

In addition to what I sent you, I promised that I would send you some notes on the
U.S. position with respect to IIASA, and I include those notes herewith in the hope
that they will be useful to you.

Despite our telecommunications difficulties, it was good to talk with you a week or so
ago, and I am delighted to learn of your position and plans.

Recently the National Academy of Sciences has completed a report on the implications
of global warming following a 20-month study by a distinguished group chaired by
Senator Daniel Evans. The report is not yet fully available, but I shall include
herewith a copy of its Executive Summary that was distributed at a recent press
conference.

I was relatively pleased with this report because it presents the science and the policy
issues in clear fashion, emphasizing uncertainties where those uncertainties are
important. In the area of recommendations, I was delighted to see that so many were
already being implemented by our programs or had already been proposed by us in,
for example, the strategy document that I distributed to you when we were at

Mt. Kisco. I was pleased also to note that in this report they include the potential of
geoengineering projects that would address the natural, as opposed to the
anthropogenic fluxes of greenhouse gases that are at least 20 times larger, and where
relatively minor percentage changes could have the same global impact as draconic
measures addressing the anthropogenic component only.

This Executive Summary will be supported by three major documents giving all the
details to be published over the next one or two months. When these become
available I shall be happy to send copies of them to you as well. I have the feeling
thus far that this document collectively represents the best overall view of the problem
that I have seen thus far. It specifically emphasizes the fact that we are not dealing
with a crisis situation and again emphasizes that it is not appropriate at this time to

take major mitigation approaches unless they have low cost or perhaps even net
benefits.




I shall look forward to hearing from you so that we can schedule the next Mt. Kisco
meeting and in the meantime will not hesitate to call you if something comes up on
which I think we should share notes.

I was disappointed to learn that David Phillips has apparently made an irrevocable
decision to close down the Darnsberry Laboratory because, indeed, I have no question
whatever but what the group there has established for itself the best reputation of any
of the physical science groups in the United Kingdom and, indeed, there will be many
who will argue that in the whole field of nuclear physics Peter Quinn and his
associates stand out as the individuals who have had the greatest impact on the
science in the past decade, and who have given entirely new directions to this field of
science. I had the distinct feeling during our visit here in my office that David’s
mind was fully made up so the decision does not come as a surprise.

With warmest best wishes,

Sincerely yours,

Dacon_

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

The Honorable William D. P. Stewart
Cabinet Office

70 Whitehall

London SWIA 2AS

England

Enclosures




U.S. PARTICIPATION IN THE

INTERNATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR APPLIED .SYSTEMS ANALYSIS (ITASA)

In December 1989, the President determined that ITASA is doing useful scientific work
and merits U.S. support. The U.S. has resumed full participation in IIASA and
intends to provide substantial multi-year programmatic support on the basis of
competitive, peer-reviewed research proposals.

On March 22, 1991 the National Science Board authorized support of $2 million in
1991 for research programs at IIASA. The U.S. Government’s commitment to
providing continued funding for ITASA was made with the expectation that significant
changes in ITASA’s financial structure and research directions would be negotiated.
The following highlights present considerations behind the decision to resume full

. participation.

Geo-political Changes

0 There has been a substantial change in the world political environment; many
of the reasons for earlier concerns about ITASA in terms of security threats
related to Soviet and Eastern European access are now greatly diminished.

0 Issues relating to the developing world are of rising importance, especially in
relation to environmental issues. This implies a North-South as well as an
East-West axis for IIASA.

Changes in Research Directions

0 A substantial past investment has been made by the United States in IIASA.
By resuming full participation, the United States can have a more active role
in redirecting the management and use of this unique facility towards
important research topics.

0 ITASA can contribute substantially to research in the important area of global
change research. A redirection of IIASA towards important environmental
research goals will benefit the United States, and indeed the world. Global
change research is multidisciplinary, multinational, and depends on computer
modelling capabilities. IIASA has valuable experience and expertise in these
areas which could be utilized to meet the major global environmental
challenges we face.

0 Many of the economies in transition in Central/Eastern Europe, as well as the
developing countries in other parts of the world, are facing major
environmental and economic problems. The United States is anxious to help
address these difficult problems in ways that will ensure both economic growth
and environmental protection. IIASA can assist in this effort because of its
East-West experience and expertise in developing decisionmaking models for
complex interactions such as those regarding the relationship between
economics and protection of the environment. Indeed, it already is carrying



out such studies for the Soviet Union and Central Europe and has developed
some unique data bases.

0 ITASA can play an important role in a world network of global change research
institutes. During the White House Conference on Science and Economics of
Global Change in April 1990, the United States proposed the possible creation
of three international institutes for research on the science and economics of
global change as well as data and information transfers through a global
change, communications network. The three would consist of ITASA
(Europe/Africa), a Western Hemisphere institute and an Asian institute. The
United States is currently working to establish the Western Hemisphere
institute, and will host a meeting of interested nations to further develop the
concept later this year. IIASA can fill a substantial role, not only by
addressing environmental problems of Europe and Africa, but also providing a
latitudinal coordination role in developing an information and communication
network linking the regional institutes.

Strengthening the Leadership and Management

0 There has been an improvement in the quality of leadership associated with
ITIASA. In August 1990, Peter de Janosi, formerly the Vice President of the
Russell Sage Foundation and previously the U.S. member of the IIASA Council,
became the new Director of IIASA. He is improving the management and
direction of the institute and is actively working towards establishing a more
systematic and aggressive scientific staff recruitment process.

0 The U.S. National Committee for IIASA recently was reorganized under the
chairmanship of Dr. Robert White, President of the National Academy of
Engineering in Washington, D.C. He also serves as the U.S. member of the
ITASA Council. Dr. White has a strong interest in the global change area and
his involvement will help to ensure careful planning and oversight of the
research program.

