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Summary ~~ lssue Statements

)

- How should the OSTD use and c'in‘ect pohcy .anmysm in sapport of it
yoles and assigned functio_ns? What insti’cutions and mechanlsms woulc} best

serve these nesds?

2. What should be the mechanlom for OSTP 1"1V'\1vement in r*nllic.ry R&D

issues?

3. Should ..h‘. OSTP evaluate ‘the rela‘uvc tecnno'lomcal po:ture’s' of ‘_the us

VS USbR with respect to mlhtary R&D"

4, How shou1c1 OSTP 1nvolve itself in’ ‘R&D buc‘iget proéess? ._V-?hat questio_n_s-
HCEd to be "mked about Fcaeral R&D -’uppon" What a}fﬁtemunc methorls should

be C()ﬂ.:ldﬁ}féd by OSTP to aid in R&D budget rev1ew'?

5. How can problems be identified and scientific.analysis be begun beicre :

they become matters for general societal concern. RCRIE,

6 I—Iow can OSTP play an active role in 1nnovat1vo "problem Jd\ntmcaticm

in order i_'o_ improve our ability to cc-pe witn tnese problems?

7. Sl‘Ole the concent of s (1&.,1‘1(3"‘ Indl("aL\.r i bf., f@&»te*cd and developedia :

. an mput to OsSTP valuation of ihe zcience enterr)rr @?




-

8. What are the optioﬁs for zllowing inu_tuallly,bene.ﬁci_al"azid constructive

cooperation between industry and government en new energy technologies?

9. How can we ensure support for fundamental research adequate ta underly
critical energy processes before large scale hardware & facility developments.

are launched?

10. What is the state of knowledge about critival segments of the nuclgar fuel
cycle, where does this need to be improved, and what can be determined

from what we already know to aid in policy recommendations?

11, What czn and should the Science Adviser do to stimulate more efféctive

applicatioﬁ bf_Ss_,-_T'to .er.L_erggr'-ﬁe_eds?-_

12, ‘How. shou'id' we gb about constructing the_S&T base né'edﬂedl for expanded

attention to conservation?

13. .Ho_w can thé OSTP contribute to the resolution of thelc:_dntfoversybver

need for nuclear energy and concerns about its potential environmental and =~ |

safety impacts?.

14, What are :he appropriate strategies to improve the knowledge bage under-"

lying needed advances in food production, distribution and use? -




15, Whet should the OSTP role be in developing an expanded climate
ing and prediction effort oriented so that the resulis are easily applic:

to agriculture? .

16. How can the Federal governmeht's role in stimulating 2nd suppor
. population and fertility control research be expanded and the results
made avatlable so that they will be attractive to pofential users both d

Cally and intern ationally?

17. Should nutrition research be given greater visibility and be manag:

centra}lf? S

18, How can we arii‘ic:ipat'e and take positive steps to alieviaté_ pbssibl

raw materials shortages?

19, Can we identify a systemetic progrem for exploring potential new -

resource areas-~particularly the continental margins at. water depths

- than 1000 meters?

20, Should the U.S . begin a program to seek an bpe_ratio_nal ea_rthciua

prediction capability within about 10 years?.

aile

:ir_'g :
be

omestic—

e
5
S

i




21, ‘Should we injtiate a major reassessment of the improved use of adv

technology for alleviation of the threats of natural hazards?

anced

22. Should ocean science and technology programs be reviewed and ¢o- -
. Should o nology prog _

ordinated at a higher level in the government?

23. How can the prigrities for increased support for ships and other pf.atf. "

forms, research equipments, research projects and ocean engineering

sorted out and developed for possible bu_dgeta'rj«'_ action?

24. Should we pursue a more vigorous program of ccean "utilization'-

including use as an energy, raw mafterials.and food resource? . .

25. Ave there major new opportﬁnities for gaining a better un_déi'Sta

of the weather, climate change and the _metéoro‘log r of the upper and lower . i

atmosphere? .

26. What better mechanisms are there for reaching more balanced decisions

where there is conflict between energy or economic development and pre~

serving or improving environmental quality? -

27, Is th ere a better way to approach the use of space platforms for

application_s-(earth.observations,'weather, communications, navigation, )

space processing, etc.) that can improve transition from experimental to

operational status?




.

28, How should we utilize the capabilities of the NASA laboratories '

How large an establishment and of what character (e.g. in-house vs. |

contracior oriented) do we need?.

29, What 's_hould be the pace of the space science prégrém _axid how sHould e

it be thought of in terms of ground~based science support?

%

30, What government actions may be needed to enable the asronautical - -

“incdustry to remain a strong coniributor to our economic strengih?

[/ 31 Is technology being used to the fullest to curk inflation? If not, what

can be done?

32. Should there be 2 new set of initiatives involving government in stimu-.

| 1ating techﬁ_ology for industrial application through R&D s_upp01—t?-"

33. How can potential barriers to innovatien be identified and reduced or.

eliminated, and what mechanisms are appropriate to accomplish thesé

' \ objectives on-a continuing basis?

