Science Policy

you. Mr. Daddario and I were in Brighton,
England, seven or eight years ago. The United
States had only been talking of science policy
fOI‘_ three or four years. The European
Nations, including our sister country Britain
Were beginning to notice there important
Issues also.

This is a good forum for not only finding
knowledge but distributing it, disseminating it
and using it. What is more important to your
80vernment is getting the correct facts, the
right knowledge, the methods of disseminat-
Ing it and the methods of using it. I am very
8lad to be here and I might say in conclusion
that Congressmen are well known for having
been born with no terminal facilities.

The Chairman: Thank you very much, Con-
8ressman Fulton, for your very wise words.

Congressman Daddario: Mr. Chairman, I
Would now like to ask Congressman Charles
osher of Ohio to make some remarks. He
as been my counterpart on the Republican
Side of the Subcommittee on Science,
C€search and Development. To show the
partisan or non-partisan nature of our
activities, on many occasions he and I have
Jointly submitted bills to the Congress about
Matters affecting science and public policy.
he latest was a bill to restructure the
€partment of Interior into a Department of
atural Resources and Population. This has
developed considerable interest—I regret to
Say, more on the Republican side than on the
Mocratic side. But since there is now a
Republican President in the White House that
Means jt probably has more of a chance than
Otherwise. I would appreciate hearing at this
e from Mr. Mosher.

R The Honourable Charles A. Mosher,
®Presentative from Ohio: Mr. Chairman, of

°0}1rse I also feel very privileged to be here
hig morning. I have been very much stimu-
ated by the opportunity to look over some of
he material that has been produced by your
COmmittee. I am fascinated by noting that the
Problems you are wrestling with reflect the
Same ones that we have. However, my mood
€re this morning is to be more of a learner

and Questioner than a speaker. One question
:°_mES to my mind, because I am very con-
Clous of the difference between our govern-
Znental processes. The relationship between
VHr legislative branch and executive branch is
STY different from yours. Therefore I should
€ to know what will be done with your

r ]
eDc;rt, You have had many specific sugges-
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tions made to you, and you will be making
specific recommendations. Will these be strict-
ly advisory to the Government or can you, in
your Parliament, initiate specific legislation to
carry out some of your recommendations
even if it might be against the wishes of the
Government?

I am thinking of a particular situation in
our own Congress. We took the initiative
back in 1966 in another committee on
which I serve. I am the ranking minority
member of the Subcommittee on Oceanogra-
phy for the Merchant Marine Committee. We
took the initiative in creating a commission
which was chaired by J. Stratton, the very
distinguished scientist and leader in our coun-
try. The commission, after two years of solid
accomplishment, brought in specific recom-
mendations for the reorganization of our Gov-
ernment regarding the uses of the seas. It
recommended the creation of a new
independent agency to be named the National
Oceanographic Atmospheric Agency which
would give new visibility to functions that
now are terribly fragmented and scattered
through many Government agencies.

I cite this as a specific example of a legisla-
tive initiative intended to improve the mech-
anism by which science policy is made in our
country. That recommendation met with
immediate resistance in the executive
branch. It would require removing from the
Department of Commerce, the Environmental
Science Services Agency. ESSA would be put
in this new agency, with the Coast Guard
from our Department of Transportation and
the Bureau of Fisheries from the Department
of the Interior. In the bureaucracy there was
immediate and terrific resistance. The Nixon
Administration has asked us specifically to
wait and not to act on this legislation which
has already been processed in our subcommit-
tee and is before the full committee for
action. The Nixon Administration is asking us
to wait until at least April or May when they
expect to make some recommendations. Inter-
estingly enough, on a completely bipartisan
basis the mood within the committee is not to
wait, because we feel that we have so much
momentum in what we consider to be an
extremely important area to meet a crucial
need. Our mood is to keep up that momentum
and to keep the pressure on and maintain the
leverage on the executive in order to accom-
plish something in this field and not let them
sit back and forget. We are, therefore, propos-
ing to bring this legislation to create the new