Improving the Quality of Research

0 Under the leadership of IIASA Director de Janosi, a five-year strategic plan
will be formulated by IIASA with the advice and assistance of the member
countries. The U.S. Committee and its Chairman, Dr. White, are playing a
major role in developing this plan. The plan will provide longer lead time for
the design and organization of top quality research projects and should be
helpful in the establishment of more systematic financial planning for member
countries.

0 The U.S. financial support will be given for broad research program activities
and will be awarded on the basis of peer-reviewed, competitive proposals rather
than in the form of annual dues. The research currently funded at ITASA
received peer review and is in four program areas: the Environment and
Ecology and Climate-Related Programs; the Population Program; the
Technology, Economy and Society Program and the Systems and Decision
Sciences Program.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

April 25, 1991
MEMORANDUM FOR THE CARNEGIE GROUP

I would greatly appreciate your focusing as soon as possible on my request to review
your calendars for suitable times for a fall meeting of the Carenegie Group.

Much coordination will be necessary and our having scheduling information will expedite
the logistical planning for everyone involved.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.

Duan

D. ALLAN BROMLEY
The Assistant to the President
for
Science and Technology
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Wittiam T. GOLDEN
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Dear Allan:

The lnformail §?¥§‘ éeniality, and
candid conversations at g night's dinner
of the Carnegie Group were remarkable: a tribute

to your organizing talent, keenness of inquiry
and perception, and inspiration of trust.

I repeat, in writing, éngpledge of
assured funding for the Carnegie Group's meeting
expenses, along current lines, if and as needed
for a period of five years. The Carnegie Commission
will no longer be in existence but I assure
you of the funding from another source.

With admiration and warm regards,

Sincerely,

NEW 4

Dr. D. Allan Bromley, Director

Office of Science and Technology Policy
0ld Executive Office Building, Suite 358
17th St. & Penn. Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20506




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 2, 1991

MEMORANDUM FOR CARNEGIE GROUP

D

|
FROM: D. ALLAN BROMLEY

SUBJECT: SUGGESTED AGENDA FOR SECOND
MEETING

Attached you will find a suggested agenda, which I have earlier
coordinated with my co-chair Yuri Ossipian, for our meeting this
weekend at Mount Kisco. We will have a chance to review it on Friday
night at dinner and can make modifications at that time.

I wish to thank those of you who sent suggestions. I trust you will find
that they have been incorporated adequately.

I look forward to seeing you on Friday.

Attachment



THE CARNEGIE GROUP
SECOND MEETING

Mount Kisco, New York
October 4-6, 1991

SUGGESTED AGENDA

Friday, October 4

6:00 - 9:00 p.m. Dinner Hosted by Carnegie Commission

Saturday, October §

9:00 - 11:00 a.m. Opening Remarks by Participants

11:00 - 1:00 p.m. International Partnerships in Research and
Technology

2:30 - 4:00 p.m. Implications of Recent Developments in

Eastern and Central Europe for S&T Policies
and Cooperation

4:00 - 5:00 p.m. Environmental R&D and Global Climate
Change

Sunday, October 6

8:30 - 9:45 a.m. North-South S&T Cooperation
9:45 - 10:45 a.m. S&T Manpower
10:45 - 12:30 p.m. Questions Concerning the Future Functioning

of the Carnegie Group



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

August 15, 1991

MEMORANDUM TO MEMBERS OF THE CARNEGIE GROUP
FROM: D. ALLAN BROMLEY

SUBJECT: SECOND MOUNT KISCO MEETING

I am delighted that all members of the Group have indicated their intention to attend
this second meeting in Mount Kisco. David Beckler, of the Carnegie Commission, has
sent each of you detailed information about travel and accommodations and I know
that we can look forward, as at our first meeting, to the superb hospitality
characteristic of the Carnegie Commission.

At our first meeting our primary emphasis was on getting to know one another and to
developing fuller understanding of the nature of the science and technology policy
structures in our respective countries. Several of the Members have suggested that we
may wish to focus more specifically on selected issues at our coming meeting.

I write to you now, then, to request that each of you give some thought to this
question and that you send me your suggestions for issues that we might
appropriately include on our Agenda in October. On the basis of your responses,
Yuri Ossipyian and I will construct a tentative agenda and I shall try to have this in
your hands prior to the meeting so that you can bring with you any material that
may be appropriate or obtain any information that you may wish to make available to
the Group.

I would ask that you try to respond by the end of the first week in September to
make this timing possible.

It will be a great pleasure to see all of you in October. “‘1‘““



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

March 15, 1991

Dear Bill:

Unfortunately, when Dr. Maryanne Meyers called me to set up an
appointment on January 29 it turned out that on that day I was
completely unavailable. Of course I look forward to meeting and talking
with her, and we have arranged that the next time she comes to
Washington, I shall make every attempt to make sure that she gets on
my calendar.

Thanks for your efforts in getting us together.
With all best wishes,

Sincerely yours,

D. Allan Bromley
Assistant to the President

for
Science and Technology

Mr. William Golden

Carnegie Commission on Science and Technology
40 Wall Street

New York, New York 10002
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10 Waverly Place, New York, N.Y. 10003 (212) 998-2150 FAX (212) 995-3181

January 8, 1991

Dear Allan:

Dr. Mary Ann Meyers, a friend of many years from
the administration of the University of Pennsylvania, has
just become President of the Annenberg Foundation™vhich, hereto-
fore, has been funded by Ambassador Annenberg on an entirely
personal basis.

Dr. Meyers is a fine, thoughtful, responsible, and
personable young woman. The primary focus of the foundation's
attention will be science and math education for grades K-12.

