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Memorandum Number 301
June 21, 1979

TO: ICO and GLCA Presidents

FROM: Ida Wallace, Director

SUBJECT: .Interim Report on Department of Education Legislation: An Amendment
to Prevent Transfer of Science Education Programs to the Proposed

Department of Education

You may wish to thank your Representative in the House for his vote
to prevent transfer of any of the Science Education programs pow in the
National Science Foundation to the proposed Department of Education. We
called several of you on short notice to reach key members. (Some of you
may even choose to express disappointment so that your Congressman knows your
feelings on this matter.)

The issue is not simple. It crosses party lines. Some who have
virogously objected to the Department of Education supported the amendment
of Tom Harkins (Democrat of Iowa) to delete the section of the bill transferring
NSF Science Education programs. Others who oppose the new Department voted
in favor of the amendment so that the inclusion of the programs might
weaken the chances of the new Department of Education with those who oppose
the transfer.

The arguments in favor of the amendment were most persuasive -- and
should be very familiar to you. Some of Tom Wenzlau s ringing phrases were
quoted directly by Representative Harkin. -

As this memorandum goes into the mail the latest word is that the
Department of Education bill has been delayed until after the July Fourth
recess. Stall tactics continue and may eventually bring about the bill's
demise, In either case, all is not lost so far as the science education
programs are concerned, The House and Senata versions of just which science
cducaticn pregrams arc to bz trancferred are very different and cust be

resolved in conference between the House and Senate.

"We hope you will be available to state your views to those conferees
unless, of course, the bill to establish the Department is defeated.

We attach the names of members of the House and their votes and leave
the decision up to you on a thank-you or perhaps a 'regrets-only' note.

If you request we will be delighted to send you a copy of the debate
from the Congressional Record, in which Congressman Pease among others took
part.
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bill is we have transferred from the Na-
tional Science Foundaiion the science
education program to the Departme~
of Education. As I see it, what it do
is further deconsolidnte our science ed-
ucation programs. ~

First of ail, I would be opposed if we
transferred all the sclence education
programs, but I am even further op-
posed to what we have done In this bill
and tha$ is that we bhave segmented
some and transferred some to the De-
partment of Educstion but lefi others in
the National Science Foundation..
- Second, the prominent place that

- selence education has In the National

Science Foundation will not be the same
as it would be under the new Department
of Education. For example, right now,
out of six diractors in the National
Science Foundation, one full director is
In charge of snd has responsibility for o
geience educatiin. Almost @ percent of §
the NSF budgel is for science education.
Just the opposite would be true under the
Department of Education. Less than one-
half of 1 percent of the entire budget of
the Department of Education would go
for science education. It would be so
small and such a small part of this eniire
vast bureaucracy in the Depariment of
Education that I am afraid science ed-
ucation would simply fall through the
cracks. I do not believe we can afford
that in this country at this time.

To be sure, the Department of Educa-
tion will have an Ofiice of Research and
Improvement, but under this bill 211 re-
search stays with the National Scienc

_Foundation and does not go with the
Department of Education.

Why Is this unique? Why do I feel that
the program of science education is so
unique and so different from the other
things that dre going into the Depart-
ment of Education?

Basically, it is because of the inter-
dependence between science research
and science education.

I would like to read from -the testi-
mony of Dr. Thomas Wenzlau before the
Committee on Government Operations.
Dr. Wenzlau testified on behalf of the
Associated Colleges of the Midwest and
the Great Lakes Colleges Association.
and I believe he really pinpoints and puts
his finger on the essence of my amend-
ment, Dr. Wenzlau sald this:

Clearly the quality of a research sclentist
will be contingent on the quallty of his or
her early sciencs education. That, in turn,
dapends on the opportunity for practicing
researchers and science educators to have
frequent and continuing contact with one
another. As the level of science education
advances, it becomes incressingly dificutt to
distinguish between sclence education and
research. Al some point in the process, sci-
eniific research actually becomes science
educetion.

So g principal concern, one of the six °
principal concerns of the National Seci-
ence Foundation, is research and sclence
education. But, as I said, the Department
of Education could not give science this
high priority because it does not have the
basic research arm, and science educa-
tion will be buried in some other de-
partment.

So for this reason, because of the

-
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uniqueness of it and because of the close Especially” at this time in this coun- worthy programs may not survive the

- correlation between science research and try, I do not believe it is wise to place transfer because the strengthening anc

science education, I believe it must re- the future of sclence education in jeop~ promoting of science is not a primary
main in the National Sclence Founda- ardy. We face immense scientific and aim of DOE. However, these are primary

“tion, . : . technological challenges in the future. aims of NSF and these programs shoulc
Basic research is an Integral part of Let us-keep our science education pro~ remain under their jurisdiction. o

~* sclence education. To separate them out grams where they are meaningful, where For science education to benefit science

> would reduce the quality of both. they are consistent and coordinated with as well as for science to-benefit science

© -~ Time and time again this House has scientific research, where they bave high education an intimate association must

spoken out strongly, both in authoriza- visibilily and support, and where they be maintained between the two. Science

3 tions and in appropriations to keep a have the proper direction. - - education must reflect current scientific
i\ high level of bafig réearch in this coﬁn- Mr. GOLDWATER. Mr. Chairman, knowledge and techniques and these ir
try. So this interdependence, I believe, wiilthe gentleman yield? turn must be closely linked with scientific

