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HIGH PERFORMANCE COMPUTING AND
NETWORK PROGRAM

TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 2, 1993

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND TECHNOLOGY,
" SUBCOMMITTEE ON SCIENCE,
Washington, DC.

The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 9:40 a.m., in room
2318, Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. Rick Boucher (Chair-
man of the Subcommittee) presiding.

Mr. BOUCHER. The Subcommittee on Science will come to order.

I would like to take a moment at the outset of the hearing this
morning to welcome our new members to this Subcommittee and
also a number of returning Members who served on the Sub-
committee during the last Congress, and to offer a special word of
welcome to the new Ranking Republican Member of this Sub-
committee, the gentleman from New York, Mr. Boehlert, who is
well known and acknowledged throughout the Congress for his
work in matters of science and in that critical juncture between
science and formation of science Eolicy. It is a special pleasure to
welcome him, and we look forward to working with Sherry and his
staff during the course of the coming two years.

Within the next week, I will be distributing to Members of the
Subcommittee a tentative suggested agenda for activities that the
Subcommittee will undertake ﬁuring e coming two years. It is a
tentative age. da, and I would invite Members to review it carefully
and to supply our staff with comments snd recommendations that
you have for ways that we can modify that agenda and expand the
number of topics into which we will be conducting inquiries and
with espect to which we anticipate taking legislative action. By de-
sign, that agenda will be updated and modiﬁ]ed from time to time
as circumstances require, and so you should view it as tentative for
nowd:éxd as an agenda that, over time, will be modified and ex-
panded.

The Subcommittee will have a number of significant activities
that will constitute its major focus during the coming two years.
We are embarking on a major study of the health of the research
system, examining the tenets that underpin federal support for
science research, and that study will occupy a great deal of hearin.
time during the course of the coming year ansr hopefully will lea
to a number of recommendations for Iegislation.

We will, during the course of this Congress, rcauthorize the pro-
grams of the National Science Foundation, reg-ithorize the earth-
quake programs, and process through this Subcommittee legisla-

1)
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tion that will be a second iteration of the High Performance Com-
puting and Research and National Education Network Act, which
was enacted in 1991, and we begin that process with the hearing

this morning.
We will 530 process through the Subcommittee legislation that
implements for the United States the treaty accoerds reached last
ear that %rohibit mining and associated activities in Antarctica.
ose will be the principal focuses of our work. There will be addi-
tional inquiries and other items of legislation, and again I would
encourage Members of the Subcommittee to share their views and
their recommendations with us.

This morning, the Subcommittee on Science continues its over-
sight of the High Performance Computing Act of 1991. Last March,
the Subcommittee reviewed the management and operation of the
NSFNET, the precursor to the National Research and Education
Network which is mandatzd and established in the High Perform-
ance Computing Act.

Since that hearing, the National Science Foundation has devel-

d a }[)‘lan for recompetition of the contractual operation of the

SFNET. The plan envisions multiple awards for functions that
are now provided by a single entity. 'Fhere will be a separate award
for provision of the network routing authority, a separate award for
the switches and the cubles, the circuitry that constitute the phys-
ical components of the network, and a separate award for operation
of access points to the NSF backbone. The proposed approach is in-
tended to increase competition among commercial network provid-
ers and to foster better access by network users to information
services. .

The NSF has released for public comment a draft solicitation no-
tice for the NSFNET recompetition and subsequently has received
from the public a large number of comments. We understand that
the NSF %as modified the draft solicitation in response to those
public comments and has presented the revised version in public
meetings during the course of the last several weeks.

One purpose of this hearing is to obtain the views of representa-
tives of the network user and provider communities regarding the
path that is being taken by the NSF in this recompetition and with
regard to its broader plans for the NSFNET. In particular, we are
interested in knowing whether the evolution of the NSFNET is con-
sistent with the goals and the characteristics of the National Re-
search and Education Network as specified in the High Perform-
ance Computing Act.

It is essential as the network is structured that all commercial
providers of network services receive equal treatment and that gov-
ernment policy in managing the network not favor any provider or
set of providers over others. Attention must also be given to ei.sur-
ing the widest possible access to the network by all parts of the re-
search and education communities; and, finally, adequate support
must be provided for stimulating the advancement of network tech-
nologies and for developing standards that will allow the emer-
gence of seamless and user-friendly national network.

We are also interested in public views of the actions that have
been taken to date by the Admiristration in implementing the
High Performance Computing Act of 1991. In particular, we are in-
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terested in the witnesses’ views of the effectiveness of those admin-
istrative arrangements that have been taken to this time.

The second purpose of today’s hearing is to explore possible legis-
lation that would expand the high-performance computing program
into additional applications for broad public benefit, applications
such as education and teacher training, manufacturing tech-
nologies, medical imaging for the transmission of data across
networking test beds, and the creation of standards for the storage
of data in digital libraries in a way that they are easily accessible
and easily retrievable. :

As a starting point for the Jiscussion of these subjects, we have
requested our witnesses to review the strengths and weaknesses of
the legislation that wage introduced last year that was designed to
achieve those goals. We are seeking specific recommends for im-
provements in that legislation and for alternative or additional ap-
plication areas for networking technologies. .

We are particularly interested in recommendations for the rel-
ative priorities that should be assigned among possible application
areas for these technologies and in recommendations for effective
program approaches for leveraging private sector participation.

I am pleased to extend a welcome to our witnesses this morning.
They have all prepared thoughtful testimony, which I know the
Subcommittee will find of interest, but before turning to this first
panel, I would like now to recognize other Members of the Sub-
committee for opening statements, inning with the Ranking Re-
publican Member, the gentleman from New York, Mr. Boehlert.

Mr. BOEHLERT. I want t¢ thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.
It is good to be back on this Subcommittee because of the very im-
portant work that we do, and it is especially pleasing for me to look
forward to continuing the &artnership that we have established.

So often Beople think that those of us on Capitol Hill, Reiub-
licans and Democrats, are separated in our thoughts as we look to
the future. On this Committee I take great pride in saying we work
well together, and we are working for the best interests of the Na-
tion’s scieutific policy.

I am a long-time supporter of the High Performance Computing
Initiative. Two years aﬁc:, I joined with Chairman Brown as an
original sponsor of the High Performance Computing and Commu-
nications Act, and I welcome this opportunity to see how well that
Act has been performing.

Another former colleague of ours with whom we worked very
closely over the years has gone on to bigger and better things, the
Vice President of the United States, Al Gore. We have worked very
closely with him on this matter.

A special focus of this hearing will be on the emerging informa-
tion network. While our vision is of a national optical fiber network
that ties every home, business, and school together, the short-term
reality is that we are already making great strides with an existing
copper wire network. What are the possibilities and limits of our
existing infrastructure, and how can we optimally exploit that net-
work while still pushing to see broader deployment of the more ver-
satile optical fiber network? That is a crucial question, and I am
confident that our expert witnesses here today will be able to share
some solid advice with us.
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While I welcome all of today’s witnesses, and it is an impressive
list indeed, I want to extend a special welcome to our former col-
league, Mr. Tom Tauke, who is Vice President for Government Af-
fairs of NYNEX. Mr. Tauke has a reputation that is outstanding.
He did great work on the Energy amf Commerze Committee while
serving on Capitol Hill, a progressive thinker, one that I am glad
to see in this very responsible position.

I am particularly impressed with NYNEX, because they are a
world leader ‘n communications technologies, and they have been
a key driver of economic development in New York amr throughout
the Northeast. I am Nq‘sl%?g y intrigued and excited about a
NYNEX project called T. NYNET will tie together two world
class university research centers, Cornell and Syracuse, with a
world class defense laboratory, the Air Force’s super-laf)oratory,
Rome Lab, which are all centers of national excellence in informa-
tion technologies. I look forward to hearing more about this innova-
tive NYNEX-driven program. I am sure that there are useful les-
sons in this initiative for ways in which the Federal Government,
private companies, and universities can work together for mutual
advantage.

You know, I can’t help but think as I reflect upon the campaign
just concluded—it didn’t come out exactly as I predicted, but that
is another story for another day—but a vivid memory of that cam-
paign was the sign that they had at camYai%n headquarters down
in Little Rock, Arkansas, which said simply, “It’s the economy, stu-

id.” Well, as we look to the future and we try very diligently to

d ways to inspire a more robust economy, I would suggest that
the work of this Subcommittee and the topic of today’s hearing will
give us the direction we need. We are going to get this economy
moving, and science %oli%his going to lead that forward movement.

I want to thank the Chairman for callin% this hearing, and I
want to say once again how pleased I am to be working as a part-
ner again with him on this Subcommittee. I am looking forward to
a very productive two years.

Mr. BOUCHER. Th: you very much, Mr. Boehlert.

The gentleman from Michigan, Mr. Barcia.

Mr. BARCIA. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

I just want to say I am indeed honored and pleased to be a Mem-
ber of this Subcommittee. I salute the leadership that you have
provided this Subcommittee and your work on the Full Committee
in the past and say that, as a new Member representing the Fifth
Congressional District in Michigan, that I am proud to have located
in my district the Great Lakes Environmental Research Center,
which houses two Cray supercomputers which we are very hopeful
will help our Nation and, in fact, nations around the world develop
more comprehensive and more intelligent public policies relating to
our environment.

In addition to the work of the Center in Bay City, the Lake
Guardian will be plying the waters of the Great es Basin, and
that will be a major component of the work that will occur at the
EPA Center in Bay City and Bay County.

So I would just like to say, Mr. Chairman—I don’t have a de-
tailed statement—I'm looking forward to the testimony of the wit-
nesses today and hope to be an active member of this Subcommit-
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tee, and hopefully, make some positive contributions toward the
work that you have distingnished yourself with.

Mr. BouCHER. Thank you very much, Mr. Barcia. We will look
forward to working with you.

Another gentleman frem Michigan, Mr. Smith.

Mr. SMiTH. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Ranking Member.

I look forward to learning more about this issue. I am particu-
larly interested in how the Information Infrastructure and Tech-
nology Act might affect education.

In Michigan, we have started two pilot programs of two-way
interactive television in some of our school districts that are so
structured that they allow not only the advanced students to take
on the kind of mathematic courses that are offered in the urban
areas and transmit that through two-way interactive television to
rural areas but also, on the ¢*her end of the spectrum, allow some
of the expertise in Michigan that need special help in their edu-
cation to take advantage of this two-way interactive television. So
1 am interested and curious, Mr. Chairman, to see how this pro-
gram mignt assist in enhancing education.

Mr. BOUCHER. The gentleman from Alabama, Mr. Browder.

Mr. BROWDER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I just want to thank you for your leadership on this issue, and
1 have no statement at this time.

Mr. BOoUCHER. Thank you very much, Mr. Browder, and the chair
expresses thanks to all of the Subcommittee Members for their at-
tendance here and their interest in this subject, and we are pleased
to welcome now our first panel of witnesses this morning, consist-
ing of Dr. Robert C. Heterick, who is the president of EDUCOM in
Washington, D.C., and also the head of the Computer and Commu-
nications Department at Virginia Tech, which is located in the
Ninth District of Virginia; Mr. Tom Tauke, a distinguished former
Member of the House of Representatives, and I'm pleased to en-
dorse all of the comments made by Mr. Boehlert with respect to his
service in the House and the creative work and the excellent advice
that he now provides as spokesman for the NYNEX Corporation;
Mr. Mitchell Kapor, the president of the Electronic Frontier Foun-
dation, also in Washington, D.C.; and Dr. Kenneth Klingenstein,
the Director of Computing and Network Services at the University
of Colorado at Boulder, and representing this morning the Federa-
tion of American Research Networks.

Gentlemen, we welcome all of you. Without objection, your pre-
pared written statements will be made a part of the record—and
that rule will also apply to the second panel of witnesses—and we
would be pleased to receive your oral summaries and would ask
that you ke.p those summaries to approximately five minutes so
that we will have plenty of time to ask questions.

Dr. Heterick, we will be pleased to start with you.
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STATEMENTS OF DR. ROBERT C. HETERICK, PRESIDENT,
EDUCOM, WASHINGTON, DC; THOMAS J. TAUKE, ¥XECUTIVE
VICE PRESIDENT, GOVERNMENT AFFAIRS, NYNEX, WASH-
INGTON, DC; DR. KENNETH J. KLINGENSTEIN, DIRECTOR OF
COMPUTING AND NETWORK SERVICES, UNIVERSITY OF COL-
ORADO AT BOULDER, BOULDER, CO, AND REFRESENTING
THE FEDERATION OF AMERICAN RESEARCH NETWORKS;
AND MITCHELIL XAPOR, PRESIDENT, ELECTRONIC FRON-
TIER FOUNDATION, WASHINGTON, DC

Dr. HETERICK. Thank you, Chairman Boucher and members of
the Subcommittee. I am pleased to present testimony on behalf of
the 600 higher education institutions and the 100 private corpora-
tions that are members of EDUCOM.

Since we last met, Mr. Chairman, I have left my position as Vice
President for Information Systems at Virginia Polytechnic Institute
and have assumed the presidency of EDUCOM. It has, however,
been my very good fortune to be able to also maintain a residence
in the Ninth Congressional District of Virginia.

Let me begin by noting that I am here more because of the suc-
cess of NSFNET than any sense of or the lack of;ﬁrogress. Invest-
ment in NSFNET and connections and dramatically leveraged the
federal dollar with investments on campuses and research organi-
zations that are several orders of magnitude larger.