I encouraged her to call you, and I encourage you to see her

on some convenient occasion when she is in Washington in the

near future. The foundation can be a very constructive influence
in the private sector, and I'm confident that a little of

your time devoted to get to know her will be time well spent.

With warm regards,
Sincerely,
William T. Golden
Dr. D. Allan Bromley, Director
Office of Science and Technology Policy
0ld Executive Office Building, Suite 358

17th St. & Penn. Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20506
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CARNEGIE (COMMISSION

ON ScIeNCE, TRCHNOLOGY, AND (GOVERNMENT

10 Waverly Place, New York, NY 10003, Phone: (212) 998.2150, Fax: (212) 995-3181, Emaii: carnegie@acfl.nyu.edu

March 4, 19351

Memorandum to: Thomas Ratchford
Sara Bowden
From: David Beckler

Subject: Meetings of Science Advisers to Heads of Government

You have probably been given an account of the meeting on February
22-24, but here are some of the highlights as seen from outside the
conference room (interacting with participants at the edge cf
coffee breaks and cocktails).

Allan Bromley and the other participants felt that the meeting was
an outstanding success, and that Bromley's handling of the
discussion was superb. Six science advisers attended: Bromley,
Curien, Mori, Ossipyan, Pandolfi, and Stewart. Winegard and
Riesenhuber were unable to attend due to budget and other state
meetings in their capitals. Despite the fact that we were informed
Friday morning that a substitute Italian participant was on his
way, we decided not to extend him an invitation.

Bill Golden welcomed the participants at dinner on Friday. He
reviewed the work of the Commission and indicated that financing
would not be a problem if the participants wished to meet again
under private auspices (he did not indicate the source of funds).
Dolores Locascio and I also attended the dinner. There was no
Carnegie personnel involvement in the rest of the meeting.

Friday evening after dinner, Bromley and Ossipyan put together a
handwritten agenda indicating subjects and alternating chairmen:
education and manpower, economic competitiveness and S&T,
interaction of S&T with the LDC's, problems of the environment, and
future interaction among science advisers. Bromley also told me
that he had a long and rewarding side conversation with Stewart on
global warming.,

According to Bromley, the group would like to have another meeting
this September/October under the auspices of the Commission. The
meeting would focus on specific issues with a lead country
"position" on the table as the basis of discussion. The first case
might be the positicn of the US. on global climate change and
perhaps cooperation in "big science". The group would hope to have
meetings at about six=-month intervals, with the site rotating among
the members. They would call themselves "The Carnegie Group”.

The foregoing is my impression of the results of the meeting.
Allan will no doubt give you a more precise account. It would seem
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desirable to take follow-up steps in the near future to keep the
campfire burning. Perhaps Allan would send Golden and Lederberg a
letter of appreciation, pointing to the unique usefulness of this
format and requesting financial and administrative support for one
more meeting of "The Carnegie Group® this fall under Carnegie
commission auspices (which I would follow up in the Commission's
Executive Committee). He may also wish to send, jointly with
Ossipyan, a letter to the other participants (and to those who were
unable to attend) summarizing the consensus concerning the
desirability of having periodic meetings and suggesting possible
dates for the next meeting.

The format of having a relatively emall number of people, without
aides, was ideal for achieving the desired personal interaction and
mutual understanding. Support under private auspices was important
to ensure the apprcpriate level of the participants (to be able to
say "no") and to have frank exchanges without concern about formal
reporting to governments. This format may be difficult to sustain
when moving the meeting to other countries considering the
uncertain nature and experience of other non-governmental support
organizations and lack of institutional memory. These aspects
should be kept in mind in deciding on future arrangements.

2023853462:% 3




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

March 15, 1991

Dear Bill:

This is a belated note to express thanks, both personally and on behalf of the other
science advisors who attended the Carnegie-sponsored discussions at Mt. Kisco.
Please accept our appreciation--you and Josh, as well as David Hamberg and David
Robinson--for, first of all, suggesting the idea and then providing such excellent
facilities to carry it forward.

Although it was unfortunate that the science advisors from Canada, Germany, and
Italy found it impossible to attend, I can only say that, from my point of view, and I
believe from that of the other participants, the meeting was a great success. The
ambiance was such that from the very beginning the discussions were candid, open,
and frank, and I believe that all of us learned a great deal from them. Equally
important, we have developed a personal feeling of friendship and trust that I believe
will serve all of us well in the days ahead.

We agreed that we would not discuss any of the details of our conversations and so
far I have been holding to that agreement. I was more than a little distressed to find
a rather long article in the issue of LeMond appearing almost immediately after the
meeting, and I can only assume that some reporter managed to find Hubert Curien
and extract a fair amount of information from him.

In fact there was nothing really in the discussions, other than the level of detail and
candor, that would make it in any way damaging were the proceedings to be made
public. But the other advisors and I all felt that we would be better able to assure
equal candor in subsequent meetings if there was a recognmon that what we said
would not within hours appear on the front page of some major newspaper.

You and Dave Beckler were most gracious hosts and the staff at Mt. Kisco went out
of their way to make the occasion a relaxed and pleasant one. I am convinced that
the occasion was one that has made a major contribution to the entire G-7 plus
Soviet scientific communities.

That being the case, it was the unanimous feeling of the participants that having
gotten off to such an excellent start, we should plan to continue meetings of this kind.
It was also their feeling and mine that if the Carnegie Commission would be willing
to do so, it would be nice to hold one more meeting at Mt. Kisco, sometime in
October or November of this year. Thereafter other nations would wish to host
meetings at their expense and in their territory.




You will be, I hope, pleased to know that, again by unanimous consent, the group has
decided that it should be known simply as the "Carnegie Group."