‘I- guishes this science education part Mr, HARKIN. I vield to the géntle- research. Purthermore, the health o:
- ?;ggznan the other things we have talked msn from California, .~ science educaiion iiself demands s spe-
abouf and put into the Department of  Mr. GOLDWATER. Mr. Chairman, I cial association with the practioners of
Education. . R . think the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. science,” - .- ol

. One other reason why I feel so strongly HARKIN) has offered a ‘very important It should further be noted that the

- that this ought to be kept in the NSF has &mendment. L Co- Comm;‘ttee on Science and Technology
to do with accountability. I would like to Today we have real problems \yith at- noted in its committee recommendation§
quote from a letter that I received from tracting the right kind of scientists and that no funding should bs transferrec

Dr. Lynn Glass, a constituent of mine engineers with the very disciplines we from NSF to DOE. Let us not act hastily

. and a teachar at Towa State University, - Reed to overcome and solve many of the ‘on this matter and maintain the prom-
3" He speaks to the issue of accountability, DProblems that confront this Nation. inent position of science and science
¢ which I do not believe will happen in It is very important that the dollars education in this country. Progress in
; the Department of Education. : and the problems be coordinated to- science education must be continued and

! 3 he gen. Sether. They will get lost completely if will be if maintained within NSF, If ,
':’ nez}h:ncm’»% T&gimHequfxtn.” gﬁ’;s they are transferred to the Department transferred, the quality, accuracy and -
M expired. - of Education, with this immense budget advancements of science will be greatly
. (By unanimous consent, Mr. Harzimny 2nd other interssts. Science a.nd‘e.ngi- impeded or reduced. Science gduc'ation
- was allowed to proceed for 4 additiona] neering, those things that are going to do_es desgrvp the special attention it re-
minutes.) . solve problems in this country, need to ceives within NSF and I therefore urge
Mr. HARKIN. Mr. Chairman, I quote beé monitored and coordinated very favorable consideration of the amend-
from Dr. Glass’ letter as follows: closely. S ment presently before us.. -
“A second ares of concern IS In the ares Mr. Chairman, T think the yentleman Mr. HARKIN. I thank the gentleman
. has raised a very important point, and for his remarks. : _—
of accountability. The relative size of the TY 1np B , ©
Science Educstion Dlrectorate’—(in the I urge support of his amendment. . The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
National Selence Foundation)—permits the : [ 1940 - gxen_tlzﬁian from Iowa (Mr. Harxmv) has
Foundation staff to bacome very well ace ' . . pired. - . N
Quainted with all aspects of every profect _ Mr. HOLLENBECK. Mr. Chairman, (o request of Mr. OBEy and by
they fund. I have had Dr. Theodore Retd Will the gentleman yield? unanimous . consent, Mr. HARKIN was
from the foundation approach me at profes- Mr. HARKIN. I yield to the dis- allowed to proceed for 1 additional
Silonal Sf;!fr:‘ce; teaci;ie;s m;e:éngg"tior :lxﬂslg- tinguished ranking minority member on minute.) i
ple, “national meeting o e Natlon - i ] o P "
o Spacits s ot o 5,20 29T a2t “Techmrogy the Sentionin Teom  ger gl M Chairman, Wil the
- Ing. Personnel attention. by StaX members NeW Jersey (Mr. HOLLENBECK). : Mr. HARKIN. I yield to the gentleman
to projects they are funding would not be Mr. HOLLENBECE. I thank the gen- from Wisconsin, - o
possible in the much larger Department of tleman for yielding. e o Mr. OBEY. I thank the gentleman for -
_[Education.” - Mr. Chairman, incorporated into the -yielding. . . '
-, .50 from the standpoint of accounta- provisions of H.R. 2444, is a transfer of  Mr. Chairman, I simply want to say,
bility it ought to be kept in the National certain National Seiemce Foundatfon Without taking much time, that I agree
£ Science Foundation. . (NSF) programs to the newly proposed With the gentleman. I think that this is
© -, Let me point out one other thing. In - Department of Education (DOE). I be- Perhaps substantively the most impor-
the National Science Foundation Or- IHeve that such a transfer would greatly btant amendment that has been offered to

*  ganic Act, the National Science Founda- hinder the quality of science education in {1 bill this week, o :
3y ton is charged—and I quote—“to this country and I therefore oppose the Science Is a very specialized fleld. It s
», Strengthen science education programs transfer of these programs to DOE. g“i’ghf’: ; ﬁner alize alﬁi.:;g We cannot deal
‘s at all levels.” § i in a gener way.
As a member of the Subcommittee on It would be terribly damaging and