34, ‘What shoul_d be the OSTP role with :r'éspéct.tc:) patént policy? '

35, How can new. tcchnology business ventures be encouraged? -

- times when thelr major space havdware developmental role has decteased?
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36. How can we develop a better understanding of the implications of

various policies regarding international technology transfer and posdibly - -

10dify these policies {o improve cur long-term econemic posture? . § - -
37. The basic Congressional mandate of regulatory legislation for health
and safety is "protection of human subjects.” Is this philosophy too narrow -
in that it precludes other desirable considerations?
38. The regulatory agencies adinit that the prime consideration in proposing
a regulation is often, "Can we win in court?” -How cen this be changed to a
more balanced consideration of issues and to 2 forum which relisves the
‘dependencies on the judicial process?
39. Research in the drug and pesticide areas is unique in that it is heavily . =

influenced and to some extent regulated by EPA and FDA . Is this government

intervention killing reseafch , and what should be done about it? S

40. Is the fund of i'nfo_':maﬁdn_ of the i'Ggulatory agencies adequate, 4nd how

can it be improved? . -

41, EPA and OSHA claim to be considering cconomic impact in their
decision-making processes. Is the consideration adequate? Should FDA -
do the same, and how?




r

42, How can an increased concern over improving the timeliness of regula-

tory decisions be instilled in 2ll regulatory agencies?

43, How can the‘fprédiétability_and stabilﬁty” of r_egulatlons'be."imprc')ved_ L

despite the often dynamic and unpredictable characier of the science which -

. drives the regulations?

44, Can we improve and extend our assessments of the implications ¢

f new

"breakthroughs' in biclogical sciences {e.g. cloning, recombinant DNA)? -

45, What should E"_Je _the'c'ontinuing role of. the OSTP V'ia__“a—viS: bio_medi.cal

R&D? Shoutd one of the séz*xior ma_ﬁ_ag_ément‘ of OSTP be_appein_ted flom the

life sciences?.

46, What 'Shb_uld e the OSTP follow-up to he "hMurphy? Commission

report?

47, How should the OSTP address the problem of escalating health delivery

costs including the coniributions of capital-intensive technological in

p’ﬁts?'




48, How can support of basic research be e}:pﬂcuiy l‘ecc:f*"u?cd and incoar-

porated into mission agency programs, and how shoe: 11(1 suc“h m’pport heoo

managed?

49. How can the OSTP besf présent a b_alanced_ (_i;e_.‘non—advbcacy) positi_éri

regarding the scope and amount of Fe dcra.l support of basic résearch?

50, What role should OSTP take with rc&mg,ct tc ;cience a“ﬂr:"_ enginecring

manpower and an asses ssmient of the cozanumg \fw.blh-:) and appropriate- -

ness of the science and engineering education l“y t-ﬁ‘n'?

51, Is there a government mechanism that can aicll iri 1'ene_'*¢-fing attention to "

-,
4]

advancas in t e more tvaeﬂhor_a‘ COI‘ICP})tu o en oin 1‘-g (1*oth in _dL_ca

and research} and in the role such engirlee1 g dvamces can pl ay as a

“coniributor to technological health of the nation? B

2. How should the OSTP deal with the potenﬁa_l for more efficient science

and technology information transfey?

53. How should O_STP‘identify an-d prqmote in.ceriti%res f_oi* accelerate al

application of new information hai 1d1m 1ech:m]orry 1n boxh governmc‘nt and

private sector?
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54, Ave there telecommunications initiatives that should be pursued

OSTP? What shouid be the relati'fa‘_e'f_oles.of OS_TP and OTP in_'th'ese &l

55, What are the ‘opporﬁ,‘mities for .a'pplying' and developinénew_féch

oppoi-tunities in the field of urban tz‘_ansportaﬁo_rl?
56. What are the t_)}_’)portuniﬁes in t}}.é field of housing? .~

-

57. What should be the involvement of the OSTP in and with the social/

“behavioral sciences? -

58. Can some clarity be provided with respect to the question of the,

proper reles of governmént and private sector in pursuing use.of S&T-

An achieving national goals?

- 59. Is it possible and desirable to set national prierities for the achi

ment of specific technological goals, as is the case in Japan?

and credible resolution of scientific controversy on public policy issues?

60. Can a new procedural approach be develcped to achieve more rep:

Dj{the _

Feas?

nological
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‘What is the assessment of the "Science Court" experimentin this régard? -




62, \’\ nat are the 1r~,:>hcqt10n_, oF *fh gll‘l"pl’lt rate of 1ncreasc o;. produ

of major haor~1ewl supﬁoru systex_u ) ‘what vulnerabilities are a conseqy

“end what applicaﬁoziss for'scienc:e and technology are possible?
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61, Is the U S b(_comjpo lc ss innovative and if so, what are the

implicaticn's?
in manufacturing and'servicé sectors?
63. ch can th science and ’recn.‘olog_g mg radd ents of lOI‘Ll“fH nohc:1

be more :,’"pjlculy and ‘"‘Tot""‘lﬂoc.l(.,:ilJ} coumr_:me g nd factored into

Dep’a'rtn\_.en't processe's_? o SRR e

64 Cd; the OS ploeﬂ@f ne- \ S Or auﬂ'ltle;) for the application of sai
. V cHhe app

2nd tf—:chnology to the problems of law enforcement and improving pul

safety? '

65. What ave ihc 1mp1'C'1110ns c:»f mcrcaalng ce nti’ali'zatioly and comple

ctivity
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