Again, my thanks for coming up with this excellent idea and for making possible what
turned out to be an extremely profitable session.

With warmest best wishes,

Sincerely yours,

M~

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

Mr. William Golden

Carnegie Commission on Science and Technology
40 Wall Street

New York, New York 10002
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December 28, 1990

APPOINTMENT REQUEST

TO: DAB

FROM: Dr. Maryanne Meyers
Newly appointed President Annenberg Foundation

SUBJECT: To discuss the function of the Foundation
DATE: January 29 - afternoon
CONTACT: Sally Hartman

215/341-9371

Marian M




.

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

August 15, 1991

MEMORANDUM TO MEMBERS OF THE CARNEGIE GROUP
FROM: D. ALLAN BROMLEY

SUBJECT: SECOND MOUNT KISCO MEETING

I am delighted that all members of the Group have indicated their intention to attend
this second meeting in Mount Kisco. David Beckler, of the Carnegie Commission, has
sent each of you detailed information about travel and accommodations and I know
that we can look forward, as at our first meeting, to the superb hospltallty
characteristic of the Carnegie Commission.

At our first meeting our primary emphasis was on getting to know one another and to
developing fuller understanding of the nature of the science and technology policy
structures in our respective countries. Several of the Members have suggested that we
may wish to focus more specifically on selected issues at our coming meeting.

I write to you now, then, to request that each of you give some thought to this
question and that you send me your suggestions for issues that we might
appropriately include on our Agenda in October. On the basis of your responses,
Yuri Ossipyian and I will construct a tentative agenda and I shall try to have this in
your hands prior to the meeting so that you can bring with you any material that
may be appropriate or obtain any information that you may wish to make available to
the Group.

I would ask that you try to respond by the end of the first week in September to
make this timing possible.

It will be a great pleasure to see all of you in October. "“1‘,“

N




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

July 24, 1991

Dear Bill:

It is good to know that you will be attending the Mt. Kisco meeting in early October
and Bill Golden has told me of his very pleasant and productive discussions with you.

I must say that I will be delighted to support your invitation that the next meeting of
the group take place in the United Kingdom at a convenient time in 1992 and I agree
that May or June would be entirely appropriate. This is something that I would
assume the group would wish to decide in a collegial fashion but I am confident that
the group will indeed be happy to accept your invitation.

I hope that all goes well with you and look forward to the possibility of seeing you in
the not too distant future in London. I shall be in touch with your office as soon as
my travel plans become a little more definite, but it now looks as though the first
week in August is the target date for a quick visit to London, Paris, and Bonn.

One of the things that I would particularly like to discuss with you at that time
would be topics which you feel appropriate for inclusion in the agenda of the October
Mt. Kisco meeting.

With warmest best wishes,
Sincerely yours,

Owac— JA

D. Allan Bromley 4
The Assistant to the President ’
for
Science and Technolo

\ “S————

7~

Professor William D. P. Stewart -
Chief Scientific Adviser “
Cabinet Office

70 Whitehall

London SWI1A 2AS 5

England w
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From the Chief Scientific Adviser
Professor William D. P. Stewart, FRS., FRSE.

wo887

Dr Allan Bromley

The Assistant to the President
for Science 2and Technolcgy

The White House

Washington DC
USA July 2, 1991
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I am delighted that the Carnegie Commission has been generous
enough to host the second meeting of G7 and Soviet science
ministers and advisers in October. This should reinforce the
group's future effectiveness.

We agreed at Mount Kisco in February that the location of future
meetings should, in principle, rotate. As I mentioned to you
recently, I would like to propose that the following meeting
should take place in the United Kingdom at a mutually convenient
time in 1992. Early summer, May or June, might be an agreable
period. Can you take this as an invitation to host the first
post-October 1991 meeting in the UK. We could lay on a good
show. We could of course discuss the precise timing.

With very best wishes.

\)\ow Ry

T o~

PROFESSOR WILLIAM D P STEWART
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PRIVATE AND-CONFIDENTIAL
Dear Bill:

Many thanks for your letter of June 12th which arrived while I was in the Soviet
Union on some extended travel.

I am glad that you had a chance to talk with Bill Golden. The Carnegie Commission
was enthusiastic about the possibility of a second meeting so that it has been possible
to fix the dates, October 4, S and 6, as those for our second meeting.

It would be great if you would be prepared to host a meeting in late May or June of
1992 and this brings me to a point that I wanted to discuss off line with you.

As you recall, at our first meeting we had, what I thought, was a gentlemen’s
agreement that we would not discuss the details of our conversations following the
meeting. Whether Hubert Curien misunderstood this agreement or whether he never
had any intention of abiding by it from the beginning, he has not only been very open
about all manner of topics that were discussed in what I thought was a private and
confidential session but, most recently, has been circulating among some high officials
what he claims are three serious problems that he now finds with the Carnegie
Group. As I received them, the three problems are the following:

(1) He and Riesenhuber are concerned that some of the participants have
different formal responsibilities than do others. I suspect that the problem is that
Curien and Riesenhuber are called Ministers of Science and Technology and you and
I are called Science Advisors. I am not exactly sure what should be done about this,
if anything, because it is also true that Wataru Mori and Yuri Ossipyan are Advisors.
I can think of a variety of solutions none of which would be particularly popular or
attractive,

(2)  Curien is concerned that the second meeting is being held in the United
States and here, again, I thought that we had clearly agreed that that would be the
case and that thereafter the Carnegie Group meetings would move as other members
of the group saw fit to issue invitations.