Se1\.’0'tpropc>sall beé‘orehthe H?rxlzsg coxl; the Science, Research and Technology, which
nate proposes to change tha arge has jurisdiction over NSF programs, I s .
to the National Science Foundation, and have seen major edvancements being ﬂé;sﬂgggjffy ir Wd'indi% not adopt the
N0 such charge exists in the proposed made in the promotion and strength- -8 Mr s'ameré then . th
new Department of Education, " ening of science education programs in for his remarks, ank @ gentleman
The Members may ask, who supports recent yvears. However, I believe a trans- Mrs. FENWICK. Mr C‘m‘r: 1 il
my amendment? If they see my hand fer of NSF programs to DOE would the gentleman vield? o
out, practicaily everybody who is in- greatly impede much of .this recent Mr. HARKIN. I yield to the gentl
volved in science and who is not closely progress. - ' woman from bfe{v Je{sey 1€ gentle-
connected with the new department or y While this transfer is not essential to Mrs. FENWICK. As a trustee of an
with the administration, - DOE, the retention of science education institute of techno.logy I would like to
Every previous science adviser to the | is escential to the execution of NSF as it associate myself with 'the gentleman’s
President of the United States supports | functions to support and strengthen seci- remarks and urge the adoption of his
keeping sclence education in the Na- | entific knowledge. Currently, sclence amendiment, :
tional Science Foundation. education occupies 8 percent of the NsSP Mr. HARKIN, 1 thank the gertle-
Finally, just to reiterate what I have budget and if transferred to DOE it wornan. ) )
said, I do not believe that science edu- would occupy less then 1 percent of  Mr. BROOKS, Mr. Chairman Irsein
cation can be segmented. Tt is a continu- ¢their budget. It is imperative that sci-  opposition to the amendment. L
um of learning, of teaching, and of re- |ence education be handled efectively Mr. Chairman, the pregrams included
Search. One feeds on the other, and each |bY an agency which comsiders it to be in the Department of Education are the
supports the other, - 2 major responsibilisy, I fear that some result of the compromise worked out be-

disruptive to the sclentific programs in
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tween the administration and the chair-
man of ithe Committee on Scisnce and

Technolozy, the gantleman froem Florida -

{Mr. Frqua), who is also g distinguished
member ¢! the Commitiee on Govern-
ment Orerations.
transfers be limited and snaThly defined
and that they rot include any of the

asic_sciencs programs in the National
Science Foundatisn, and that is what we
have done in this legislation. .

In the year or so that this legislation
has been under consideration in ouwr com~
mittee, it has been very interesting to me
to see sO0 many Members and outside
witnesses come in and say:

Estabiish a Department of Education, but
just do not put my favorite program In

- 1t .

The f{act i5 that we are brying to do
something that I think every Member
really supports. I think we have all said
good things zbout if back in our dis-
tricts, and that is to reorganize the Gov-
ernment in crder to make it more eifici-

" ent, more effective, less costly. We ars
all for it. We have given a lot of thought
in cur commitise, and so have a ot of
cther people, sbout what sheuld be in-
cluded in this Department to meet that
goal. I hope the Members will agree that
the amendment should be defeated.

e lusisted that the |
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the strugzle between competing depart-
mental goals, ”

I am a cosponsor of the bill to estab-
lish & Department of Education. How-
ever, I think that it is essential that we
not Include programs in its jurisdiction
merely for the sake of convenience or in
an atiempt to establish an all-inclusive

department. Let us, rather, seek to estab- -

lLish an adminisirative framework for the
best education this Natlon can provide.
The concern, expertise, and perspective
of the scientific community, which is
readily available in the NS7F, is essen-
tial to the continued development of a
strong forwerd-looking sclence educa-
tion program.

b I urge your support of the amendment

efore us. .-

Mr. RITTER. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strika the requisite number of words,
and I rise in support of the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Iowa (Mr.
Harxmy). .

LIr. Chairman, I 4o not support the
formation of tkis new Department. But
if this Department were to be formed,
perkaps its greatest single error would
have been to dismmember the science sdu-
cationr function of our Federal Govern-
ment. .

Many vears before I came to this House

-

Mr. PEASE. Mr. Chalrman, I move to- I Worked with the Ofice of Education;

strike the requisite number of words.

(Mr. PEASE asked and was givep
permission to revise and extend his
remarks.)

ir. PEASE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
“support of Mr. Hargm's amendment to
retain jurisdiction over all science edu-
cation programs in the National Science
Foundation. - :

There are few Members of this House
who would not agree that the scientific
excellence of this country is one of our
most valuable resources. The quality of
this resource—pased in Industrial labs,
Government resource centers, and uni-

© yersities—depends on the strength of the

scientific education we offer from the ele«
mentary levels through the postdoctoral
programs, More than any other disci-
pline, the fields of mathematics and
science demand that each new concept
be built on a mastery of the concepts
lesrned at the previous level. Any weak
link contributes to & weakening of the
program as 8 whole. :
I firmly believe that the Nation
Science Foundation, with its long-range
perspective on the science needs of tha
Nation, is in a better position to promote
quality science education at every level
of the sequence and to emphasize tae
importance of each step to the larger
Joal of o healthy scientific community.
Education has been a significant part of
the Foundation’s mandate and now com-
prises about 8 percent of the Founda~
tion’s annual authorization. However,
cpe cannot say the same thing about the
role of science In the proposed Depart-
" ment of Education. The entire science
budget would comprise only one-half of
1 percent of their budget. nevitably, the
small but critical support programs
which serve to strengthen each link in
the educational chain (some of them only
$2 or $3 million programs) will be lost in

and I worked with the Nationsgl Science
Foundsation. Thay are bureasucracies
both. But I can tell you, to get to soma-
one in the National Science Foundation,
to be able to see a name on an office, to
get an appointment to be able to get a
resuit, to be able to get a program
through quickly, to be able to see goals
accomplished, these are festures which
characterize the National Science Foun-
dation. The Ofice of Education, how-
ever—gnd XY consider this department
just one massive, enormous Office of
Education—had just the opposite fea-
tures. I would like to ask the chairman
of the committee, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr, Brooxks) what science insti-

tutions, what organizations dealing in -

science and technology have come out
in favor of transferring this major share
of the Natlonal Scienice Foundation edu-
cation program into the new Department
of Education. C.