However, it seems to us that there is much yet to be done to real-
ize the goals of the High Performance Computing Act of 1991. Only
haif of the four-year institutions of higher education and far less
of the two-year institutions have realized the promise of that legis-
lation. The situation with libraries and secondary education is even
lese fulfilled.

Over this past year, we have witnessed efforts to coordinate fed-
eral agency responses to the legislation, but we have seen little
planning for the broad access that is envisioned in the Act. Less
than 5 percent of HPC funding goes to support NSFNET and con-
nections. Nearly all the funding is vestecP in federal agencies for
mission-specific activities, and while OSTP coordination may work
for federal aie:lncies, it fails to address the broader constituency of
the NREN which is, after all, a national, not just a federal, effort.

In conjunction with the Institute of Electrical Engineering and
Electronics and the Computer Research Association, EDUCOM re-
cently sponsored a three-day workshop to bring together the broad
constituency that was envisioned in the legislation to discuss the
policy issues implicit in the questions asked of OSTP by the Con-
gress. That meeting included representatives from federal agencies,
but it also included representatives from higher education, the li-
brary community, the computing industry, telecommunications
companies, network service providers, and primary and secondary
school organizers.

We feel that the broad views represented by those constituencies
and included in the report of that workshop have not been reflected
in the GSTP regort. Apparently others feel similarly. The Com-
puter Systems Policy Project recently issued a report and rec-
ommendations that we found to be very compatible with the rec-
ommendations from our workshop.
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We are also somewhat concerned with the lack of public planning
statements and review of the forthcoming solicitation for the evo-
lution of NSFNET. While I'm sure that the EDUCOM constituency
has great confidence in the National Science Foundation’s respon-
siveness, we dc feel that there is some risk of losing consensus
when information is not broadly shared in a timely way.

As you consider future legislation, we would like to encourage
your consideration of three points: first, that there should be fund-
ing for pilot projects that use the network to expand the sharin
of costly and unique experimental apparatus and resources beyon
those of the federally-assisted supercomputer centers; second, that
there should be more focus on networked information and Library
access, particularly, we think, the sharing ci federal informatior: in
digital formats on the NREN; and, third, and perhaps more imypor-
tantly, that the current NSF connections programs should be sig-
nificantly expanded to achieve the broad participation in the NRE
that is envisioned in the HPCC Act.

It seems to us that the challenge of the proposed national infor-
mation infrastructure is not technological but, rather, that of creat-
ing a partnership among industry, government, and public sector
organizations. EDUCOM and the higher education community are
eager to assist the Congress in meeting this challenge.

ank you, Mr. Chairman.
[The prepared statement of Dr. Heterick follows:}
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Chairman Boucher, and members of the Committee, ] am pleased to testify before
the Science Subcommittee at the hearing on High Performance Computing and

Networking on behalf of EDUCOM, a nonprofit consortium with 600 members from

higher education and 100 from private industry. EDUCOM has focused on leading

the nation's higher education community in integrating information technology

into classrooms, curricula and research.

! am also pleased tc appear before you in my new role as President of EDUCOM
since my previous assocation with you, Mr. Chairman, was during my tenure as
Vice President for Information Systems at Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State

University

Introduction

Almost a year ago, on March 12th, 1992, my colleague, Mike Roberts, Vice
President for Networking of EDUCOM, came before your commiitee to
deliver testimony on the National Science Foundation Network. He said

that:

“Over the past five vears, NSFNET has compiled one of the most remarkable
success stories in the history of American Science. In this short period of
time, through a partnership of government, industry and higher education,
an advanced production network with the highest level of bandwidth
available anywhere in the world has been designed and deployed in the
research and educational community in the United States. At the same time,
the network has been transformed from one serving a narrow group of
supercomputer centers and federally supported research sites into one with
¢onnections to more than six hundred colleges and universities and over a
thousand public and private “!

! Mike Roberts, Hearing before the Subcommittee on Saience of the Committee on Scierce, Space and
Technology, March 12, 1992, Government Printing Office, ISBN-16-038772-8 (no. 12), p.10
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That rapid progress has- continued over this past year. Almost all of the research
and doctoral institutions in the United States are now connected to the network.
New organizations, such as the Consortium for School Networking (COSN), are
working to support the efforts to use the NREN productively in K-12.2 During the
year the NSFNET completed its establishment of a higher bandwidth (T-3) backbone

which has allowed it to continue to keep up the astonishing growth in use.

However, much more must be done to achieve the goals for broad access for

“linkage of research institutions and educational institutions, government, and
industry in every state” of the High- Performance Computing Act of 19913 Only
half of the US four year institutions are members today and far fewer than that for
the two year institutions. More libraries need to be connected along with high
schools and state offices. Much more attention must be paid to the policies that
support the evolution of the new National Information Infrastructure. More use
must be made of the evolving NREN to share resources and increase productivity of
the nation. Finally, stronger cooperation will be needed between industry,
government and education to complete the vision of wide access and new

applications of the N11.

High Performance Computing (HPC) Planning, Implementation and Solicitation

I would like to respond to the questions in your invitation letter about the hearing.

2 See the Consortium for School Networking mission statement (Appendix 2)

3High-Performance Computing Act of 1991, Public Law 102:194--Dec. 9,
1991, Sec. 102, National Research and Education Network (a)
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Generally, the administration has taken actions that emphasize the coordination of
the federal agencies but has taken limited steps in planning to achieve the Act's

goals for access and involvement of the broad communities.

A number of key documents were developed by the Administration in 1992 that
reflected elements of the development of the NREN planning:

Grand Challenges 1993: High-Performance Computing and Communications
(HPCC) (Teal Book)
This booklet fleshes out the FY 93 budget request cross-cut for the HPCC
program. It provides functional descriptions without timetable

or specific projects along with general federal agency responsibilities

in the program.

Public Draft of the Network Access Point Management Routing Authority

and Very High Speed Backbone Network Services Provider for NSFNET and
the NREN Program Solicitation
This draft drew many comments dealing with how it proposed to

replace the current NSFNET backbone network services.

The EDUCOM comments, through its Networking and
Telecommunications Task Force, addressed issues of context (need to
place solicitation in total context of NREN, other federal programs,
goals and development), stability and continuity (need to ensure
stability of the NSFNET in the change over, along with adequate

test planning as a key priority in the plans), routing authority (should
be separate from the NAP provider), network acgess (concern with

February 2, 1993 Dr. Robert C. Heterick, EDUCOM page 4
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changes in the responsibilities for access points to regional and o

private networks), VBNS (questions of bundling the backbone and
NAP services). '

The Federal Networking Council Interagency Coordination Plan for the

Nationai Research and Education Network (September 1992)
This document addressed relationships among fede. 1l agencies and the
approach to the federal planning process--it was not a plan for the
implementation of the NREN

The Research and Education Network Program: A Report to Congress,

December 1992, OSTP

. This report addresses the Congressional questions and the federal role

but shows limited attention to the broad access requirements from the
bill. [t references the 1987 OSTP report "A Research and Development
Strategy for High-Performance Computing” rather than the HPC Act in
identifying the NREN goals.

Budget for the NSFNET/NREN

A measure of the priority for the program is the budget. The crosscut budget
identified $804M for the FY 93 proposed program for HPCC.4 However, the amount
of the identified budget devoted to support for the NSFNET backbone and the
connections program was less than 5% of that total. The NSF program, Networking
& Communications Research & Infrastructure, was funded at the rate of $35.40M for

FY 92 and the current plan is for $39.96M for FY 93.5 This covers the backbone, the

4Grand Challenges 1993: High-Performance Computing and Communications, the FY 1993 US. Research
and Development Program, p.27.

5 Letter from Dr. Masscy to the Honorable George Brown, December 21, 1992, table 2

February 2, 1993 Dr. Robert C. Heterick, EDUCOM page5s
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planned solicitation and the current connections program. The potential for the

NREN use in research and education is being seriously eroded by the budget
allocations for NREN in the HPCC program. We believe that a redirection of
HPCC/NREN funds to support connection of all levels of education and libraries
should be an urgent priority in the FY 94 NREN budget.

High Performance Computing and Communications (HPCC) Coordination Office
The OSTP established an office for coordination of the HPCC Program reporting to
the Director's office. While this office can perform an important coordinating
function among federal agencies, it is not clear that it has the authority (for instance,
over agency budgets) to carry out this complex activity. The NREN is a complex
activity involving planning and coordination among federal offices, states,
universities, librriries, industry and primary and secondary education. It is not clear
that total responsibility is part of the charter of the current coordination office.

EDUCOM has suggested that:

“No single entity within the federal establishment, higher education or
industry can accomplish of these [planning, converging networks, expanding
services to the research and educational community, developing the
technology, providing the core of standards] tasks. An effective partnership
will require active participation and support from all three sectors as well as
new public corporation. The principal function of the new network
corporation should be to plan and oversee the effective operation of the
network, not to provide facilities or operations support.”6

The Computer Systems Policy Project recently issued a report including several
recommendations for strengthening the NREN and growth toward the National

Information Infrastructure (NII).7 EDUCOM supports the recommendations for

6 EDUCOM, The National Rescarch and Education Network: A Policy Paper, Revised March 1990, p7
7 Computer Systems Policy Project, Perspectives on the National Information Infrastructure, January 12,

February 2, 1993 Dr. Robert C. Heterick, EDUCOM page 6
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making the NII a National Technology Challenge and establishing a Nationz.{
Information Infrastructure Council, as well as investigating the establishment of a

NII Implementation Entity.

Other steps may be necessary to bring about the appropriate framing of the issues
and identification of a consensus among the many participants. A National
Commission on the NII might prove to be an important first step to address the

vexing planning of coordination issues across these many constituencies.

EDUCOM, along with Institute for Electrical Engineering and Electronics (IEEE)-US
Activities Board and the Computing Research Association (CRA), took the lead in
bringing together many of the constituencies to review the broad policy issues by
sponsoring a three day workshop in Monterey, California. This workshop used the
Congressional questions in the HPC Act about NREN policy issues as a framework
for the ineeting. There were 18 position papers submitted that provided the basis for
the workshop discussions. There were over 80 attendees from a variety of
constituencies including those from:

¢ Higher education,

¢ The library community,

¢ The computing industry,

* Federal agencies,

e Telecommunications companies,

e Network service provicers and

e K-12 organizations

1993, p. 1415,
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The Workshop report was presented to the Office of Science and Technology Policy
in order to assist in developing its report to Congress. I have included a copy of the

Executive Summary from the Report as Appendix I. Some key observations were:
"o The High-Performance Computing Act and the current Administration's
High-Performance Computing and Communications program are
important first steps toward the realization of a national network. The
Congressional intent to "promote the more rapid development of
an information infrastructure” is being met through broad participation
in the rapidly growing use of the emerging NREN system.

* The NREN should be more than a program supporting high- performance
computing. It has the potential to:
* facilitate development of the National Information Infrastructure,
» provide tools for increasing the effectiveness of research,
education and technology transfer at all levels, and
* demonstrate network applications and technologies which can aid
in addressing critical social needs.

* Some members of Congress and others who have been involved with the
prior development of research networks appear to assume that the NREN
will be a federal network of dedicated physical links. In contrast, the
workshop participants see the NREN as a national network program
whose advanced transmission requirements will be met by the rapidly
evolving commercial communications infrastructure of the country.

* More emphasis should be placed on making the NREN a truly national
program which includes strategic partners in higher education, state
government and industry."®

While we saw some references to the position papers in the OSTP report, we felt
that the broad vision presented by these constituencies at the Workshop was not

reflected in the narrow approach of its report.

8 Proccedings of the NREN Workshop: Monterey Califomia, September 16-18, 1992, Gillespic, R.G,,
(Ed), EDUCOM, OCTOBER, 1992

February 2, 1993 Dr. Robert C. Heterick, EDUCOM page8
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Comments on the Solicitation

EDUCOM and higher education in general are very concerned at the lack of
progress in developing a plan for the evolution of NSFNET. The

solicitation currently being developed is not a substitute for a plan. We

are surprised that an undertaking as complex as NSFNET's evolution into

the NREN has no publicly available, comprehensive planning document.

While there have been presentations about the planned direction for the revised
solicitation made at various meetings (incdluding the Federal Network Council
Advisory Committee and recently to FARNET), this does not replace public review
of a crucial step. Even though we feel that what we have heard so far from NSF has
been responsive to the communities’ concerns, we still feel uncomfortable with the
lack of public review. Failure to provide for a public review of the revised
solicitation risks failing to form the necessary consensus on the long range issues
EDUCOM and other organizations identified in their comments about the draft

solicitation.

Comments on Legislation to Expand the HPC Act
EDUCOM supports the efforts of the Committee to address legislation
for stimulating development of applications of high-performance computing and

networking. We would like to suggest to several additional areas for applications:

1) One of the prominent applications of the NREN in higher education is the
access and sharing of expensive instruments and resources (such as
telescopes, particle accelerators, etc.). Given the costs to higher education of
establishing duplicative resources at campuses, it would be important to

develop national pilot projects for exploring the development of techniques

February 2, 1993 Dr. Robert C. Heterick, EDUCOM page9
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for such sharing by National Science Foundation and other agencies.