(3)  Curien objects to having a second meeting in October and believes that
the interval since the last one is too short. He would prefer to have one roughly a
year following the first. Here again, I thought we had agreed rather clearly on the
approximate time for this autumn meeting and already had agreed that thereafter the
meetings would, in fact, circulate.

e |



All of this leaves me more than a little puzzled but most particularly does raise the
question of whether we can continue what [ thought was a very effective approach
developed at our first meeting where the conversation can be open, candid and
confidential. I would welcome your suggestions and thoughts.

Your colleague, Hazeltine, has recently been traveling in the U.S, with a number of
scheduled talks in which he is presenting a rather extreme Thatcher position on
global environmental matters and further, tells his listeners, both private and public,
that he is reflecting the official position of Her Majesty’s Government. I was gratified
to learn from our negotiators who have Jjust returned from the Geneva meeting
negotiating the Framework Convention on Global Climate Change that this was
indeed not the case, I should like to Pass on to you our thanks and appreciation for
the help and Cooperation that our folk received from yours,

I look forward to seeing you in October if not before, My present plans may take me
to London briefly, but if so | shall give you fair warning,

With warmest best wishes,

Sincerely yours,

._,Dv\‘__\

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

Professor William D, p. Stewart
Chief Scientific Advisor

The Cabinet Office

70 Whitehall

London SWi1A 2AS

England




TO DR ALLAN BROMLEY, EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT,
WASHINGTON
FAX 202 395 3719.

FROM PROFESSOR WILLIAM STEWART, CHIEF SCIENTIFIC ADVISER, CABINET
OFFICE, LONDON. FAX 071 270 0432.

12 June 1991

Dear Allan
CARNEGIE GROUP.

It was good to hear from you and I am looking forward to a
continued and valuable exchange of views when we meet on 4 - 6
October. I had an enjoyable and profitable meeting with Bill
Golden here in London a few weeks back and I will write to you
shortly about possible topics and concerns for consideration when

we meet.

I mentioned to Bill that the UK would like to host the following
meeting of the Group - possibly in late May or June 1992. If you
were content, I would probably need to talk to others in advance
to gain some support and we might consider how best to achieve
that. 1In any case - yes 4- 6 October and I Jlook forward to
seeing you then.

PROFESSOR WILLIAM D P STEWART



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

March 29, 1991

MEMORANDUM TO THE CARNEGIE GROUP
FROM: D. ALLAN BROMLEY M"/

SUBJECT: FOLLOW-UP ON OUR MT. KISCO MEETING

I must first of all apologize for the long delay in sending you the material promised
during the meeting, but I have, over the recent past, been deferring sending this
material off to you because I wanted to be able to give you some more definite
information concerning our next meeting.

Shortly after I returned from Mt. Kisco, I wrote to William Golden, of the Carnegie
Corporation, both to express our appreciation of the hospitality provided to us and to
report to Bill that, at least in my opinion, I had felt that the meeting was a very real
success and that it had accomplished all that the Corporation had originally had in
mind and more. I also indicated that the group was enthusiastic about the possibility
of a repeat of the meeting during this coming autumn of 1991, and had agreed that if
the Carnegie Corporation would act as host for this second meeting, then in future
other countries would consider acting as hosts and providing the facilities necessary
for continued meetings as these were deemed desirable.

I also passed on to Bill Golden what I understand to be our unanimous decision that
hereafter we will be known simply as the Carnegie Group.

I am happy to be able to report to you that this request was taken by Bill to the
Executive Board of the Carnegie Corporation who responded to it enthusiastically and
so we are being offered the Mt. Kisco hospitality for our meeting this autumn and by
starting now, I hope that it will be possible for us to find dates so that all of our
members, including those from Canada, Germany, and Italy will be able to join us.

It has been my understanding that we have agreed that the content of our discussions
was to be considered as confidential, and I have therefore not discussed the meeting
with any press personnel, although there has been rather substantial interest in what
actually was discussed. I remain convinced that the openness of our discussions that
characterized this first meeting can only be continued if we agree to maintain this
level of confidentiality and I am convinced that the openness was extremely important
in terms of making it possible for all of us to learn much more than would otherwise
have been possible about our colleagues activities and problems.
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I do not believe that the Le Mond article, a copy of which I include herewith
accurately reflects our discussions nor, to the best of my knowledge, were our German
and Italian members denied access tot he meeting, All in all this is an unfortunate
article but I realize all too well that we have no control over what reporters may
write.

I am enclosing herewith calendar pages for October and November of 1991, and
would ask that you mark off those dates when you would not (repeat not) be available
for a meeting so that we can settle on a firm date at the earliest possible time.

(b)(6)

As promised, I am enclosing herewith a rather large number of items. For your
records, I have provided a list of the Carnegie Group members and would ask that
you make sure that the addresses, telephone numbers, fax numbers, and titles are the
ones that you wish. I have also suggested that each of us list our Executive Assistant
for general convenience in communication.

For record only, and to preserve something of the flavor of our first session, I am
sending you a copy of the agenda that we had before us on the blackboard at Mr.
Kisco.

As you requested, I have enclosed herewith, brief information papers concerning both
the President’s Council of Advisors on Smence and Technology (PCAST) and the
Federal Coordinating Council for Science, Engineering and Technology (FCCSET).

During our discussions, I mentioned the fact that a task force of our Domestic Policy
Council’s Working Group on Global Climate Change had made a valiant first attempt
to quantify the economics of long-term global climate change, and I am enclosing
herewith a copy of that working paper.