Mr. BROOES. If the gentleman will
‘yleld, the President’s Office of Sciencs
and Technology came out for it, the
policy committee which is made up of
protessors, alse support it.

Mr. RITTER. I would submit, Mr,
Chairman, tha$ tha Office of Science and

Technology policy reflects the adminis-
tration’s policy and that said policy is to
formulate the new Department of Educa-
tion. I do not think we have to read the
list which I have before me, contalning
many organizations related to science
end technology that come from the com-
munity, not from the White House. Bvery
single major science and technology
organization-—educational, professional,
and industrial—is opposed to the trans
fer of these NSF programs. ~
Mr, HARKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield? . -
Mr. BITTER. I yield to the gentleman
from Iowa. S,

~ . +
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Mr. HARKIN. I thank the gentleman

for yielding. .

Mr. Chairman, in respcnse to the dis-
tinguished chairman's remarks, I wou
again just point out all past science ac
visers to the President of the United
States opposed the transfer excep: the
present occupant of that position. '

Mr. RITTER. How many past science
advisers opposed this? .

Mr. HARKIN. The advisers of Mr.
Rennedy, Mr. Johnson, Mr. Nixon, and
Mr, Ford.

Mr. RITTER. Four previous Presi-
dent’s science advisers have opposed
this transfer, and those four who have
opnosed it have no connéction to the new
Department and can view this amend-
mentobjectively. . T

I might add that the President’s
science adviser, Dr, Frank Press, has

been out campaigning for the Depart- -

ment of BEducation. That does not sound

like an objactive view of this Depart-

ment. - : L
019s0. | ..

I would just like to sum up and say

<

that transferring science education to -

the new Department is s bad manage-
ment move. It is bad for sclence and
technology and I ask for your support in
supporting the amendment of the gen-
tleman from Jowa against this very,
very had move. . .
Mr. FASCELL. Mr. Chalirman, I move
to strike the requisits number of words.
I will just take 2 minute or two. I have
been Iisteniing to the debate and or
would believe from listening to this some
whers we are going t0 lose all our Nobel
laureates; that in some way all postdoe~
toral, -scientific programs will In some
way be harmed. But, Mr, Chairman, what
I am about to say will not require a thor-
ough knowledgs of the mathematical
formula of the exponential extension of
outer space, .
I you read the language of the bil}, i
says: : “
There will be transferred to the Depart-
ment of Education these programs which are
directed to (1) precollege level, sclence and
education.

1 other words, wa ore talldag aboite

« ot least it was when I was in high
- 5thool-— basle chemistry and biology and |

things of that nature. We are talking
about precollege. We are not talking

" about doctoral or postdoctoral programs.

(3) Sclence education desigrned especlally
for minority and minority groups.

Where is there a better chancs of get-
ting & mix on that kind of operation than
In precollege level programs thah in a
Department of Education which will have

the full panoply of all educational pro-
grams :

(3) Educational activities ntanded to pro-
vide sclence information for specific citizens
and publlc interest groups;

And then further, that whatever Is
done will have to be done in cooperation
with the director of the National Science
Foundation, so if they do want {o have
something to say about curricula or par-
ticular programs or particular scientific
endeavors at that level, which is precol-
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lege, they zre still going to have the
opportunity to do it.

Then the bill goes on further and says:

Nothing 1s intended In any way to de-llmit
the power or suthority of the Natlonal Sel-
ence Director to initlate whatver Drograiis
or conduct whatever programs he thinks are
in the best interests of the sclentific commu-
nity and et snything above the precoilege
level program.,

I just think that it is a very limited
transfer, Mr. Chairman, in terms of au-
thortty, and I think it fits in totally with
the concept of the Department of Edu-
cation. We see it in our scheol Ievels now,
and I cannot see where there would be
any difference. = - - -

Mr. FGCQUA. Mr. Chairman, I move o
strike the requisite number of words,
and I rise in opposition to the amend-
ment. . :

-~ (Mr. FUQUA asked and was given
ission tc revise and extend his
emarks.) ’ . .

Mr. FUQUA. Mr. Chairman, I rise In
apposition to the amendment. I have
the greatest respect for my friend from
Towa, the author of the amendment and
a very valued member of the commit-
tee that I have the honor to chair, and
the other members who have supported
the amendment. :

T would briefly Iika to explain what
the transfer in the bill actually does.

T.ast year, when the bill was sent up
to the House, there was & provision that
transferred all of the sclence education
from thas National Science Foundation
to the Department of Education. -

I opposed that smendment. I op-
posed it for the very reasons thet have
been expressed here today, the break-
ing up of science, the breaking up of 2
very valued program, and probably one
of the best administered departments

. of this Government, the National
Science Foundation.