2) In addition to the proposals for a Grand Application area for digital
libraries, other applications for libraries should be made explicit. For instance,
national access pilot projects to encourage federal agendies to distribute
information to libraries in higher education and the public sector through the
NREN should be identified. For instance, a major project should be to
expand the role of Federal Depository Libraries in providing access to federal
information through the NREN.

3) The current connections programs (administered by NSF) should be

expanded significantly to achieve the original goals of the HPC Act for broad
access. Wherever possible related programs of support should be funded in
connection with other agencies where appropriate to their missions and the

communities of support.

Congress should consider the incentives necessary to move the demonstrations and
pilet projects from the necessary special investment funding to competing

appropriately for the regular agency budgets on the basis of cost effective

applications.

Closing

EDUCOM enthusiastically endorses the development of the proposed National
Information Infrastructure, which would bring the benefits of the NREN to other
sectors of the economy. Eventually our attention can be focused on what is

delivered and used over the network rather than how.

February 2, 1993 Dr. Robert C. Heterick, EDUCOM page 10
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The challenge of the NI is not technological, but rather that of creating a
partnership among industry, government, and public sector organizations. The
NREN should be seen as an important element of the emerging National
Information Infrastructure. Congress and the new administration should take

the lead in developing the blueprint for the NIl. Congress and the administration
must formulate steps that will avoid progress on the NII being held up by regulatory
and turf battles over arenas that should be revamped since the new

communications and computer world blurs previous distinctions between them.
EDUCOM and the higher education community are eager to assist the Congress in

meeting this challenge.

In 1992, Chairman Boucher, you spoke at the Washington, DC, Net '92 Policy
Conference and posed certain basic principles and assumptions that are

worth repeating as the Committee considers new plans and legislation:

e The benefits of the NREN should flow to the nation broadly and not to a
narrow few.

e The development of markets and involvement of industry on a
level playing field is essential for the diffusion of network
services throughout the nation.

e The development of the technology and management of the NREN
should push the limits necessary to stimulate and meet the demand for
service while ensuring reliability and stability for the users who will
become dependent on the network.

* The many communities that participate in the development and use
of the NREN must have a voice in its planning and management.”

9"The Challenge of Transition”, Boucher, R., EDUCOM Review, September/October 1992, p. 35
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We need the Federal government to remember these principles as we develop, as

partners, these plans for the new National Information Infrastructure.

February 2, 1993 Dr. Robert C. Heterick, EDUCCM
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Appendix [:

Executive Summary from the Proceedings of the NREN Workshop.

Monterey California. September 16-18, 1992

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Intraduction

This report contains a summary of the
deliberations of a workshop devoted to the
National Research and Education Network
(NREN), held in Monterey, Califorma on
September 16-18,1992. In addition, itin-
cludes policy papers dealing with the NREN
from eightecn organizations which broadly
represent NREN constituencies in government,
education and industry. The text of the

pers may be found in Appendix A. The
report is intended to provide context and
reference material for future deliberations on
the NREN by the United States Congress,
fedcral agencies, and other bodies with a
policy role i the development of the
network.

The NREN is onc of the major components of
the High-Performance Computing Act of 1991
(PL102-194). Section 102(a) of the Act states,
*The Network shall provide for the hinkage
of research institutions and educational
institutions, government and industry in cvery
state.”

In the Act, Congress posed six NREN policy
questions and asked the Director of the Office
of Science and Technology Policy (O5TP} to
provide a report on the questions by December
9, 1992. The questions, from Section 102(g),
are:

*(1) cffective mechanisms for providing op-
crating funds for maintenance and use of the
Network, including user fees, industry support
and continued Federal investmer?;

(2) the future operation and evalution of the
Network;

(3) how commercial information scrvice
providers could be charged for access to the
Network and how Network users could be
charged for such commercial information

24

services;

{4} the technological feasibility of allown.g
commercial information service providers to
use the Network and other federally funded
research networks;

(5) how ta protect the copyrights of material
distributed over the Network;

(6) appropriate policies to cnsure the security
of resources available on the Network and to
protect the privacy of users of networks.”

These policy questions have evoked wide
intercst among current and potential users of
the NREN, as well as among orgamzations
associated with development of the net-work
and with the delivery of services on the
network. Assisted by financial support from
the Networking Division of the National
Science Foundation, the organizers of the
workshop undertook to develop an informed
commentary on the major issues contained in
the Congressional questions.

Participants in the workshop included
eighty-onc individuals representing orga-
nizations in higher education, the library
community, K-12, industry, foundations, and
network providers. Names and affiliations
are shown in Appendix B.

Major Issues

The workshop provided time for lively
discussion both in small groups and in plenary
sessions. A number of conclusions about major
issues were shared widely among the
participants:
¢ The High-Performance Computing Act and
the current Administration's High-
Performance Computing and Communications
program arc important first steps toward the
realization of a national network. The
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Congressional intent to “promote the more
rapid development of an information
infrastructure” should be met through wide
participation in the emerging NREN system.
* The NREN should be morc than a program
supporting high performance computing. It
has the potential to:

« facilitate development of the National

+ Information Infrastructure,

* provide tools for increasing the effec-
tiveness of research, education and
technology transfer at all levels, and

¢ demonstrale network applications and

technologies which can aid in ad-

dressing critical social needs.
* Somne members of Congress and others who
have been involved with the prior devel-
opment of research networks appear to as~
sume that the NREN will be a federal net-
work of dedicated physical links. In contrast,
the workshop participants see the NREN as
a national network program whose ad vanced
transmission requirements will be met by the
rapidly evolving commercial communications
infrastructure of the country.

* More emphasis should be placed on making
the NREN a truly national program which
includes strategic partners in higher
education, state government and industry.

Recommendations on Policy Questions

The specific Congressional questions serve
to test the commonality of visions of the
network, its services, its governance and
funding. The workshop discussion of the
questions reflected general agreement that:
* Historical models for the evolution of the
NREN such as the highway system,
telephone system, national electrical power
grid and the agricultural extension system all
contain elements which may be useful in
developing the NREN. However, workshop
participants believe that historical
precedent must be balanced with empirical
experience gained from actual network
implementation. The final shape of the
NREN, and its balance of public and private
activitics, will be unique. ’
*» Federal funds for the existing interim
NREN (principally NSFNET) have been
significantly leveraged by non-federal funds

21

provided through a variety of means such as
user fees, industry support, state and
university investment. However, the total
funding currently available falls far short of
the amount needed to realize the goal stated
in the Act of connecting research, education
and libraries at all levels in every state.

* NREN governance currently includes
Congressional oversight of an Administration
program involving multiple agencies as well
as coordinating and advisory committees.
While this structure may work for the
current federal program, it is not likely to be
sufficient for the development of the NREN
as a national program, since major investors
and stakeholders currently participate at
most in an advisory capacity.

® As the NREN and other large scale com-
puter networks continue to expand and gain
usc for a wide range of activities, both
institutional and individual, the Congress
must be sensitive to possible needs for revision
and strengthening of federal statutes,
regulations and policies covering security and
intellectual property (i.e. copyright)
protection.

* Charging for commercially provided ser-
vices is technologically feasible and can be
dealt with during NREN implementation.

Other Issues

Goals and expectations for the NREN
system are high, and there is a2 mismatch
between those expectations and the resources
of the communities which Congress included
in the scope of the network. in its
forthcoming review of NREN progress,
Congress can significantly contribute to the
development of a national consensus on the
future of the network. Among the possible
steps identified by workshop participants
are:

* Establishment of a National Commission
charged to develop, in collaboration with ail
involved constituencies, a detailed plan and
program for the NREN;

* Development of a more comprehensive
approach to the inclusion of ail federal
agencies in the NREN, as well as broadening
the role of the current agencies;

» Creation of a pubiic sector governing body

29
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ior the NREN, such as a federally chartered
non-profit corporation, which would serve to
mobilize and encrgize the public and private
partnerships which are essential to the
success of the overall national effort;

» Reaffirming and further defining the role of
the federal government in the development of
the NREN system;

s Coraplementing the NREN program with
support for Grand Applications, such as
medica) care, lifelong learning and
manufacturing, which would focus
Jevelopment efforts on areas of critical
na’ional importance.
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Consortium for School Networking

P.O.Box 65193
Washington, DC 20035-5193
2024666296 (87243185, fax)
cosn@bitnic.bitne:

Mav, 1992

MISSION STATEMENT FOR THE CONSORTIUM FOR SCHOOL
NETWORKEING (CoSN)

Tarougr (cmputer networiking, the Consorsum will help educators and students access
IOnmANI SN and Communicatons resources that will increase their productivity, professional
comnpetence, and opporturuties for learning and collaborative work.

The Censoraurn advocates the foillowing goals:

. The timely deployment of the national research and education network, so that educators
and studerts at any school can communicate with each other and access a wide variety of
irrormation and data

. The development and distribution of network-based information resources for schoots.
These resources should include exisang matenals produced with funding from federal and state
governments as well as novel materzals adapted to this new communications medium.

. The development of the human resources needed to make full and efficient use of
networks through staff development programs, educational materials and software.

Tre Consoraum for School Netwcrking is an institutional membership organization with
individuai atfilate members. There are three categories of members:

. Professional: Institutions and organizations from the public and private non-profit
sectors wath an interest in K-12 education are eligible for Professional membership. This includes.
but 1s not limuted to: all educanonal institutions, both public and private; libraries and museums;
regional. state and national departments of education and other governmental agencies;
educaton-related organizations such as research institutes; and telecommunications
organizauons and agencies.

. Business: Corporations, trade assodations and other organizations from the for-profit
sector with interests 1n K-12 education and networking are eligible to be business members.

. Individual affiliates: any individual interested in K-12 education not representing a

protessional or business member Organization may join the Consortium as an individual affiliate.

CoEN 15 incorporated 35 a not-for-profit organization in the District of Columbia. Application for
501 ()3} status has been made to the Internal Revenue Service.

Q

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by ERic:



Q

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by ERic:

Officers and Members of the Board of CoSN

Chair of the Board: .Connie Stout, Program Director, Texas Education Network
Vice-chair of the Board: Gwen Solomon, Director, The School of the Future, New York NY
Executive Director: John Clement, Director, EDUCOM K-12 Networking Project
Secretary-treasurer: Art St.George, University of New Mexico, Albuquerque

Members of the Board:

Robert D. Carlitz, Professor of Physics, University of Pittsburgh, Pittsburgh PA.

Woody Kerkeslager, Vice President - Government Affairs, AT&T, Basking Ridge NJ

Jim Luckett, Executive Director, NYSERNet, Syracuse NY

Jan Meizel, Network Manager ~ Teacher, Davis Senior High School, Davis CA

Frank Odasz, Director, Big Sky Telegraph, Western Montana College, Dillon MT

Paul Reese, Teacher, Ralph Bunche School, New York NY

Bill Schmid, Director, Florida Information Resource Network (FIRN), Tallahassee FL

Bob Tinker, Chief Science Officer, TERC, Cambridge MA

Gary Watts, Senior Director, National Center for Innovation (INCIN), National Education
Association (NEA), Washington DC




EDUCOM

Suite 600
1112 Sixteenth Stcost. NW

Washingaan, OC 20036

202 872-4200

February 16, 1993 FAX 202 8724318

Representative Rick Boucher
Chairman, Subcommittee on Science
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Chairman Boucher:

I am pleased to respond to your invitation for ad ditional recommendations
for improvement of the provisions of the High Performance Computing Act
(PL102-194) relating to the National Research and Education Network. As |
stated in my testimony before your subcommittee on February 2, EDUCOM's
view is that the federal effort to advance the technology and use of computer
networks for research and education has been a success, and our suggestions for
further refinement in the legislation should be viewed in that light.

Since 1988, when the basic elements of the NREN program - which became
part of the HPC Act - were first put in place, there has been a rapid evolution in
many areas of computer networking. The Internet has grown from a highly
limited and specialized federal agency research network to a worldwide
enterprise with well over a million connected computer systems and a
substantial amount of purely commercial use. As Mr. Tauke and Mr. Kay
indicated in their remarks to your subcommittee on February 2, Internet
technology is rapidly becoming the base upon which a national information
infrastructure may be developed. This is a highly desirable and serendipitous
result of the federal investment in NSFNET, which comprises a major portion of
the Internet.

However, this rapid evolution aiso requires an updating of the focus and
structure of federal networking legislation. The Congress is already addressing
this challenge in the work of yot:r Subcommittee, in bilis aiready introduced such
as S.4 and HR. 820, and in the deliberations of Chairman Markey's Telecommuni-
cations Subcommittee or. which you also serve.