Also included here is an OSTP document released in September of last year entitled
US Technology Policy. It is in no sense a complete statement, but it does represent
the first time that we in the United States have put down on paper an explicit
technology policy and this document is one that has been signed off on by all
members of the White House senior staff and the President. This obviously is a
governmental document. I include here also a very recently released publication that
also addresses U.S. technology policy entitled Gaining New Ground. This is a report
that was produced over the past many months by a private sector group, the Council
of Competitiveness, which, for most of its life has been chaired by John Young, the

Bush Library Photocopy
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Chief Executive Officer of the Hewlett-Packard Company. At the request of the U.S.
Senate, my office has also pulled together a joint private sector-governmental panel
that has also produced a list of 22 critical technologies, but it is not yet ready for
release, although it has been transmitted to the President and will be transmitted to
the Congress within a matter of a few weeks. When it becomes available, I shall be
happy to forward copies to you.

During our discussion, I mentioned a recent study by a distinguished economist,
Professor Edwin Mansfield, of the University of Pennsylvania, that addresses the
question of the economic return on federal governmental investment in academic
research. Although this is clearly keyed to the American university system and
American society, it may well be of interest to you. As I mentioned, the finding that
the social rate of return is 28% has been very useful to many of us in arguing the
case for continuing an increased support for such research. The paper has not yet
appeared in the press, and what I am sending you, with Professor Mansfield’s
permission, are copies of the page proofs.

Last April, as I think all of you know, and as some of you know from personal
experience, the President convened a White House Conference on Science and
Economics Research Relating to Global Change here in Washington. The intent at
that conference was to inject economic considerations much more centrally into both
national and international discussions of global change phenomena and possible
responses to them. I enclose here a brief document entitled Global Stewardship
which was prepared at the time of that conference with the thought that you might
find it of some interest. If any of you are interested in much more detail concerning
that conference, we do have Proceedings and I would be happy to send them to you
on request.

Turning then to some of the recent activities of the Federal Coordinating Council for
Science, Engineering and Technology (FCCSET) that I mentioned briefly to you
during our meetings, I am sending herewith copies of three separate reports that were
prepared by interagency committees integrating and coordinating the individual
programs of eight to sixteen different federal agencies in three areas -- global change,
high performance computing and communications, and education and human
resources. These three areas were selected by President Bush as special initiatives for
which he requested substantial funding increases in his 1992 Fiscal Year budget
submitted to the Congress in early February of this year. These three reports were
designed to accompany the budget documents and to lay out the integrated national
programs in these three specific areas. The report on global change is the third in a
series on that topic that has been issued by my office, while the other two represent
the first cuts at their respective areas. It is my intention that the committees
involved will extend and refine these studies and the programs they contain, during
this coming year, and that we will add to this list two new areas, namely materials
science and technology, and biotechnology.
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In the area of biotechnology, we have already done some work and I enclose herewith
the first report from the President’s Council on Competitiveness that is chaired by the
Vice President. This first report is on national biotechnology policy and was prepared
under OSTP chairmanship.

Finally, I am enclosing herewith a brief curriculum vitae and would suggest that we
exchange such documents so that we have a better feeling for our respective
backgrounds and experience.

I would ask therefore that you make whatever changes may be necessary in your
titles, addresses, telephone and fax numbers that you give me the name of your
Executive Assistant, that you mark up the calendar pages provided to indicate those
days in October and November when you would not be available for a meeting in Mt.
Kisco, that you provide me with a brief biographical sketch and finally, anything else
that you feel would be desirable to circulate prior to our forthcoming fall meeting.

I am sending copies of this memorandum and the membership listing for the
Carnegie Group, as well as the agenda from our first meeting, to our colleagues
Riesenhuber, Ruberti, and Winegard, and very much look forward to the possibility
that all of us can find a mutually convenient time to meet this fall.

Let me in conclusion only say how thoroughly I enjoyed having the opportunity to

meet and discuss with you a number of common problems and opportunities, as well
as to learn more about science policy in your respective countries.

Enclosures



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

April 25, 1991
MEMORANDUM FOR THE CARNEGIE GROUP

I would greatly appreciate your focusing as soon as possible on my request to review
your calendars for suitable times for a fall meeting of the Carenegie Group.

Much coordination will be necessary and our having scheduling information will expedite
the logistical planning for everyone involved.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.

Dunann

D. ALLAN BROMLEY
The Assistant to the President
for
Science and Technology



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 2, 1991

MEMORANDUM FOR CARNEGIE GROUP

W

FROM: D. ALLAN BROMLEY
SUBJECT: SUGGESTED AGENDA FOR SECOND
MEETING

Attached you will find a suggested agenda, which I have earlier
coordinated with my co-chair Yuri Ossipian, for our meeting this
weekend at Mount Kisco. We will have a chance to review it on Friday
night at dinner and can make modifications at that time.

I wish to thank those of you who sent suggestions. I trust you will find
that they have been incorporated adequately.

I look forward to seeing you on Friday.

Attachment




Friday, October 4

6:00 - 9:00 p.m.

Saturday, October 5

9:00 - 11:00 a.m.

11:00 - 1:00 p.m.

2:30 - 4:00 p.m.

4:00 - 5:00 p.m.

Sunday, October 6

8:30 - 9:45 a.m.
9:45 - 10:45 a.m.

10:45 - 12:30 p.m.

THE CARNEGIE GROUP
SECOND MEETING

Mount Kisco, New York
October 4-6, 1991

SUGGESTED AGENDA

Dinner Hosted by Carnegie Commission

Opening Remarks by Participants

International Partnerships in Research and
Technology

Implications of Recent Developments in
Eastern and Central Europe for S&T Policies
and Cooperation

Environmental R&D and Global Climate
Change

North-South S&T Cooperation
S&T Manpower

Questions Concerning the Future Functioning
of the Carnegie Group



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

July 24, 1991

Dear Bill:

It is good to know that you will be attending the Mt. Kisco meeting in early October
and Bill Golden has told me of his very pleasant and productive discussions with you.