Here, we do not get into basic sclence.,

[ 1t is that part that is related to social
issues or dissemination of science in-
formition. That part—and it was a
compromise—that I was not totally
pleased with, but in the interest of try-
ing to reach an agreement, I agreed
with those programs that did not fall
within the scientific education bpro-

grams,

The teaching of ethics and values,
sclence information for citizens and
public interest groups, precollege level
science education, programs that were
specifically designed for minorities and
minority groups, these programs had
certain social implcations that could be

- loglcally transferred within the frame-
work of the Department of Education,
That was the reason that this come
promise was worked out. .

I might point out that I am not aware
of any of the- science advisers or form-
er science advisers who have taken a
position on this amendment. .

The position taat they tcok was one,

and logically so, on the transfer of all.

of the science education programs to the
Department of Education.

This does not do that. This-only takes
about one-fourth of those programs

within science edt;cq.tion within the Na-

.tional Science Foundation and

‘erly belongs. - .
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makes

that transfer. » .
The Members are all adults. I am sure-
we can make up our minds. But, as for
me, I plan to vote against the amend-

ment, . . .
Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the requisite number of words.

(Mr. MARTIN asked and was givems,

perfmission to revise and extend his
T ks.) ’ ’

Mr. MARTIN. Mr, Chairman, I rise in -

support of the amendment of the gentle-
man from Iowa (Mr. HARKIV), 0 remove
scisnce education in this bill from the
Department of Education and return it
to the National Science Foundation
where it now resides and where it prop-

The issue before us right now is the
quality of science education in this coun-
try. That means whether it is going to
be directed and conirolled by education-
ist pedagogy .or by scientists. -

The Members or at least some of the
Members will know that kefore I came
to Congress, in real life, I was a mild

mannered college chemistry professor.

until that day when, as one of my stu~-
dents said, trying to get even after a
typically impossible exam, that Thad had
my head turned by lust for power in mp»
heart. - ] T

- Mr. Chairman, we also recall the days
just after Spuinik when we agonized aa
a Nation that our science education and
our seience training was faltering and
was insdequate. We found that that was
especially true at the high schools and
undergraduate levels in this country.

We found that it was waterlogged with
too many teachers whose principal qual-
ifcations were that they had taken all of
the required teachers courses but little or
no science. They had not taken physics,
and were teaching physics. They had not
taken chemistry, and were {eaching
chemistry. o

The result was we were losing the in-
terest of bright young minds for science
careers, I do not want to see us returned
to that kind of program that was pro-~
ducing that kingd of result. I do not even
want us returned, as was suggested a
moment ago, to providing that kind of
third-rate science courses for minorities,

You see, at that time we decided we
would set up a structure for reorganiz.
ing our science education, high schoeol
and college and postgraduate levels to-
ward an emphasis cn science, not under
teachers’ colleges, but scientists, who at
that time with very hard work and inno-’
vation redesigned high schecol physics
and chemisiry courses, renewed an em-
phasis on subject matter rather than on
how to teach. As a result of that, we
benefited, I can tell you from experience
that when high school physics and chem-
istry courses were overhauled by scien-
tists, the achievement of high school
students in those flelds improved mark-
edly. Suddenly our freshmen knew and
understood basic principles of chemistry
and physics whereas just a few years
before our freshmen were science illiter-
ates. The improvement was dramatie.

I would like to see us keep it that way,
ceep the program the way that it has

— - .

gentleman yield?

~,
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produced that kind of renewed vigor :
our science at the high school level espr
cially; and for that reason, I support ti
gentleman from Iowa.

Mr. BARKIN. Mr. Chalrman, will 1

Mr. MARTIN. I yield to the gentlems
from Iowa. - ~ .

Mr. HEARKIN, I thank the gentlems

for yielding, and I thank him for his su;
.port. I know the gentleman’s past suj
port for science, for science educatic
and the gentleman correctly referred

the Sputnik era. . B
One of the things we found ount w

that the research being done, for exan
ple, at the national level was not gefit

out into the field in a rapid manner. !

we set up the science education progra
to do just thaf, to get the basic Enow
edge, the new discoveries in mathemati
the new discoveries in physies and chex
istry, to get it from the researchers out

the elementary and ssecondary sche
teachers so they would have that info
mation right away so they could beg
teaching it. . oo . K
Mr. MARTIN. To further elaborate
the point the gentleman is making, &
n new developments were not g¢
ting out is because thicse teachers we
not trained in science themselves, so
did not mean anything to them. - .-
CLo o 3 2000 LT
Mr. HBARXIN. That is absolutely rigt

I am afraid i this transfer takes pla¢

even if this partial transier we are tal
ing about takes place there will b2 i
tremendous lag time and difficulty in ge¢
ting this information from the scientis
and researchers down to the teachers
the elementary and secondary sche
level. I thank the gentleman for his cor
ment. T = -

Mr, MARTIN. I commend the gentl
max(’for his leadership on this.

y¥leld back the balance -of my time.

Mr. BOLAND. Mz, Chairman, I mo
to strike the last word and I rise in su
port of the amendment. :

Mr. Chairman,”of all of the amen
ments that have been offered to this b
over the past few days I would thi
that this is the one amendment that ¢
gentleman from Texas would acce;
Both Jack Breoks and T came fo il
body in the 83d Congress. His ment
and my mentor was a giant in the Co
gress from Texas. -

Mr. BROOKS. Would
yield? . S

Mr. BOLAND. T am delighted to yi«
fo the gentleman. L

Mr. BROOKS. In 1953, the 83d Co
gress. God knows I am not that old.