It is too early to know with assurance the outcome of Congressional work in
this session on the NIT and the NREN, but for the purposes of my remarks on the
NREN, 1 distinguish it from the national information infrastructure at the level of
the physical telecommunications fadilities of the country. That is, the federal
NREN program should be viewed as highly related to but separate from the
information infrastructure programs which fall under the domain of federal
telecommunications policy.
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1 have several recommendations concerning the future of the NREN for your
consideration:
(1) NREN Goals. There is a danger that access to the NREN by educational
institutions may be hindered by premature termination of federal investment in
network connections and in the provision of connectivity among institutions.
Section 102 (b), Access, of the HPC Act provides a reasonable statement of
Congressional intent in this regard. However, no measures of progress in
achieving this access goal have been established. As you observed in your
remarks to the National NET'92 Conference last March, the "benefits of the
NREN should flow to the nation broadly and not to a narrow few.” EDUCOM
believes that a reasonable goal for access is to have a majority of the nation’s
educational institutions connected by 1995, and essentially all of them by the end
of the decade.
(2) NREN Applications. EDUCOM strongly endorses the new emphasis on
developing applications for the NREN which address pressing national
priorities. As I stated in my testimony, the proposed areas of health care,
manufacturing, lifelong learning and digital libraries are all excellent areas in
which federal investment now will reap large future benefits in both the public
and private sectors of the economy. I would make a point that echoes the
statements of other witnesses. It is essential that the process by which federal
funds are invested in this work be based on consortia and other forms of
partnership which effectively engage non-federal resources and organizations.
The federal Cooperative Agreement Act which has been used so successfully in
the NSFNET Partnership has not been used in other parts of the HPCC program
and deserves more attention outside NSF than it is receiving.
(3) NREN Management. In a time of national sacrifice to bring the federal deficit
under control, it is not desirable that costly new administrative structures be
created for the NREN. Sections 101 (a) and (b) of the HPC Act already provide
for reporting and advisory mechanisms. My belief is that the new Adminis-
tration could fulfill many of the management needs of the NREN by imple-
menting these provisions of the law. In doing so, they should be mindful of the
very widely expressed view among non-federal participants in the NREN that
the program needs to adjust its focus 5o that it is a truly national, as opposed to
federal, undertaking. In addition, there are other steps that can be taken within
existing statutes if future oversight by your subcommittee reveals a need for
further strengthening of management.

1 hope that you and the subcornmittee staff find these suggestions useful. 1
would be happy to arrange for further discussion at your convenience.

You ly, g
gl

R
Président
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Mr. BOUCHER. Thank you very much, Dr. Heterick.

Mr. Tauke.

Mr. TAUKE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. It is a real opportunity
and a great pleasure for me to be here before this Subcommittee
and have the chance to testify on important communications issues.

As I look at this leadership team of Boucher and Boehlert, I
know this Subcommittee will be a public policy powerhouse in this
Congress, and I think you are off to a good start by focusing on
communications issues.

I have submitted written testimony which details, perhaps more
than you want, some of our observations about NREN and the
HPC. But let me take a few moments here to first try to put some
of these comments in a bit broader context and then share a few
of the key thoughts with you on these two items that are of espe-
cially concern to the Subcommittee.

I think it is critically important, as you and the other Members
of Congress contemplate communications policy, that you under-
stand the need for a new communications policy in the Nation. The
technology and the marketplace that were the basis of the old pol-
icy have simply gone away. The technology has changed; the mar-
ketplace has been dramatically altered. So we need a new policy.

President Clinton and Vice President Gore in their campaign did
a wonderful job of educating the Nation about the need for a mod-
ern communications infrastructure. They talked, when they talked
of infrastructure, not just of roads and bridges but of information
highways. That understanding and their commitment to a commu-
nications infrastructure is a very good place to start in this policy
discussion.

It is true what they say, that the information infrastructure will
increase economic development in the Nation, will improve the
quality of our lives, give us better educational institutions, higher
quality/lower cost health care.

But the primary policy objective that we believe that you and the
other Members of Congress should have as you develop commu-
nications policy is universal access. Just as in the days of the 1934
Communications Act the thrust and goal of policy was universal
gervice, today as we enter a new information age, the concept of
universal access is the concept that should be the goal of policy. I
think that is a legitimate goal of government, ancf I believe it is
the right goal for public policy.

I think that a common vision of the information infrastructure
that has developed will flow from that policy. The vision must be
developed by government, the private sector, and key user groups.

In that context then, let’s talk a little bit about the National Re-
search and Education Network known as NREN. NREN is cer-
tainly part of that vision that we should have of communications
policy in an information infrastructure. It is a key element of the
infrastructure. But I think sometimes there are misunderstandings
about what NREN is or should be. Often it is compared with the
interstate highway systems, and in many ways that is correct; it
is a highway, if you will, that can bring the Nation together, that
offers economic benefits to the Nation, just s the interstate high-
way system did.

31
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But there are key differences that have a magjor impact on the
role of government and of public policy. First, communications net-
works are not fixed, stable structures. On the other hand, they are
structures that are very flexible and ever changing. The technolo

is cfia.mging rapidly, and so, therefore, the networks are constantly
evolving.

Secondly, interstate highways are different from the information
infrastructure because with interstate highways government was
really the only one that could build those highways, due to the
massive nature of the commitment that was needed, demand for
rights-of-way, and so on. So government was the only one thet
could build the highways, but, on the other hand, the application
or users of the highway were available from industry—cars, buses,
trucks, they were all there. The highway, that was built by govern-
ment, ilxlxllfrcved the usefulness of the users’ applications.

The information infrastructure is, in a sense, just reversed from
that. The industry out there is already building the highways and

robably is better suited to do so because of the nature of that in-
ormation highway, but the applications are not readily available.
Information. access for schools and hospitals simply doesnt exist
today. The applications that government needs to provide or help
provide will improve the usefulness of the evolvinfg network. That
is why we believe that as you focus on this area of policy, that you
should try to direct government investment on research, to re-
search, to user-friendly applications, and to training programs.

We believe that the purpose of government investment should be
to bring the benefits of information technology into the everyday
lives of Americans. We believe, therefore, it is appropriate for you
to subsidize certain users that are performing an important social
purpose, such as educators, or health care providers, libraries. I
think it is important, however, that you not build or operate, or
government should not build or operate, general communications
networks. And, of course, I could not let the opportunity pass with-
out observing that government should lift the legal and regulatory
barriers which inhibit the deployment of the infrastructure.

One final thought. As I, a non-tekkie, have tried to understand
the high-performance computing program and NREN, I am struck
by the uncertainty relating to policy. It is true that this is an evolu-
tionary process; the network is evolving, concepts surrounding it
are evolving. Nevertheless, there is a lot uncertainty about what
NREN is and what Congress intends it to be. There is uncertainty
about how it is supposed to work. There is a great deal of uncer-
tainty about the decision-making processes that affect the network,
and there certainly is uncertainty about what the proper role of the
Federal Communications Commission, among other agencies,
should be.

In my written testimony, I have attempted to offer some sugges-
tions agout how the policy can be developed and given a little more
clarity, perhaps reduce the uncertainty. This is very important
work that the Subcommittee is engaged in. If the proper public pol-
ic{ is adopted, we can realize the benefits envisioned by President
Clinton and Vice President Gore and you, Mr. Chairman, and
many other Members of this Subcommittee, and that vision is a
better life, a higher standard of living for all Americans.
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Thank you.
[The prepared statement of Mr, Tauke follows:]
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STATEMEKRT OF NON. TOM TAUKE
VICE PRESIDENT, GOVERNMENT AFFAIRS, NINEX CORPORATION
BEFORE TEE SCIENCE SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE
HOUSE SCIENCE, SPACE AND TECKNOLOGY COMMITIEE
¥ebruary 2, 1993

Mr. Chairman:

Thank you for the opportunity to testify before this

gubcommittee. My name iz Tom Tauke and I am Vice President,

Government Affairs for NYNEX Corporation. NYNEX is a Regional

Bell Operating Company (RBOC), and the NYNEX family of companies
includes New York Telephone and New England Telephone and
Telegraph Companies. New York and New England Telephone provide
voice and data eervices to some 12 million customers in the

northeast United States.

Mr. Chairman, you have been a leader in promoting public
policy which encourages the development of the nation's
telecommunications infrastructure. On behalf of my industry. and
the millions of customers that benefit from its services, I thank

you.
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It is critical that we develop a co-;m vision now of what
the national information infrastructure ehould be in three to five
years. This vision should be developed jointly by governmant,
private industry and the Xey user communities. The transition
steps necessary to move from today's telecommunications networks
to the vision of a national informationm infrastructure need to be
defined. These steps involve both technological and policy
transitions. By developing a state-of-the-art information
infrastructure. we will improve the quality of life, increase
educational opportunities, provide better health care, create jobs

and strengthen U.S. compstitivenese.

The nation's telecommunications infrastructure is made up
of many communications and information networks - some government,
some private - that generally are able to interconnect with each
other. This infrastructure is a valuable national x.uource:

developaent will enhance it.

In addition to the telecomsunications infrastructure, there
are information networks built by government, the computer
industry, and other private groups. In this mix of
telecommunications, computer and government networks, some were

developed jointly; some were eubsidized and some were not.

Establishing the proper policy framework to evolve from the
current mix of networks into a coherent framework ie eseential.

This policy framework should:

39
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Ensure that all Asericans have access to the benefits

of the information age by renewing the nation's

commitment to universal service:;

Eczourage competition by promoting the development of

interconnected public switched networks to all

providers of information;

Encourage innovation in both applications and

leading-edge technology:

Promote the development of user-friendly applications
which will meet specific social objectives - e.g.,

improved education and health care; and

Use limited government funds to leverage private
investment and achieve appropriate economic and

public policy objectives.

In developing these policies, NYNEX believes there are
things government ghould and ghould not do.

Government ghould:

1) _Encourage the continued devslopment of a modsrn
commynications infrastructure by taking full
advantage of private-sector capital and

communications expertise;
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2) Provide resources for the development and deployment
of new technologies and user-friendly applicatiens:

3) Provide funds to entities such as schools, research
institutions, libraries, and bealth care providers to
enadble thes to seet their commumication and
information needs and develop progzams which
enphasize the vast network applications available to

users;

&) Encourage collaboration among government, industry,

academia and key user groups;

5) Foster the development of standards to ensure

interconnectivity and efficiency; and

6) Take the lead in resolving issues related to
security, privacy and intellectual proparty.

Governmsent should not:

1) Build or operate commercial netvorks; or

2) Subsidize generzl usage of cossunications networks.




This testimony covers seven primary topics:

1) The development of a nmationsl vision;

2) A brief review of the developing comsunications and
data services offered by NINEX;

Desirable characteristics of s national information

infrastructure;

A policy framework for a national information

infrastructure;
Additional recommendations for legislationm;

Legal and regulatory impediments to the developaent

of the infrastructure; and

Response to subcommittee inquiries.

DEVELOPING A VISION

The support for a national information infrastructure and
the benefits it can provide to society is widespread. A
groundswell of activity is bringing together key stakeholdesrs.
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including K-college educators, universities, libraries, government

and service provider industries (for example, informatiom,
telecommunications, and computer) and organisations representing
these and other groups, such as EDUCOM. Thase key
cross-industry/cross-stakeholder groups are developing a consensus
vision of the future national informstion imfrastructure and the
policy and technological transition steps necessary to realise
that vision. We are actively participating in many of these key
efforts and fully support them. Such efforts will provide
cross-industry/cross-stakeholder advice to the federal government
in a constructive way that we believe will accelerate ths
development of a national information infrastructare.
Contributions of industry groups -—— for example, the Computer
Systems Folicy Project's (CSFP's) paper entitled *Perepectives on
the Nationzl Information Infrastructure" —— are helping the nation

understand the issues confronting it.

THE NYNEX NETVORK

It is important for the subcommittee to understand the
trangition that is now occurring within the communications
networks of ‘America and the investments that are being made
tovards this end by NINEX, local exchange carriers, and nther
communications companies. The industry is in the final stages of
deploying technologies which will provide the capabilities
required by our future information infrastructure. This

infrastructurs will provide accees to high-performance nstworks
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and services to those users in education, research institutions
and other sectors who require this high-end capability. Moreover,
the industry will deploy an infrastructure that provides general
access to future information highways for z1l segments of our
society, linking businesses, schools asd residences to an

increasingly valuable nationil resource.

The first step in this plan began over thirty years ago,
when digital technologies began replacing anaiog. The industry is
currently in the second 3ajor step, deploying fiber, and has
recently begun the third step, substastially upgrading the
intelligence in the network. Finally, the industry is curreatly
pursuing testbed technologies that will create new information

infrastructure opportunities. Each is described below.

A Img) . Digital Ine

Since the 19608, the Bell System and later the RBOCs have
been involved in an evolutionary proctess of transforming the
analog telephone netuork of the past into a digitail infrastructure
capable of supporting not only voice but information transport as
well. In the 60's ¢he industry began by digitizing the
transmission -facilities in major metropolitan-areas. By the 70's,
technology bad progressad to where the first digital switches were

introduced.

Q

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by ERic:




End-to-end digital connectivity is now an sckievable
reality and not just a vision. The first stage in this is _the
increasing availability of Integrated Servicecs Digital Network
(ISDN), which by the mid-$0's will be available to the majority of
the nation. This is an important capability which will link more
and more users to a growing information infrastructure. Even with
the limited penetration of ISDN to date, the availability of
end-to-end digitsl communication is significantly affecting the
way people communicate and exchange inmformaticm. Stimlated by
this environment. advances in video conferencing, multimedia
cosmunications. and infersation networking are being made possible
through access to this capability. These warly innovations are
helping to better define some of the capabilities required in the
high-perforaance networks, including technologies that exceed the

capabilities of ISDN.
B. Eibez Opti- Facilities

The decade of the 80's saw the introduction of broadband
fiber facilities into telephone Company networks using the digital
technologies. 1n the 30's access to this fiber highway is being
provided to the end user. Fiber alone however, would produce few
benefits without the advances that have occurred in switching

technologies.

41




The common view in the late 80's was that a public

broadband network would not be available for a decade or more.