I must say that I will be delighted to support your invitation that the next meeting of
the group take place in the United Kingdom at a convenient time in 1992 and I agree
that May or June would be entirely appropriate. This is something that I would
assume the group would wish to decide in a collegial fashion but I am confident that
the group will indeed be happy to accept your invitation.

I hope that all goes well with you and look forward to the possibility of seeing you in
the not too distant future in London. I shall be in touch with your office as soon as
my travel plans become a little more definite, but it now looks as though the first
week in August is the target date for a quick visit to London, Paris, and Bonn.

One of the things that I would particularly like to discuss with you at that time
would be topics which you feel appropriate for inclusion in the agenda of the October
Mt. Kisco meeting.

With warmest best wishes,
Sincerely yours, ’
W }MI
D. Allan Bromley
The Assistant to the President |’

for
Science and Technolo

q

/

Professor William D. P. Stewart ¥
Chief Scientific Adviser 5
Cabinet Office

70 Whitehall

London SWI1A 2AS .

England w
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70 Whitehall London SW1A 2AS Telephone 071-270 0259

From the Chief Scientific Adviser
Professor William D. P. Stewart, FRS., FRSE.

wo887

Dr Allan Bromley
The Assistant to the President
for Science and Technolcgy
The White House
Washington DC
USA July 2, 1991

C%M ’k\\m \

I am delighted that the Carnegie Commission has been generous
enough to host the second meeting of G7 and Soviet science
ministers and advisers in October. This should reinforce the
group's future effectiveness.

We agreed at Mount Kisco in February that the location of future
meetings should, in principle, rotate. As I mentioned to you
recently, I would like to propose that the following meeting
should take place in the United Kingdom at a mutually convenient
time in 1992. Early summer, May or June, might be an agreable
period. Can you take this as an invitation to host the first
post-October 1991 meeting in the UK. We could lay on a good
show. We could of course discuss the precise timing.

With very best wishes.

\)\n\.« S

) JEV

PROFESSOR WILLIAM D P STEWART



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

March 29, 1991

MEMORANDUM TO THE CARNEGIE GROUP o/
FROM: D. ALLAN BROMLEY M

SUBJECT: FOLLOW-UP ON OUR MT. KISCO MEETING

I must first of all apologize for the long delay in sending you the material promised
during the meeting, but I have, over the recent past, been deferring sending this
material off to you because I wanted to be able to give you some more definite
information concerning our next meeting.

Shortly after I returned from Mt. Kisco, I wrote to William Golden, of the Carnegie
Corporation, both to express our appreciation of the hospitality provided to us and to
report to Bill that, at least in my opinion, I had felt that the meeting was a very real
success and that it had accomplished all that the Corporation had originally had in
mind and more. I also indicated that the group was enthusiastic about the possibility
of a repeat of the meeting during this coming autumn of 1991, and had agreed that if
the Carnegie Corporation would act as host for this second meeting, then in future
other countries would consider acting as hosts and providing the facilities necessary
for continued meetings as these were deemed desirable.

I also passed on to Bill Golden what I understand to be our unanimous decision that
hereafter we will be known simply as the Carnegie Group.

I am happy to be able to report to you that this request was taken by Bill to the
Executive Board of the Carnegie Corporation who responded to it enthusiastically and
so we are being offered the Mt. Kisco hospitality for our meeting this autumn and by
starting now, I hope that it will be possible for us to find dates so that all of our
members, including those from Canada, Germany, and Italy will be able to join us.

It has been my understanding that we have agreed that the content of our discussions
was to be considered as confidential, and I have therefore not discussed the meeting
with any press personnel, although there has been rather substantial interest in what
actually was discussed. I remain convinced that the openness of our discussions that
characterized this first meeting can only be continued if we agree to maintain this
level of confidentiality and I am convinced that the openness was extremely important
in terms of making it possible for all of us to learn much more than would otherwise
have been possible about our colleagues activities and problems.



Withdrawal/Redaction Sheet
(George Bush Library)

Document No.
and Type

05. Memorandum | To: Carnegie Group From: Allan Bromley

Subject/Title of Document 7 Date

Restriction

3/29/91 (b)(6)

Re: Follow-up on Mt. Kisco Meeting [personal information

redacted] (1 pp.)

Collection:

Record Group:  Bush Presidential Records

Office: Science and Technology Policy, Office of (OSTP)

Series: Bromley, D. Allan, Files
Subseries:
WHORM Cat.:

File Location:

5/18/2010
2005-0336-F

Date Closed:
FOIA/SYS Case #:
Re-review Case #:
P-2/P-5 Review Case #:
AR Case #:

AR Disposition:

AR Disposition Date:

| OA/ID Number:

Organization Files - Non-Government Organizations

Commission - Carnegie Commission on Science and Technology [1991-92]

62085-007
Appeal Case #:
Appeal Disposition:

Disposition Date:

‘v MR Case #:

MR Disposition:
MR Disposition Date:

RESTRICTION CODES

Presidential Records Act - [44 U.S.C. 2204(a)]

P-1 National Security Classified Information [(a)(1) of the PRA|

P-2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office [(a)(2) of the PRA]

P-3 Release would violate a Federal statute [(a)(3) of the PRA]

P-4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or
financial information [(a)(4) of the PRA]

P-5 Release would disclose confidential advice between the President
and his advisors, or between such advisors [a)(5) of the PRA]

P-6 Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
personal privacy [(a)(6) of the PRA]

C. Closed in accordance with restrictions contained in donor's deed of
gift.

PRM. Removed as a personal record misfile.