Ar. BOLAND. The 83d Congress. O:
of the glants in the Congress at that iir
and before we ever came was 2 disti
guished congressman from Texas, Albe
Thoemas. Under his direction and leade
ship in the Congress the National Sclen
Foundation flourished. He was here
the creation of the National Scien
Foundation. S s

Dr. Norman Hackerman—one of {
most distinguished educators in ¢
Nation, the president of Rice Universi
and the chairman of the Natior

the gentlein
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Science Board--when he appeared be-
fore the HUD-Independent Agencies
Appropriations Subcommitiee, which I
have the honor to chair, expressed op-
position to the transfer of any of the
functions. any of the activities, as I un-
derstand it, from the National Science
Foundation to the new Department of
Education. He also quotzd from a state-
ment by the National Science Board as
follows: .

The argument * * * has been advanced
that the sclence education component of
NSF would form s natural part of tha pro.
posed Department of Education, becausa
of a corumon concern with educatlon issues.
The Natlonal Sclence Board concludes that
this would not be in the best interests of
Sclence or the Nation, because activitizg In
scientific research end scilentific education
are inextricably linked. -

I know my distinguished friend from
Florida, Mr. PuQua, mentioned the fact
that there are only a few programs being
transferred from NSPF o the DOE. But
they are important programs. The total
budgat for the National Science Foun-
dation in science education for fiscal
year 1980 is $84.7 million. The programs
that are being transferred by tkis bill
out of NSF and into the DOE amount o
$27.8 million. -

The programs proposed for transfer
are: Faculty improvement (pre-college
teacher development), $9 million; stu-
dent science training, $2,300 million;
minocrities,” women, and the physically
handicapped in science, $2 million; in-
formation dissemination, $1,300,000;
minority institutions sciences improve-
ment, $5 million; resource centers for
science and engineering, $2,800 million;
minority institution graduate fellowships
and traineeships, $2 million; ethics and
values in science and technology, $1,300

. million; and science for citizens, $2,100

million, making a total of almost $28
million for terribly imporfant programs
in science that arg now being adminise
tered efectively pywthe National Science
Foundation.

As the gentleman from Jowa indicated,
four previous seience advisers to the
President oppose this transfer. The only
one who favors it is the present science

"~ adviser,

So, Mr. Chairman, from my lonz ex-
perience as a member of the Subcommit-

"tee on Appropriations that has funded

- the NSF over the years, from my limited

experience as chairman of the subcom-
mittee that funds the NSF, I think it
is an unwise decision. *

I do not say it would ruim science edit-
cation. I do not say that at all. What T
do say Is that it will harm science edy«
cation and we ought not to do that. :

Mr. WYDLER. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the requisite number of words.

(Mr. WYDRER asked and was given
permission torrevise and extend his re-*
marks.) ’

Mr. WYDEER. Mr. Chairman, I won-

“der if the gentleman from Iowa would

tell me whether he supports this bill or
not? - €
Mr. HARKIN. I think so.
gvrr. WYDLER. The gentleman thinks
507 .
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Mr, HARKIN. I never commit myself
on 2 bill, but I will see what the finished
product is and make my decisicn then.

Mr. WYDIER. I have a great difi-
culty, and at the same time great inter-
est in the amendment the gentleman has
offered, but I find it raises a point that is
of more interest to me and I think should
be of interest to every member of this
committee and of this House who is going
to vote on the final passage of this bill.
That is what I would like to talk about.

I think this amendment is good, al-
though I am not sure whether it would
or another. The important thing to me
make a great deal of difference one way
about this amendment is that it does
what many amendments have been doing
since we started the consideration of
this legislation; that is, trying to get one
groutp or another oul of the new Depart~
ment. ' i

Now, to me that is a message. Does this
not tell you something? These people,
many of whom support the bill, and this
gentleman from Iowa, who says he is
not sure but is likely to support it, still

_want to get this particular set of pro-
grams out from this great new Depart-
mené. This Department, we are told, is
absolutely necessary; the Department
we have got to have, the Department
‘that is going to unify education pro-"
grams and run everything better. In
short this Department will do a better
job for education in this country.

Yet what happens? Thenurses come in
here, and they say they want out. The
Indians .come in here, and they say
they want out. Members know how many
other groups have been taken out of this
bill from the beginning, first by the ad-
ministration then by committee. One af-
ter another said, *If you want our sup-

- port, we want out.” .

- They tell Members of Congress to vote
for the bill because it is 2 great Depart-
ment—“4As long. as we are not part of
it.” o

Do the Members get the message?
This is sll a put-on. Let one or ancther
group get out, and that group becomes
a supporter of this legislation and puts
its name on the list of supporters. That
is what they are doing to us, 'and they
have done it time and again. Let us
think of what they are trying to do to
us with thisbill, -

I find very little support for this leg-
islation outside of a number of people
down at the White House and some of
the Members of this body who have said
hat they made commitments long ago

support this idea because somebody
came to see them early and they do not
want to go back on their commitments.