But NYNEX will begin implementation of broadband switching

technology supporting public network services this year. We have
worked with key industry groups and with vendors to greatly
accelerate our planning for this technology. As importantly, for
the first time, we have worked closely with the computer industry
to ensure that our network plan fully meets the infrastructure
needs of this key industry segment. This has been done on a peer
basic, in different industry organizations, with contributions

from all interested parties.

NYNEX's planning contemplates extending the digital metwork
80 that it becomes a public broadband network. To quote Chairman
Boucher: "In building our superhighuvay we are also planning the
access roads and exit ramps which will carry such inforsation into
our hoaes.” It is the integration of key networks and
technologies which will provide the true value for the national
infrastructure. Looking beyond near-term nesds and planning for
the future, NYNEX ig engaged in experimentation and vendor
discussions which, in this decade, will result in extending the
high performance network to individual residences enabling
services guch as EDIV and advanced multimedia communications to be
offered to the home.
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The Intelligent NMetwork

The f£final element that wiil help integrate thase diverse
capabilities is the increasing intelligence that is being
introduced into the network. The Intelligemt Ketwork has, in
fact, become an industry buzsword, portending the significant
changes that are now beginning to occar. The Intelligent Network
will provide the link between communicationm capabilities and

computing capabilities. Simply, communications networks are

increasingly acting under control of computer architectures which,
in addition to eupporting the current functiomality of the
network, allow new services to be 1nttodu§od guickly on a global
basis. In addition, the technology will permit comtrol of
communication networks to be dirtected by other computing systems,
empouering owuners of those Systems to provide new services to

theaselves.

The first phase of the Intelligent Network is being
impiemented now in the context Of our existing digital networks.
Tor example, the technology permits new flexibility in how 800
nuabers are administered and used both by communication companies
and end users. -The Intelligent Network will, in the future,
facilitate the development of nev services and allow customers to

integrate their information technology into the public network.
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For the future NYNEX is working with organizations such as
Bellcore on more advanced models of the Intelligent Network. We
expect to deploy this mew generation of computing technology in
concert with our broadband technologies. iIn fact, such
capabilities are essential if the future vision of multimedia
communications and information infrastructure is to be fully

realized.

D. Eealthcare and Eduycational Applications

Advances in transmission and switching capabilities, video
phones. Bigh-Definition Television (HDIV), and computers are
forcing the convergence of what have been traditionally viewed as
ceparate and distinct services. An element of managing this
convergence is something NINEX has worked on with hoipitall in the
Boston area. Media Broadband Services (MBS) is a network-based
visual communication capability which permits real-time sharing of
images in support of collaborative work among geographically
dispersed locations. Four participants, Massachusetts General
Hospital, Children's Rospital, New England Medical Center and
Brigham and Women's Hospital are using MBS to transfer medical
images, link physicians,- view heart catheterizations and simulate
surgical activity. It has the ability for two or more parties to’
have a multi-media “conversation.” 3Since voice, pictures and data
have differing “information density,"” their signals need to be
synchronized and packaged for effsctive communications. NIYNEX has

developed prototype network services to ensure that people
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participating in sulti-media “conversations™ are looking at the

same images while they orally discuss them.

In education, the New York Network, NIYNET, is one of the
most technologically advanced networking efforts in the country.
It will link Cornell University, Syracuse University. the Huseum
of Science and Technology in Syracuse, and Rome 1abs (the research
center at Criffiths Air Force base) and also Columbia and
Polytechnic Universities with the KYNEX Science and Technology
Center Over the public telephone network for the purposes of
research and economic development. New York Telephone is
supplying the multi-media, fiber optic gigabit network. The
technology involved, Synchromous Optical Metwork Transmission
(SONET) switched over Asynchronous Transfer Node switches (ATH),
is the leading-edge network system. On this netwosrk, the entire

Encyclopedia Brittanica can be transaitted in one second.

As a f£inal example, NYNEX supports orz of five nationwide
testbeds evaluating tochnofo;iel and desigas for the proposed
MREN. NINEX is one of seven institutions participatisag in Project
Aurora, a project which will link MIT, the University of
Pennsylvania, Bellcore and IBYM in a high-speed experimental
netvork by mid *93.

Project Aurora is an excellent example of the value of
collaboration detween industry and government. Funding has been
made available through the Corporatiom for the Mational Research
Initiative (CMRI) umder the sponsorship of both Defense Advanced

45
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Research Project Agency (DARPA) and Mational Science Foundation
(NSF). This funding, however, is a emall part of the overall
cost. HNYNEX and the other RBOCs have directly funded both of the
participating uni;etliticl through Bellcore. In addition, NINEX
and é‘e other carriers involved (Bell Atlantic and MCI) have
contributed the broadband transmiseion facilities necessary for
the trial and Bellcore is contributing one of the experimental
switching technologies to be evaluated. When completed this year,
Project Aurora will become a key reescurce in the early steps
tovard National Research and Education Network (NMREN). .

What I have described is an evolution that has occurred
over decades representing investment in the many billions of
dollars and made poesible by many advances in both the
communications and co-éuter industries. The era is just beginning
in which the communications industry can finally integrate these
key technologies and reap the promise of the information
infrastructure we are dctcribin;.' The capabilities provided by
ISDN should be wide-epread by mid-decade. The all-digital network
vill become a reality. The broadband infrastructure in place is
permitting the first gigabit networks to be deployed this year.
Broadband access is available now and will be available to many
residences by the end of -the decade. Finally, the communications
industry is completing a fusion of communications and computing
technologies over the next eeveral years whicb will both increase .
the flexibility of the network as well as permit customers to

control network resources from computing resources they own. This

is the reality we are now implementing. NYKEX looks forward to
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the opportunity to partner with government. other industry
participants and key user groups in turaing the visica outlined

above into a national information infrastructure.

11I. DESIRABLE CHARACTERISTICS QF A NATTONAL INFORMATION
INFRASTRUCTIIRE

A national information infrastructure cam bring the
benefits of the information age to all segments of American
society, improving the quality of life and enhancing U.S.
competitiveness in an increasingly open global economy. The
potential benefits to society will not be fully realized if
national efforts are guided by a narrow vision focused on the need
for technology in support of high performance computing.
Thetefore, we support a broad view of the NREN pto;r;n which
stresses the need to develop nev networking technologies, as well
as services and applications that will serve the urgent societal
needs of a broad range of users and industries. Both goals are
shared by the Computer Systems Policy Project (CSPP) and by
legislation currently before the Congress. (Ssae, The Information
Infrastructure and Techmology Act (IITA), S. 2937, 102d Cong., 2d
Sess., Sec. 2(b) (1%92).)

Universal access was, appropriately, not an objective of
the NSFNET during the early period of technology development.
Bovever, it is a necessary feature of a natiomal infrastructure

that seeks to support hospitals, K-college education and other
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important gervices that are widely dispersed and lacking in
regsources. As Chairsan’Boucher stated in his speech at Net '92:
n...the benefits of this network should flow to the nation
broadly. and not just to a narrow few.' Uhiversal
interconnectivity is necessary to ensure that any individual or
jnstitution that is connected to a network service provider has
seamless access to all other individuals, organizations and
inforsmation sources in the same manner that a subscrider to a

local telephone company has access to all other subscribers.

Some existing applications, such as electronic mail, work
vell on today's networks. They are not more widely used, however,
because many potential users are unaware of their existencs.

Other potential users find the interface difficult to understand.
Many other existing applications that work well on today‘'s
networks Can meet many of the needs of users in the K-college,
library and other user communities, but they are not widely used
for similar rcasons. The development of spplications that: (i)
have mass appeal, (ii) have user-friendly interfaces that allow
for simple and inexpensive access, and (iii) use the sexisting
infrastructure is therefore an integral part of the broad vision.
This is consistent with IITA., Section & (Applications for
Education) and IITA, Section 7 (Applications for Libraries). Once
the mass market is created, we would expect market forces to be

the major driver of new applications.

The development of new network technologies and leading
edge applications in support of high performance co.putiﬁ; and
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multimedia communication is also an integral part of the emerging
infrastructure; these developments lay the foundation for future
services that will be more widely demanded. This goal is stated
in the IITA, Section 3.

A_POLICY FRAMEWORK FOR A NATIONAL INFORMATION INFRASTRUCTURE

It is important that the overall national

telecommunications infrastructure be developed with technically

compatible systems based on the best technologies, standards and
services produced by the computer, comsunications and academic
communities. The use of ATM and/or SOMET in all the gigabit
testbeds suggests that the process of technological harmonization
at the technical level has already begun. However, a similar
harmonization of regulatory approaches with commercial needs has
not taken place. If these regulatory issues are not addressed
soon. there is a danger that NYNEX and other LECs will not be able
to contribute effectively to the infrastructure, despite the best

intentions of all participants.
Structure
To address the diverse needs of providers and users of the

information infragtructure. we propose a system comprised of

separate Expe;i-cntal Networks and Production Net:rorks.
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Experimental Ketworks should consist of:

1) Government supported testbeds for leading edge
networking technology and applications requiring such
technology, for example, the Gigabit Testbeds; and

2) A high performance national testbed, e.g.,
interconnecting the four or five major Supercomputer

research sites.

Experimental Networks supported by the government should be used
only:

1) To carry traffic directly related to the experimsental

goals of these networks; and

2) By those researchers who need to perform applications
that require the advanced -technological capabilities
of these networks. and which cannot be performed on
Production Networks.

These Experimental Networks will -be developed by partnerships
among government, private industry and target user communities.
These partnerships, which can build upon the long and successful
collaboration between industry, academia and government, can
leverage the government's limited resources to maximize social

return.

o ()
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commercially available communications networks. Production

Ketworks would:

1

2)

3

4)

The government, private sector and key user communities

should jointly implement transition steps to achieve this target

structure.

In “Techmology: The Engire of Economic Growth,"
(September, 1992) President Clinton statas that ... tha

governnent can serve as a catalyst for the private gector

Production Networks should consist of present and future

Be built, managed and operatsd by multiple providers

from the private sector;

Provide a vcbicle for technology transfer from their

experizental counterparts;

Offer commercial networking cablbliticl to the

business and residential populatiomn; and
Serve all users, including the Research and Education

Community, for those lyplicntionl.thnt cin be

supported by commercially availadle network services.

Goverpmental Funding For Maticnal Information
Infrastructure

31
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development of an advanced national comsunications network....™

In this role, the government should fuynd the following activities:

1) Research into applications and services that will
provide for the urgent needs of the broad range of
users in K-college education, health care and
industries critical for U.S. competitiveness;

2) Research into user-friendly access and use of the
petworks as well as training programs to promote

broad utilization by all members of society;

3) Direct subsidies to appropriate end-users — such as
research facilities, schools, health care facilities
and libraries — to support their accessz to and use

of Production Networks: and,

&) Technical development of the Experimental Networks,
including continued support of the reseazch and

education community's contributions to this effort.

These funds should be in the form of gramts and should not
result in government owmership or operatiom. ‘The
. telecommunications community has provided substantial resources to

these joint efforts., helping the government to leversge its funds

effectively.
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c. Rationale for the Experimental and Production Metwork
Components

The creation of two coapconent networks will serve end users
by promoting network stability. Experimental Networks that are
used as testbeds for new technologies will use unproven
functionalities, resulting in a level of reliability that is -
unacceptable to those users who see the network as an integral
part of their daily business activities. The partnerships which
fora the basis for Experimental Networks will permit the
government to leverage its limited rcsources to obtain the
greatest social return. Similarly, the transfer of technology
from the Experimental Networks to che Productioz Networks will

stimulate investment by the private sector.

The two-component structure also provides a framewozk
within whick the Research and Education Community can continue to
be supported while ensuring all network service providers s fair,
competitive market. Government funds should not selectively
advantage some providers and create a disincentive for others to
enter the market. Thus, the separation between Production and
Experimental Networks would promote stability, effectively use
liaited governaent resources, proamote fair competition, and

provide incentives for private investment.
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V. ADDITIONAL RECOMMENDATIONS FOR LECISLATION

As indicated earlier, we concur with the stated purpose of
1ITA, that technology developed through the Eigh Fezformance
computing erogram should also apply widely in X-12 education,
libraries, health care and industry. W%e offer several additional

specific suggestions for future legislation of this nature:

A. Procesg for Developing Policy

To date, the process by which the U.S. has pianned for the
deveiopaent of the information and telecoamunications
infrastructure hag worked well. With the passage of the High
Perforsance Computing Act of 1991 and its creation of the NREN,
however, there should and will be li;niticant-chan;ol in the way

in vhich the infrastructure will develop.

We need a more formpl, open pruocezs uvhereby private
indugtry and key user groups. working together with the
appropriate government agencies, can develop coherent golicies for
the development of the communications infrastiucture. As the
concept of a netional information network broadens beyond the
initial rescarch-baged NRIN, we mur: determine how this activity
intersects with the responsibilities of the Federal Communications
Commission (FCC).
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Inframtructure

As technology developed on the Experimental Ketworks
becomas suitable for deployaant in Production Networks, we
encourage the governsent to facilitate technology transfer with
tax and regulatory incentives. Examples of such incentives may
include favoradle depreciation treatment of investament in the

infrastructure. and the temporiry suspension of some regulatiocns

in geographic areas where trizls can be conducted.

Standards

The legislatiom should encourage FCC participation in »
forum in wvhich private induatry and appropriste govarmment
agencies can adopt techmnicsl standards focused on

intercornectivity between the networks.