Freedom of Information Act - [5 U.S.C. 552(b)]

(b)(1) National security classified information [(b)(1) of the FOIA]
(b)(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of an
agency [(b)(2) of the FOIA]

(b)(3) Release would violate a Federal statute [(b)(3) of the FOIA]

(b)(4) Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential or financial
information [(b)(4) of the FOIA]

(b)(6) Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
personal privacy [(b)(6) of the FOIA]

(b)(7) Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement
purposes [(b)(7) of the FOIA]

(b)(8) Release would disclose information concerning the regulation of
financial institutions [(b)(8) of the FOIA]

(b)(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information




2

I do not believe that the Le Mond article, a copy of which I include herewith
accurately reflects our discussions nor, to the best of my knowledge, were our German
and Italian members denied access tot he meeting, All in all this is an unfortunate
article but I realize all too well that we have no control over what reporters may
write.

I am enclosing herewith calendar pages for October and November of 1991, and
would ask that you mark off those dates when you would not (repeat mot) be available
for a meeting so that we can settle on a firm date at the earliest possible time.

(b)(6)

As promised, I am enclosing herewith a rather large number of items. For your
records, I have provided a list of the Carnegie Group members and would ask that
you make sure that the addresses, telephone numbers, fax numbers, and titles are the
ones that you wish. I have also suggested that each of us list our Executive Assistant
for general convenience in communication.

For record only, and to preserve something of the flavor of our first session, I am
sending you a copy of the agenda that we had before us on the blackboard at Mr.
Kisco.

As you requested, I have enclosed herewith, brief information papers concerning both
the President’s Council of Advisors on Science and Technology (PCAST) and the
Federal Coordinating Council for Science, Engineering and Technology (FCCSET).

During our discussions, I mentioned the fact that a task force of our Domestic Policy
Council’s Working Group on Global Climate Change had made a valiant first attempt
to quantify the economics of long-term global climate change, and I am enclosing
herewith a copy of that working paper.

Also included here is an OSTP document released in September of last year entitled
US Technology Policy. It is in no sense a complete statement, but it does represent
the first time that we in the United States have put down on paper an explicit
technology policy and this document is one that has been signed off on by all
members of the White House senior staff and the President. This obviously is a
governmental document. I include here also a very recently released publication that
also addresses U.S. technology policy entitled Gaining New Ground. This is a report
that was produced over the past many months by a private sector group, the Council
of Competitiveness, which, for most of its life has been chaired by John Young, the
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Chief Executive Officer of the Hewlett-Packard Company. At the request of the U.S.
Senate, my office has also pulled together a joint private sector-governmental panel
that has also produced a list of 22 critical technologies, but it is not yet ready for
release, although it has been transmitted to the President and will be transmitted to
the Congress within a matter of a few weeks. When it becomes available, I shall be
happy to forward copies to you.

During our discussion, I mentioned a recent study by a distinguished economist,
Professor Edwin Mansfield, of the University of Pennsylvania, that addresses the
question of the economic return on federal governmental investment in academic
research. Although this is clearly keyed to the American university system and
American society, it may well be of interest to you. As I mentioned, the finding that
the social rate of return is 28% has been very useful to many of us in arguing the
case for continuing an increased support for such research. The paper has not yet
appeared in the press, and what I am sending you, with Professor Mansfield’s
permission, are copies of the page proofs.

Last April, as I think all of you know, and as some of you know from personal
experience, the President convened a White House Conference on Science and
Economics Research Relating to Global Change here in Washington. The intent at
that conference was to inject economic considerations much more centrally into both
national and international discussions of global change phenomena and possible
responses to them. I enclose here a brief document entitled Global Stewardship
which was prepared at the time of that conference with the thought that you might
find it of some interest. If any of you are interested in much more detail concerning
that conference, we do have Proceedings and I would be happy to send them to you
on request.

Turning then to some of the recent activities of the Federal Coordinating Council for
Science, Engineering and Technology (FCCSET) that I mentioned briefly to you
during our meetings, I am sending herewith copies of three separate reports that were
prepared by interagency committees integrating and coordinating the individual
programs of eight to sixteen different federal agencies in three areas -- global change,
high performance computing and communications, and education and human
resources. These three areas were selected by President Bush as special initiatives for
which he requested substantial funding increases in his 1992 Fiscal Year budget
submitted to the Congress in early February of this year. These three reports were
designed to accompany the budget documents and to lay out the integrated national
programs in these three specific areas. The report on global change is the third in a
series on that topic that has been issued by my office, while the other two represent
the first cuts at their respective areas. It is my intention that the committees
involved will extend and refine these studies and the programs they contain, during
this coming year, and that we will add to this list two new areas, namely materials
science and technology, and biotechnology.
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In the area of biotechnology, we have already done some work and I enclose herewith
the first report from the President’s Council on Competitiveness that is chaired by the
Vice President. This first report is on national biotechnology policy and was prepared
under OSTP chairmanship.

Finally, I am enclosing herewith a brief curriculum vitae and would suggest that we
exchange such documents so that we have a better feeling for our respective
backgrounds and experience.

I would ask therefore that you make whatever changes may be necessary in your
titles, addresses, telephone and fax numbers that you give me the name of your
Executive Assistant, that you mark up the calendar pages provided to indicate those
days in October and November when you would not be available for a meeting in Mt.
Kisco, that you provide me with a brief biographical sketch and finally, anything else
that you feel would be desirable to circulate prior to our forthcoming fall meeting.

I am sending copies of this memorandum and the membership listing for the
Carnegie Group, as well as the agenda from our first meeting, to our colleagues
Riesenhuber, Ruberti, and Winegard, and very much look forward to the possibility
that all of us can find a mutually convenient time to meet this fall.,

Let me in conclusion only say how thoroughly I enjoyed having the opportunity to

meet and discuss with you a number of common problems and opportunities, as well
as to learn more about science policy in your respective countries.

Enclosures