Think however what & difference
exists now that it is apparent what we
have done to this bill to change it from.
thé way it was originally proposed.
Measure today’s bill against the com-
mitment you have made to suppor: it
some time ago. The messsage is simple,
“We do not want any part of that so-

H4N

Mr. ASHBROOR. My colleague from
New York makes an excellent point. It
Is easily understood by all of us, but 1
am not sure he understands that famous
old American custom, the law of the.
prairie that says, “Anything caught in
your trap is yours.” -

The {rap is just about ready to come
down, and anything they get in it they
gvill keep. Nobody wants to get in the
Tap.

Mr, WYDLER. I thank the geatleman.

Mr, HARKIN. Mr. Chalrman, will the
gentleman yield? . .

Mr. WYDLER. I yield to the gentleman
from Iowa. -

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. Chairman, I think
each and every amendment that comes
on this bill ought to be debated and voted
on on its merits, L

Mr. WYDLER. I agree, - . :

Mr. HARKIN, That i3 all T am asking,
and whether the gentleman is for the
Department of Education or against i,
I am not making that case. I am only
making a case that science education
ought not to be in this bill. I think that
amendment ought to be voted on on its.,
merits. . . :

Mr. WYDLER. I understand the gen-
tleman’s position since he has just in-
dicated that he is not really sure whether
he Is going to vote for this bill or not,
and since he really does not want this .
particular aspect of education in this
great new Department, maybe thaf
would make him guestion what the need
is for this new Department of Education.
That is all X am asking the gentleman to
do, and X hope he will see it and arrive at
the same conclusion that I have, that we ~
Just do not need it . R -

1 2010 .

Mr. McCORMACK, Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike the requisite number of
words, and I rise in support of the
amendment. -

(Mr. McCORMACK asked and was
given permission to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. MCCORMACEK. Mr. Chairman, no
matter how we look upon the point made
by the gentleman from New York just

‘now, it is Important also to consider this *

amendment puvely on its merits, I sup-
port the Harkin amendment, and I asso-
ciate myself with the remarks of the sev~
eral Members who have spoken for it.

- What is at stake here is the quality of
sclence education for the students of this
country. The bill a5 drawn would remove
the National Science Foundation science

" education program, which has been ex-

traordinarily successful, from the Na-
tional Science Foundation. I oppose this
separation, which would be extremely
damaging to our sclentific education
program. -

I differ with the gentleman from Flor-
ida. He has said that social programs
would be removed from the NSF by the
bill. This is not the case. The bill would
remove the precollege-level science edu-

called great new Department of Edu- jcation program for teachers for our ele-

cation.”

Mr. ASHBROCK, Mr., Chairman, will-

my colleague vield? :
Mr. WYDLER. I yield to the gentles
man from Chio. ’

-

mentary and secondary students. This is
not a social activity, and it is important
to the quality of the education of this
country’s children. The Committee on
Science and Technology, which the gen-
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tlerean chairs, voted to not allow any
transfer of any part of the National Sci-
ence Foundation education program to
the Department of Education. That
committee vote indicated its support for
keeping the NSTF program together. This
program Is working extremely weil today.
I know of no justificatlon for removing it
from the National Science Foundation.
I know of no reason to assume that any
part of it, let alone the whole pregram,
should-be transferred to a new Depart-
ment. What justification could there pos-

sibly be for taking one of the most ex~ -

traordinarily successful science training
programs away from the scientists, w]:uch
is what the bill would do? ~

The amendment, if it is adopted-—aud
I hope it is adopted—would not interfere
with existing programs in education
which would be transferred from HEW
to a new Department of Education. It
would simply maintain the status quo.
Tha National Seience Fonndatinn would
go on 3s it is, and what prowrams are
now under HEW would go to the new
Department of Education. - .

The House has just accepted the Wax-
man amendment with respect to the
nursing student loan program. One of the
points made in that debate by the gentle~
man from West Virginia (Mr. STAGGERS)
was that we do not want nonproiession-
als teaching nurses; that we wanted pro-
fessionals teaching nurses, This same
philosophy applies in this case,

I, too, bave had the experience of
teaching -college chemistry and college
mathematics, and I have worked with
many secondary teschers, ieaching
tham in subject areas in which they are
teaching students. Mr. Chairman, that
one can easily detect the desperate need
to have scisnce teachers qualified in the
subject which they teach. This Is best
brought about by having scientists as-
sist in teaching the teachers, and es-
tablishing this close relationship be-
tween science research and development
and education. Accepting the Harkin
amendment will maintain that strong
relationship which we need, 'and I
strongly endorse the Harkin amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentlaman has expired.

(At the request of Mr. Harxry, and

by unanimous consent, Mr. McCORMACK.

was allowed to proceed for 2 additional
minutes.)

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the

gentleman yield?

Mr. McCORMACK. I ﬂeld to the
gentleman from Iowa.

-Mr. HARKIN. I thank the gentlema.n
for yielding.

Further on the topic of this being just
social programs, the largest single pro-
gram In scientific education, in precol-
lege level scientific education, is being
transferred. To support what the gent<
leman from Washington, (Mr. McCor-
macxk) is saying, and to show this is not
a social program, here is a brochure I
have from Iowa State University. It is

called Energy Education for Elemenw'

tary School Teachers. This is one of the
programs funded by the National Sci-
ence Foundation. It is a year-long pro-
gram where they bring in elementary
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school teachers and teach them about
energy. The curricula consists of: Pro-
cess approach to elementary science
teaching; nuclear energy; field trip to
Duane Arnold Energy Center; nuclzar
energy and field trip to Jowa State Uni-
versity nuclear reactor; solar energy-—
field trip to Jowa State University Solar
Energy Research Center; field trip——
Iowa coal research project; energy from
fossil fuels; energy storzze and transe
portation; energy use and conservation;
energy in the home and school.