LIGISLATIVE, LEGAL AND REGULATCRY IMPELTMENTS TO THX
REVELOPHENT QY INE INFRASTRUCTURE

As described sbove, there are many ways government and
private industry can work together to provide a modern
inmfrastructure for the American public--ae iafrastracture ready to
deliver a wide range o2 applications to Aacricans to improve the
quality of life im our cowntry. The techmological capabilities
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are constantly improving and the public is beginning to understand

the wide range of applications that may someday be available to
them in the information age. But as we move toward this vision,
there are many outdated laws and regulations tbat are slowing the
process and harming America's international competitive poeition

in communications.

Where the telecommunications and cable industries developed
under regulation. the computer industry devaloped as a competitive
industry. As the technologies converge, it is time to review
these outdated rules to determine 2 framework that allows the U.S.

to optimize its technological capacity.

One example of a barrier which affects the inirantructute
is the Modification of Final Judgment (MFJ).l In the example
of NREN deployment, the restricticn on the RBOCs, which generally
prohidbits communications from ome Local Access Transport Area
(LATA) to another, puts RBOCs at a disadvantage when competing to
provide network or inforsation services. This disadvantage

directly impedes technological innovation.

In additior to the MFJ, restrictions on telephone

companies' ability to participate in the provision of cable
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television services reduces the incentives for investment. At

Net'92, Chairman Boucher stated: *The time has come when we have
to give the telephone industry l‘flit opportunity to compete and
to offer cable services.” This issue, and outdated regulatory
requiresents for pricing, depreciation and other critical areas
should be reviewed and modified to emcourage the deployment of the

best possible infrastructure.

RESPONSE TO SOUBCOMMITIEE INQUIRY .

Finally, I would like to turn to the two specific purposes
of this hearing, point to the sections of this testimony which
bear most heavily on those purposes, and make specific

recoamendations.

The first purpose of the hearing is to reviev the progress
on planning and implementing the federal High Performance
Computing (EPC) program, in particular, assessing the development
to date of the NREN in light of the goals and characterisitics of
the NREN specified in the authorizing statute, and commenting
whether the forthcoming NSF solicitation for operation and
management of the NSENet will be positive a step toward achieving
the NREN goals.

The Nigh Performance Computing Act of 1991 (NPC Act),
PL 102-194, Section 102(c)(3). states that the Network shall "be
designed, developed and operated in a manner which fosters and
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saintains competition and private sector investment in high-speed

data networking within the telecommunications industry.™ Although
government funds have been greatly leveraged and this needs to
continue, this stated goal simply cannot happen effectively or
efficiently under the curreat structure of government funding and
subsidization. To achieve this goal, we urge the committee to
adopt the recommendations described in Sections III through V of

this testimony.

Our view of the forthcoming NST solicitatiom, based on a
presentation by Steve Wolff at the December 17, 1992, Federal
Netuorking Council Advisory Committee (FNCAC) meeting, is very
positive. The NSF has given consideration to the comments
prbvided by sany parties and made substantive changes based on
those comments. We believe it is the intent of the NSF to support
the developaent and implementation of policy routing on the
netvork vhich provides a mechanism for the Framework for a
Naticonal Information Iafrastructure as outlined in Section IV of
this testimony and thus facilitates the attainment of the MREN
goal guoted in the previous paragraph. We urge the NSF to proceed
as swiftly as possible to complete the development and
implementation of policy routing.

The second purpose of the hearing is to obtain
recommendations for legislation to expand the HPC Act and co-ont.

on the structure and contents of the IXITA introduced in 1%992.
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The IITA expands the scope of applications and the reach of

the HPC Act. We support the expanded scope of applications and
the expanded vision to reach all Americans. To make this work,
howeves, requires -Bto than funding specific application sreas. A
vision of a national information infrastructure needs to be
developed and included in the legislation. A method for
developing such 8 vision is outlined in Section I of this
testimony. Similarly, a process for developing policy is needed
as outlined in Section V.A. of this testimony. The legislation
should also include characteristics of a national information
infrastructure. a framework for the inf;lltructnto and specify
government funding principles. To accomplish this, we urge the
committee to include the contents of Sections III, IV and V of
this testimony in the legislation. This will mest President
Clinton's goal for the government to serve as a catalyst for the
private sector development of advanced co-unicntion; networks and
will result in an economically sustainable national information

infrastructure.

The IITA calls upon the NSF to fund projects to connect
prisary and secondary schools to the NSFNet. We wholeheartedly
agree that the government shouid support programs to connect
schools tc a national backbone(s) but not to the new
supercosputer-interconnecting NSFNet backbone. Instead, the
schools should be connected to Production Networks, and subsidies
for access to and use of these networks by the schools could be
provided by the government. Again, Sections III, 1V and V of this
testimony describe a fair mechanism for accomplishing this. The
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mechanism degcribed in those sections should be included in the
legislation. After a transition period, the current NSFNet, which
was built with major investments by the private sector and some
subgidization from the government, could potentially become one of
the commercial national backbones that would compete for the ([
traffic generated by the schools. Several commercial national
backbones exist now and others will likely bs built. The

legislation should require that they all interconnect. .
VIII. CONCLUSION

NINEX is encouraged by this subcommittee's interest in our
nation's information infrastructure, as demonstrated by this
hearing. We want to contribute to that vision as much as
technology and our cxpertilé permits. A public policy framework
that clearly delineates government's role and the commercial role
will ensure that the information infrastructure reaches its full
potential--including better education for all children, better
health care services, job creation and strengthened U.S.
competitiveness. The government should strive for a regulatory
framevork that promotes fair competition, encourages innovation
and allows for effective involvement among all participants and
industries. But in order to reach its potential, the information
age infrastructure planning needs to allow all participants,
including te;ephonc companies, to contribute all their abilities
towvard hqildin; the foundation of our future telecommunications

infrastructure: the information highways of the future.
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Mr. BOUCHER. Thank you, Mr. Tauke.

Dr. Klingenstein, we will be pleased to hear from you.

Dr. KLINGENSTEIN. Chairman Boucher, distinguished Members of
the Subcommittee, thank you for the opportunity to speak. m

Few initiatives hold the potential of the NREN to affect the eco-
nomic, educational, and social goals of the United States. To pro-
vide some brief context, I am the director of computing and net-
work services at the University of Colorado at Boulder. I also serve
as the chair of a steering committee for both a state network and
a multi-state regional network. In addition, I am on the Federal
Networking Council Advisory Committee; I have been on the board
of directors of FARNET—the Federation of American Research
Networks-—since 1989; and, lastly, I am the principal investigator
on a project to systematically integrate networking into the edu-
cational and operational activities of the Boulder Valley School Dis-
trict.

Networking—in particular, NSFNET—has been a remarkable
success. There has been dramatic growth in usage, broad participa-
tion, full interoperability, and vibrant growth in new applications
and uses. It has been a success because of federal investment at
key junctures; because of the tremendous leverage of that federal
investment at state, regional, and local levels; because of the com-
passion and commitment of many individuals, including those of
the FARNET community.

We have been market makers; developing partnerships with the
private sector; encouraging schools, museums, and libraries; help-
ing local government and economic development agencies to use the
capabilities of the network. The midlevels have been important
agents of change, ensuring that the public sector is served. It has
been a success despite the limitations and confusions of acceptable
use, despite limited cooperation among federal agencies, and de-
spite the multiple, often orthogonal visions of the NREN.

We are now at a crossroads. The NSF solicitation and the archi-
tecture it represents deserve careful scrutiny. It represents a nar-
rowing of the broader vision. The solicitation itself is clearly im-
proved over earlier versions and the concept of NAP's is appro-
priate. The solicitation, however, perpetuates acceptable use poli-
cies at least on the very high speed backbone. That policy remains
a difficult and disturbing problem to administer. Most importantly,
the new architecture requires a well planned transition involving
users and providers in order to maintain stability.

Regarding the next stage, Congress needs to articulate the public
sector needs. In particular, it must ensure that there are no bar-
riers to the creation and dissemination of information. Congress
must distinguish the HPC from the NII. High performance comput-
ing, while important, is not the key to a high performance country.
The key to our future success as a society will be a ubiquitous, well
engineered information infrastructure that permits our people to be
effective workers and informed citizens.

We need a second wave of federal investment in new areas—K-
12, libraries, economic development—again, to create the tre-
mendous leverage that we have seen before. To this list, I would
add services to rural areas. No other technology has the potential
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to reduce the isolation and improve both the economic and social
well-being of rural America.

Community networking for civic affairs, consumer education, and
economic development is also an area of great promise. Congress
should carefully monitor these investments to ensure that the pro-
grams do not become entitlement programs for federal agencies.

I thank you for this opportunity.

[The prepared statement of Dr. Klingenstein follows:]
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Chairman Boucher, Distinguished Members of the Committee, thank you for <h:
opportunity to perticipate in the review of plans for the )NREN and the Nation:]
Information Infrastructure (N1} Few initiatives hold the potential of th2

NREN/NII to af:ect the economic, educational and social goals of the Unite:l
States.

To srovide conter t for my views, [ would like to identify some of my networking
roies. | am the Director of Computing and Network Services at the University of
Colorado, Boulder. The university is a major research institution that makes
intensive use today of the Internet and will need a vibrant NREN tomorrow ir
order to meet its cesearch and educational missions. I also serve as chair of the
Colorado Supernet Technical Advisory Committee and chair of the Westnei
Steering Commi-tee. Supernet is the official Colorado state netwotk and
provides networl: services to educational and commercial sectors, as well as
offering access Cirectly to citizens. Westnet is a regional network serving
Atizona, Colorado, Idaho, New Mexico, Utah, and Wyoming.

In addition, . am on the Federal Networking Council Advisory Committee,
whch is charterecd to provide counsel to the Federal Networking Council. [have
been an active participant of FARNET, the Federation of American Research
Networks, since ‘ts inception, and have been on the Board of Directors since
1983, Lastly, I am a principal investigator on a project to systematically integrate
netw~orking in the educational and operational activities of the Boulder Valley
School District.

FARNET is an asc.ociation of midlevel networks and other organizations such as
telecommunicaticns companies that are interested in national networking. The
35 members repr2sent diverse interests but are united by their suppott of the
mission of FARNET, which is to promote research and educational activities
through the use of computer networking. In this document and oral testimony. 1
wil attempt to distinguish those views which I believe to be widely held by the
FARNET membership from those that are my own.

My testimony adcresses three basic areas:

1. Assesamient of the progress of the NREN program (o date.

II. Comm:nts on the proposed reconstitution of NSENET as recently
outlined by NSF.

1I1. Recommendations on areas for additional legislation as part of the
Information Infrastructure and Technology Act.
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L .Assessment of the progress of the NREN program to date.

There are several important observations to be made about the progress of
the NREN program -0 date. Most FARNET members would concur that:

a) The NSENET program is one o the most remarkable success stories ol
our time. The exponential growth in users and usage has been accompanied by
the development of new tools and applications. However, that success - ir
infrastructure, ir enhanced educational and research opportunities, in new
public-private partnerships, in improved national competitiveness in high
technology ~ has not been without some difficulty. Both the technologies and
the policies of the Internet are now facing significant stresses, and an important
critzrion for the next two years should be to promote remedies for the problems
of success.

b.) The leverage of federal dollars in the NSENET program has been quite
unusual. Tn Wes'net, a survey of members revealed that each dollar of federal
networking fund; has precipitated non-federal expenditures of thirty times as
much. Few events are as catalytic as the prospect of an Internet connection
showing up at an institutional doorstep. Within the midlevel networks surveyed
by FARNET, approximately 40% receive less than 10% of their funding from
N5, and 56% receive less than 20%. The remainder (and the majority) of theit
operating costs come from user fees, state funds, and private foundations. We
should recognize the impact of this effect and continue to employ mechanisms
tha : extend the consequence of federal investment.

¢.) The vision of the HPC program, and hence of the constituencies to be
served, is not well defined. There is a fundamental difference betweer
sophisticated hign-performance computing goals and the more pedestrian but
equally critical goal of creating a high-performance community, which uses
networking broadly for effective economic and societal enterprises.

d.} There aas been limited cooperation among the federal agencies. The
agencies do not seem to share a common vision of the NREN, nor do they agrec
on their roles in federal networking. As a result, there has been a lack of
integrated access engineering; the agencies have individually funded programs
without building on each other's successes; and there are significant gaps ir
responsibilities that reduce the effectiveness of the program overail. Having said
thie, T will add that, given the very loose coordination mandated in PL 102-194.
what has been achieved s not insignificant. Looking ahead, it will be important
to zddress the management and coordination chailenges of creating the Nationa.
Information Infrastructure (NII) early and forcefully.

In addition, the planning process, seen from the vantage point of the

network provide: or the FNCAC member, has appeared unduly hesitant anc
. isolated. The FNC was slow to utilize their advisory mechanisms, although thert
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now 3rems to be a more serious effort by the agencies to consult with the usel
base. it should be noted that the NSF has consistently sought input from ta

corimunities affected by its plans (including FARNET members, the library
cormmunity, and others), although lead times have often been short.

<.} The tasks assigned to NSF have been difficult and generally no
accympanied by sufficient resources and authority. In both the networking anc
educaton directorates, NSF has been weli-intentioned and achieved good resu:ts
despite a comple» environment.