Nothing could be further from social
programs. These are.scientific programs
being taught to elementary school teach=
ers 50 they can go back and teach the
elementary school kids all there is about
energy and the various aspects of en-
ergy education and science in this
counfry. |

Mr. McCORMACK. I thank the ganﬂe-
mean. He has given us a single example.
There are more, and many are even
more important, including the teaching

of physics mathematics, chemisiry,
and many other subjects of 1mporta.nce
to our national strengthi.

Mr. BADHAM, Mr. Chan'man, I move
to strike the requisite number of words,
and I rise.in opposxt:on to the amend
ment. :

Mr. Chairman, I hxe many others ha.d
not intended to speak on this amend-

. ment, but I think that this perhaps could

be the most Important amendment that
has been offered on this bill for the sim-
ple reason that it points out the futility
of the exercise In which we are engaged
today. To imply that education is a pro~
gram that exists in our country and needs
Federal direction, but only as it involves
busing, abortion, sex education, minor-
ities, and the like—but cannot and must -
not exist for science or for medicine, or

for Indians and for all of the educational .

goals of this country, Is ludicrous. I guess
from a mechanical standpoint those who
are opposed to this ill-conceived legisla-
ticn in the first place should vote for the
Harkin amendment, because that would
point out the futility of having this kind
of a Department of Education that em-
bodies only that portion of education
that does not have a strong lobby, such .
as those involving science or medicinet
education. On the other hand, from the
educational standpoint, if we are trying
to do legislatively and philosophically
that which has always been impossible,
and that is to amend a bad bill to make
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this couniry want this new, added
expense.

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chauma.n, will !:he
gentleman yield? .

Mr. BADHAM. I yield to the gentleman,
from North Carolina.

Mr. MARTIN. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

1 agree with much of wha.t the gentle—
man says. If we want to clarify the pur-
pose of this amendment, it is not to take
science education out of the public
schools--not by any means. The purpose
of the amendment is to take conirol of
science education out from under the De-

- partment of Education which the gentle-

man has characterized so incisively.
Mr. BADHAM. I understend that is-the

expressad intent, and I think the gentla- .

man is clarifying that pcint. But if we
take all of those finer aspects of the
higher essence of education out of the
Department of Education, there would

" not be anything lelt for the Depariment

of Education to do. This amendment is
pointing out the fact that this mn in its
entirety is useless. .

. Mr. Chairman, I yield back the re-'

mainder of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on
the amendment offered by the gentlem.J:
from Iowa (Mr. HarxIN), -

The question was taken; and on
division (demanded by Mr, Hazgmy) Lhere
vrere-ayw 38, noes 38. . ;

xz:ccxm:n YOTR =

L.r HORTON. Mr. Chairman I do—
mand a recorded vote. -~ s

A recorded vote was ordered. o~

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 185, noes 240

not voting 29, as follows: <

it 2 good bill, then we should vote against &gBrown, Ohio

the amendment and keep the legisiation

whole; that is, to preserve a bill that

would encompass all education. But in
the final gnalysis of this particular
amendment we are saying what the gen-
tleman from New York said, that it is
OR {0 have your new department. It is
OX to build & new bureaucracy. It is

OR to spend more and more billions of ®<onte

dollars, but do not put my program, that
is, science, medicine, nursing; et celera
in it. So if we are going to be honest with
ourselves and honest with the people of

this country, we should defeat this and e pevine

get on with the essence of the bill, and
that is- Do we want a2 new, expanded bu-
reaucracy or not, and I do not think this
Congress or the majority of the people of
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Dellums McEwen Taunke
Dicks eKay Taylor
Dixon Markey Thompson |
Dodd Marks- Traxler ~ ,
Dougherty Marlenee Tribie
Drinan Marriott Udall
Duncan. Tenn. Liathis Uliman
Eckhardt Matsul Vanik
Edgar Mattox ¥ Vento
Edwards, Ala, Mazzolt = Volkmer
Edwards, Calir.?Michel Walker
Erlenborn Mikva Weaver
Ertel Miiler, Calif. Whitehurst
-Evans, Ind. Mineta Whitley
Pary Mitchell, N.Y. Williamys, Mont.
Fascell Moakley Wiiliams, Ohio
Fish Moftatt Wilson, Tex.
Plsher Molloban Winn .
Florio Boars Wolf 1
Foley Moorhead, Ps. ®Woipe =~ ,,,
Ford, Mich. Mottl Wright
Ford, Tenn. Murphy, L. Young, Alaska
Fowier Murphy, N.Y. Young, Mo.
Frenzel Murphy, Pa.
NOT VOTING=--29
Alexander Evans, Ga. Q'Brien
Borgs Findley Pepper
Bolling Flcod Peyser
Clay Forsythe Pickle
Conyers CGibbons Royer
Davis, S.C. Hagedorn Busso
Derrick Ireland Treen .
Diggza Johnson, Calif®Vander Jagh !
Early - Wilson, Bob .