%) There is Lttle interaction between the NREN activities and the othe:
three program ateas in HPC. We have no idea what progress has been made ir
the developmeni of advanced software technologies and algorithms, or basic
rescarch and education, for example. Since the NREN component is the smalies:

of the four, and since all four are supposed to harmonize, this seems to us tobe ¢
failure of the planning process.

II. Comntents on the proposed reconstitution of NSFNET as recently
ouilined by NSF.

NSF presented a draft solicitation on the recompetition of the NSFNET
backbone to the NSENET community in mid-1992. A significantly revised
version of that solicitation was presented in outline form to the FARNET
community on January 21 of this year.

a.) In general, and without having seen a final soiicitation, we endorse the
plans of the NSF to move to a NAP-based network architecture. FARNE]
recommencded a number of changes to the original solicitation, and its member:
appreciate the intent of NSF to improve its proposal. However, we are
concerned that there is no holistic federal view of the NREN/NII of the future.
The current NSFNET system is a complex and largely successful mixture of
public and private service providers (including telephone companies), state,
regional and national networking organizations, strong local networking
infrastructures at the institutional level, and federaily-supported backbone
networks at the national level. It works because federal leadership and relatively
modest federal investment have stimulated tremendous commitments of
resources (human and material) at other levels.

Large changes in the existing network architecture may cause
perturbations in the business, legal, and human relationships that sustain the
NSENET. Specific concerns of FARNET members include: the need for stability,
the ongoing need to broaden usage in the research and education communities
through a vigorous program supporting new connections, improved applicatior
technologies, and additional bandwidth when required for new scientific
projects. In part.cular we recognize and endocse the need for change but are
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cor cesred that the new architecture and new vendors not disrupt or undo the
existing level of services to the user community. We urge that trans tio

plann g be addressed immediately ard with input from users and servic
previcars,

9.) The Acceptable Use Policy (AUP) has been a particularly vexing aspec
of he current networking environment, with considerable confusion over it
interpretation ard a corresponding handicap to growth. While the revisec
sol citation appears to resolve the AUP issue for the current networking
entirorument, it will create a similar, equally destructive, situation for the vBN'S
A troadly accessible facility would create a richer and miore valuable intellectua
corimunity, in which goverment, academia and industry can share. If it i:
necessary to hav2 restrictions on use for the vBNS, it is essential that a more
functional definition be proposed and effective mechanisms be established t¢
resolve the cases that will arise.

¢.) Certainly the high-speed vBNS will support the goal of the NREN
prcgram to move toward a gigabit network for scientific and research use, and
the proposed NAP scheme should encourage and normalize participation o
copunercial vend >rs in NREN. However, the typical supercomputer user is no!
located at a supercomputer center, but on the campus of a university or researct
laboratory, and aigh-speed access must be extended, when needed, to the
scientist's desktep. NSF may not be adequately prepared, logistically o
&nancially, to handle these needs within its current programs.

d.} It is encouraging to see that the revised solicitation recognizes the
essential role that midlevel networks perform in the overall NREN structure.
Mid-level networks are a product of the fusion of local funds 2and energy,
res-2ting in highly leveraged purchase of services and equipment from the
private sector.

States and -egions contribute seed capital (for example, the North Carolinz
state governmeni provided over six million dollars to capitalize CONCERT -
their state network) and ongoing operating dollars to foster economic
development and the public good. The operational staff of many midlevels are
moivated by the opportunity to serve their communities and are augmented by
scoes of volunteers; as a result, midlevels can offer exceptionally cost-effective
services to their users. This combination of energy and seed capital means that
large fractions of the operating budgets of the midlevels are used for the
acquisition of ne¢tworking services from the private sector. In the case of
Westnet, for exaniple, almost fifty percent of our yearly operating budget is fot
the direct purchase of circuits from the telecommunications Industry, and
ancther twenty purcent Is used to purchase commercial networking equipment.

e.) NSF, and other agencies, can do far more to utilize the midlevels tc
fosier public sector interests, This is especially critical to FARNET members,
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alnios: all of whom support programs with significant social benehts. Midlevel:
arc market-makers, reaching out to new communities to foster broad access
creating local partrerships (with businass, state agencies, libraries, etc.) tha
resyond to local needs, and targeting constituencies that often have no othe:
chempions. State networks in Ohio and Cclorado have launched programs tc
extnd library access; regionals in the west have focused on rural medical zare
access to agricullural information, and economic development; more than 7
percent of all micllevels are working closely with schools and school districts tc
extznd the benefits of networking to the critical arena of K-12 education. Oxc
little-noted additional consequence of midievels is that they serve as the training
ground for studeats and staff who will fill urmet needs in private corporation:
requiring networking expertise. If midlevels are to continue as agents of change

it i= important for NSF, and other agencies, to set forth programs to support these
activities.

lII Recommer.dations on areas for additional legislation as part o)
the Information Infrastructure and Technology Act.

In consideing the next stages in the development of the NREN and the
N1l the following cbservations may be helpful:

a.) The federal government has an important leadership role to play ir
articuiating the public sector needs for “national data highways" and a nationai
information infrastructure, and establishing requirements to meet those needs
Those public seclor interests, which many FARNET members are pursuing ir
the.r states and regions, include equitable access Opportunities with a range of
service levels available, reasonable access costs with pricing structures that dc
not discourage creation or dissemination of information, insuring that key pieces
of the information envitonment (e.g. iibraries and government information) are
freely available, bringing target communities which might otherwise become
"intormati sn have-nots” into the NII supporting the development of improved
network technolcgies, fostering state networks, and educating local regulatory
agencies. New legisiation shiould spell out these goals and require conformarce,

b.) The relationship between the NiI and the HPC ic not clear. Higt
Performance Computing, while important, is not the key to a high-performance.
country. The key to our future success as a society will be a ubiquitous, well.
engineered infonnation infrastructure that permits our people to be effective
wokers and informed citizens.

¢} Put bluatly, the new NII legislation should not become an entitlements
program for federal agencies. Congress should insure, through. the language of
the legislation anc| the management structures it creates, that NII funds reach the
constituencies who will develop, use and benefit from the new technologies.
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4., Early lxsons trom an NSF-sponsored pilot p. oject in K-12 networking
v the Boulder Veliey School District, for which [ amn Principal Investigator, aave
treen structive and surprising. [t appears that the impact of providing netsworl
access May be «ven more important for K-12 than it has been for highe
education.  Equil access to information technology at school seems ts ¢
syrergistic with other equal opportunity goals of our society. In addition, tac
levorage of inves ment is truly impressive ~ a network connection can catalyze
spending within the school ot an order of magnitude more funds to enhance
everali computing and information capabilities.

However, .1 great investment of funds will be needed at the local level, ir
emvironments alrzady fiscally constrained. To motivate this local funding, we
need betier tools and strategies for the assessment of results, and we need tc
ad¢ ress the disseinination of our experiences to schools throughout the nation.

¢.) Regarding areas for alternative or additional applications areas, .
strungly feel that networks will have particular consequernce to rural areas. Nc¢
othar technology has the potential to reduce the isolation and improve both the
economic and social well-being of rural America. From support of rural
medicine to access to weather and farm data, from international marketing for
locul products to bringing the world into a one-room schoolhouse, the network is
a singular too} in his sector.

Community networking for civic affairs, consumer education, and
economic development is also an area of great promise. “Freenets” and bulletir
boards, despite their generally limited functionality, can offer very useful service
Incontives would be welcome that encourage communities to strategically invesi
in community retworks.

1 thank you Orce again for the opportunity to present my experience, and
FARNET', before you
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Mr. BOUCHER. Thank you very much.

Mr. Kapor.

Mr. KaPOR. Thank you, Chairman Boucher, members of the sub-
committee.

I'm the chairman of the board of the Electronic Frontier Founda-
tion—that’s EFF. We are a non-profit, public interest organization
with the public policy mission to ensure that the new electronic
hiihways which are emerging from the convergence of telephone,
cable, broadcast, and other communications technologies enhance
free speech and privacy rights and are open and accessible to all
segments of society.

or those of you who do not know me, I am also the principal
designer of the Lotus 1-2-3 spreadsheet Cprogram and was the
founder and CEO of Lotus Development Corporation and served
there between 1982 and 1986. .

It is very challenging to try to be responsive to the broad agenda
i/ou have set in five minutes, and I am going to do my utmost. If

engage in a somewhat telegraphic style, I hope you will forgive
me and feel free to pursue that.

A great deal of the basic network technology which we see in the
Internet and in the NSFNET backbone has achieved a sufficient
degree of success, robustness, and development that we are in the
midst of a full-fledged transition to private sector providing basic
Internet connectivi%as it is structured today. That is a remark-
able achievement. The NSF has shown a great deal of leadership.
in this, and they are to be congratulated. You have very correctly
raised the set of questions: What next with NREN? and I want to
address those questions.

But, as you have heard from the last two speakers—it's funny,
we did not prepare our testimony in parallel, but I tco, want to
draw your attention to the relationship of the NREN to the emerg-
ing national information infrastructure. And say that, while there
is a relationship, the two are not the same and that the sorting out
of private and public sector roles in the national information struc-
ture is a very, very important and broad task.

One thing that I would say as a useful metaphor is that the
NREN can and should serve as a test bed for network technologies
and applications that will serve many different communities.—re-
search, education, etc. In particular, it will provide us many lessons
which we will apply in the full national infgrmation infrastructure.

We do hear a great deal of discussion in terms of the NII about
electronic superhighways, and I think while that it is a useful met-
aphor, it offers incomplete guidance for policy-makers to apply in
the context of the EN and beyond. addition to the super-
highways, as you yourself have suggested, Mr. Chairman, we can’t
forget, in continuing the transportation metaphor, the on ramps,
the country roads, the two-lane avenues, and the side streets. All
of those are, and will be, part of the national information infra-
structure. I would suggest that there is a large issue in how we
make the last mile, the on ramps of the NII, how we make that
digital, and would suggest, following a comment from Mr. Boehlert,
that in this pre-fiber era, there is a lot to be done in leveraging the
existing private sector investments in copper and coaxial cable in
providing a digital last-mile access to the NREN and the national
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information infrastructure as we move towards full fiber network
eventually.

Let me now be specific and turn to the NREN itself and try to
be responsive to some specific means and methods of achieving the
g(;:ls of the NREN. There are three that I want to talk about. The

t is to broaden access by subsidizing users who need network
access but cannot afford it, such as primary and secondary schools
and public libraries. To support research mto the development of
applications that achieve the goals outlined in the HPCC Act and
to make the networks easier to use. And third is to support re-
search in leading-edge, precompetitive network technologies,
gigabit networks, bearing in mind that there is a very sharp dis-
tinction to be made between today’s production networks, that the
millions of people who are using the Internet today are involved
with, and the next generation of gigabit networks.

Increasing access to network resources, that is the first goal. It
has been said before—and I want to echo my agreement—that
there are a great many institutions—private and secondary schools
and public libraries—that are still unserved. We think it would be
appropriate to subsidize and provide grants and funding for these
institutions to purchase network services from commercially avail-
able providers.

It is interesting how rapidly the technology is developing. When
the draft solicitation came out from the NSF, there was some dis-
cussion of wanting to get 155-megabit-per-second backbone. Well,
such a backbone is now commercially available from Sprint, and
services can be purchased without a cooperative agreement. In fact,
there is another emerging network from Metropolitan Fiber Sys-
tems that offers performance, which is equal to or better than the
existing NSFNET and is commercially available and less expensive.

The thrust of my comments goes to say: Don’t fund the creation
of a new production backbone; instead, take the money and fund
end users in the research and education community who are not
currently connected to the network.

Also, we like the idea of network access points, or NAP’s, as the
kind of train stations or airgorts or seaports. These critical inter-
connection points for the web of networks, some government, some
private, will constitute the NREN. NSF is to be commended for de-
signing a scheme which will allow multiple competing network pro-
viders to interconnect their separate networks into one inter-
connected network of networks.

There are issues about the operation and governance of the net-
work access points which I do not believe the NSF has yet ad-
dressed in a written statement. One attractive model that I would
put on the table would be that of an open consortium made up of
all network providers who seek to offer NREN services. These
would include regional networks, commercial Internet providers,
and Government agencies as equal members, who would set the
terms of NAP operation at share costs. Government would still,
however, have an important role in monitoring the fairness of
terms of access set for these NAP's.

I want to address very quickly the issue of acceptable use poli-
cies. Chairman Boucher deserves special recognition for his leader-
ship in House Resolution 5344, often referred to as the AUP bill,
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passed into law as part of the NASA Authorization Act for fiscal
year 1993. The bill opened the door for the relaxation and elimi-
nation of restrictive acceptable use policies. We think it would be
appropriate for the Committee to ask the NSF what its plans are
for moving forward and completing that process which you started.

In the area of applications, let me just say we absolutely support
the notion of government investment to support the development of
innovative new applications. Let us make sure that some of those
ap%]ications involve the direct delivery of services to individuals, as
well as delivery of services to institutions, and we would suggest
that legislation requiring specific reporting on the types of applica-
tions actually developed and the number of users served would be
very appropriate.

In summary, as you have said, Chairman Boucher, the NREN is
a major step on the road to the future information infrastructure
of the Nation. So far, the primary focus of federal efforts has been
to develop technology to enable high-speed networks. There is still
room for technological improvement, but we are at a time when the
commercial sector is showing great interest in making significant
investment in this area. Now is the time to redirect government
funds toward bringing more users on to these networks and to the
creation of applications which make the networks more accessible
to all users.
Thank you.
[The prepared statement of Mr. Kapor follows:]
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L. Introduction
Chairman Boucher and Members cf the Comumnittee:

I want to thank you for the opportunity to come before this committee again.
I'am Mitchell Kapor, Chairman of the Board of the Electronic Frontier Foundation
(EFF). EFF is a non-profit, public interest organization whose public policy mission
is to insure that the new electronic highways emerging from the convergence of
telephone, cable, broadcast, and other communications technologies enhance free
speech and privacy rights, and are open and accessible to all segments of society. For
those of you who do not know me, I am also the principal developer of the Lotus 1-
2-3 spreadsheet program and served as the CEO of the Lotus Development
Corporation between 1982 and 1986.

You have asked me here to comment on the status of the implementation of
the National Research and Education Network, and to solicit comments for your
work on a new draft of the Information Infrastructure and Technology Act.! Iam
especially honored to be before this Committee today because I believe that your
work on High Performance Computer and Communication program? is at a critical
juncture. This moment in the history of federally-funded computer networking is
s0 significant because it is a turning point in fundamental policy objectives. An
impressive array of basic network technology is now fully-developed and
commercially available, due in no small part to enlightened federal funding. Now,
as reflected in the HPCC Act, a new set of policy priorities has been added. The new
policy goal is to increase access to and usefulness of these network resources for

1 Introduced in the 102nd Congress, Second Session as S, 2937. (hereinafier IITA)
2 pub. L. No. 102-194. (hereinafiec HPCCA)
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many users who have been left unserved by the current federal networking

programs,
In responding to your specific questions, I would like to start by addressing the

relationship between the NREN and the nation’s telecommunications
infrastructure, as well as my view of the proper roles for government and the
private sector. Following these general remarks, I will have some specific
comments on the status of NREN implementation and the drafting of new

legislation in the area.

1. The NREN and the National Information Infrastructure

Action on the High Performance Computer and Communications Act should
be guided by the fact that the steps that this Committee takes with regard to the
National Research and Education Network are a critical part of the growth and
development of what many are now calling the National Information
Infrastructure. We do not believe that the National Information Infrastructure
should be expected to grow directly out of the NREN, or that the NREN is in any
sense the first step toward the National Information Infrastructure, As it develops,
the National Information Infrastructure will be composed of numerous networks,
operating with many different kinds of transmission technologies, and all serving
different communities of users. The public policy challerrge in the development of
the National Information Infrastructure is to ensure that it:

* is widely accessible and affordable;

s is governed by fundamental constitutional principles of free speech and
privacy; and,

* meets the needs of all segment of the population.
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By acting as a testbed for network technologies and applications, we believe, along
with many on this Committee, that the NREN can play an important role in

shaping the development of the National Information Infrastructure.
In recent public discussions of the changing US and global communications
environment, many have spoken of the need for an "electronic superhighway" or a

“fiber optic data highway.” These metaphors suggest a need for ever-higher speed
networks to carry vast amount of data across the country. The need for very high
speed data transfer is no doubt important, especially to the academic community.
Yet this metaphor offers incomplete guidance for policy-makers who are working to
have the NREN achieve its goals. )

In addition to the need for data superhighways, we must not forget — to
continue the transportation metaphor — all of the on ramps, the county roads, the
two lane avenues, the side streets, and even drive ways. A superhighway system,
after all, would be useless without the connecting roads, streets, and all of the low-
speed parts of the transportation system which feed into our fastest highways. In
fact,  would submit that we have done a good job of building data superhighways
already. The real problem is that we do not have sufficient access roads4 Itis to this
task — what I call building the "digital last mile" ~ to which policy makers should
pay special attention.

As a basis for going forward, we should have some fundamental agreement
on the proper roles for the public sector and the private sector in the development

3 Markoff, Building the Electronic Superhighway, N.Y. Tiv =5, Jan. 24, 1993, §3
(Business), at 1.

4 Very high speed packet network services are now commercially available.
Moreover the installed base of fiber optic cable as of 1991 was over The US. installed
base of fiber in 1991 was 11.88 million fiber-kilometers. Of that amount, 60% is found in
US. interoffice networks, and the balance is deployed in the local loop.
Approximately 36% of wotldwide fiber is installed in US. telecom networks. See
William J. Cadogan, “Fiber for the Information Age,” Lightwave, December 1992, p. 42.
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of this evolving infrastructure. Government funding has done much to advance
the development and commerciatization of high-speed packet network technologies
— the superhighways. Now that the basic network services are commercially
available, government's role with respect to the NREN should shift to :

. Subsidizing those users who need network access but cannot afford it, such
as primary and secondary schools, and public libraries;

. Support research into the development of applications that achieve the
goals outlined in the HPCC Act and make networks easier to use; and

. Supporting research in leading-edge, pre-competitive network
technologies.

Beyond the NREN, the job of building the access roads is substantial and
probably beyond the reasonable financial reach of the federal government alone.

Here the public switched telephone network as well as other.privately-owned

communications networks will have to play a leading role. Government may well
have to subsidize access to these services for certain targetted uses, but the services
themselves would, in most cases, be provided by the private sector. Because of this
interdependence of government and private effort, active coordination between this
Committee and those in both houses of Congress which are active in the

telecommunications field will be increasingly important.

[IL. NREN Implementation: Strive to Increase Access to Network
Resources

A watershed has been reached in the development of underlying technology,
~ akey goal of the first stage of the government's funding. The sign of this is that
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very high speed packet network services are available from a number of commercial
network providers. Now the challenge is shifting. In addition to pushing the
leading edge of techiology, the Committee has set for itself the task of making the
network services more useful and accessible to users beyond the research and higher
education community. The job of meeting both the existing needs of current users,
and continuing to expand the networks reach will be difficult. But we believe that
by maintaining a view of the NREN as a test-bed, and making service to particular
communities a clear priority, the overall program goals can be met.

~ Particularly when considered in corjunction with the proposed Information
Infrastructure and Technology Act, the NREN has as one of its core purposes to
stimulate the development and wider accessibility of network resources for new
communities of users. The original High Performarce Computer and
Communications Act has as one of its purposes to "expand the number of
researchers, educators, and students with training in high performance
computing.” and to “promote the inclusion of high-performance computing into
educational institutions at ali levels. The proposed Information Infrastructure
and Technology Act also identifies the need to reach all levels of the educational
community, primary and secondary schools as well as universities, in order to
“improve education at all levels."”

We are very pleased by the general direction in which the National Sdence
Foundation seems to be following in its implementation of the Interim Interagency
NREN. In order to promote broad access to Internet and NREN resources, we
propose that this Committee keep the following suggestions in mind as part of the
ongoing oversight of the NSF's NREN implementation.

5 HPCCA, §31)A) (emphasis added)
& HPCCA, §3(1)(H) (emphasis added)
7 IITA, §2(bXINA)
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A. Redirect funds from backbone contract to end-user institutions

Federal funding of the high speed packet networking technology that is the
basis of today's Internet and NSFNET has been fantastically successful. Yet because
of technological and financial constraints, the service has been limited to a narrow

class of users: namely, those in the elite research and education communities. To

expand access to currently underserved users, part of the HPCC program should be
devoted to funding users who could not otherwise afford access to the NREN.

In order to target scarce public resources, NREN funding guidelines should
distinguish between commercially available network technologies and those that
are still in the research and development stages. In addition to the existence of the
Internet itself, the success and rapid commercialization of other high performance
network technologies testifies to the advanced state of the art of these services. In
fact, today it is possible to purchase "off the shelf”, 155 megabits per second network
service from a major, commercial communications service providers. The original
NSF Interim Interagency NREN solicitation set that data rate as the target for the
first phase of the new NREN. Since the service can be purchased commercially,
there is no reason for the government to enter into a special cooperative agreement
with any one network provider or providers, as the original IINREN very high
speed backbone solicitation envisioned.

Funds allocated for work on advanced network engineering should be
targeted exclusively to the development of high-speed gigabit networking
technology. An important part of the NREN will be an experimental, high-speed
research network which is capable of sending data many times faster than the
current NSENET. But this new research network should nct be confused with the
existing "production™ network now called the NSFNET. Users who depend on the
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Internet for routine work should not have the relisbility of their services
compromised by the inevitable vagaries of a research network under development.
The research network should certainly be interconnected with the production
network, but their operation and funding should be kept as separate as poscible.

Any subsidy that is necessary to enable users to have access to the
"production” network should be given directly to user-institutions, not to network
carriers. Internet connectivity is a commodity service. Users should puarchase it on
the open market, with support from government grants where necessary.

Subsidy that flows directly to users will help ensure that the NREN program
is in fact meeting its goal of ircreasing network connectivity for the education
community. Though many higher education institutions and a small number of
primary and secondary schools have Internet access, many smaller colleges and
universities, and the vast majority of primary schools and high schools, are stiil
unserved. A program structured around direct funding will help target and
leverage federal resources to bring these currently unserved institutions onto the
network.

B. Ensure Openness in NAP design and Governance

In its draft Interim Interagency NREN solicitation, the National Science
Foundation has called for the creation of Network Access Points (NAPs). The NAPs
are the point of interconnection for all network service providers who seek tc offer
nationwide NREN/Internet service. The NSF is to be commended for designing &
scheme wlich allows multiple, competing network providers to interconnect their
separate networks into one, interconnected network of networks that can seamlessly
link users around the country and around the world.

&0
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Much like seaports, airports, or train stations, NAPs will be critical
interconnection points for the growing volume of data on the NREN. Therefere,
open, affordable access, which ensures a level playing field for all participants, is
critical.

To ensure continued diversity in Internet access, it is essential that these
NAPs be open to all carriers and to all types of traffic. To meet this goal, the
governance rules and operating structure must be carefully monitored by the
Foundation and this Committee. One attractive model for NAP operation and
governance would be an open consortium made up of all network providers who
seek to offer NREN services. Regional networks, commercial Internet providers,
and government agencies could all be equal members of & consortium which would
set the terms of NAP operation and share costs on an equitable basis. Since it would
be in the interest of all members to have the NAPs operate reliably, & consortium
might be an attractive vehicle. Moreover, this would relieve the NSF of
burdensome management responsibility. The government would still, however,
have an important role in monitoring the fairness of the terms of access set for the
NAPs,

The number of NAPs ultimately sponsored, as well as the final terms of
interconnection should be chosen to ensble & significant number of network
providers to compete in the market for NREN services. On the assumption that
each network provider would be required to connect to each NAP in the country, a
smalier number of NAPs would reduce the barriers to entry for smaller network
providers. A NAP structure the leads to an oiigopolistic market structure would be
undesirable because of its likely failure to provide users with choice and
competitively priced services. Since the structure of this market is still quite
dynamic, adjustments in the NAP structure may become necessary in the future if

severe market distortions arise.

-8
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C. Encourage Full Participation in NAPs by Government,
Education, and Private Sector

The adoption of NAPs as the standard Internet interconnection points is a
desirable goal and can be encouraged by properly targeting federal funds. Any
federal dollars given to institutions for the purpose of enabling those institutions to
purchase Internet/NREN access can be given with the requirement that the
institution purchase network connectivity from a service provider which is

connected ‘o the federally-sponsored Network Access Points.
D. Eliminate AUP: Finish the job started last year

Chairman Boucher deserves special recognition for his leadership in drafting
House Resolution 5344, often referred to as the "AUP Bill," which passed into law as
part of the National Aeronautics and Space Administration Authorization Act,
Fiscal Year 19938 This measure will enable the National Science Foundation to take
steps to allow the NSFNET, the Interim Interagericy NREN, and the Internet as a
whole, to realize its full potential as an advanced information infrastructure. As
this Committee knows, a relaxed AUP is important tc make more information
resources available on the network. Only through the elimination of restrictive
"Acceptable Use Policies” will the network services supported by the National
Science Foundation realize the goals outlined in High Performance Computing Act
of 1991, Now, this Committee should ask why the NSF has not yet acted to finally

eliminate this rule.

8 Pub. L. No. 102-588
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E. Provide Mechanisms for Protecting Privacy and Security of
Information on the Nefwork

As the NREN and the Internet as a whole is more widely used and relied on,
privacy and security must become policy priorities.® A key to both security and
privacy for digital network systems is robust encryption technology. Such
technology is aiready available in the form of public key encryption systems.
Unfortumtely, both federal law enforcement and intelligence-gathering agencies
have created a number of serious roadblocks — including export control laws and
attempts to require network service providers to "dumb down” their network
security — to the wide-spread use and adoption of this encryption technology.!0
Until these policies are changed, real security and privacy will be difficult to achieve.
Even with the necessary technology, a clear set of privacy principles must be adopted

in order to assure that the constitutional rights of network users are protected.

IV. Information Infrastructure and Technology Act
Recommendations

Just as federal funding for underlying network transport technologies was
essential to promote the development of network hardware and operating systems,

federal stimulus for applications development can play an important role in

9 HPCCA, §101{a}2X1K1)

10 The Office of Defense Trade Controls in the State Department controis the
export of data encryption software which is indluded on the U.S. Munitions List in the
International Traffic in Arme Regulations (22 CFR Parts 120-130, know as ITAR).
During the 102nd Congress, the Federal Bureau of investigation issued its Digital
Telephony Proposal, which would require communications firms to reduce the overall

leve! of security in their nebvorks in order to facilitate law enforcement wiretapping
efforts.

- 10 -~
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encouraging the creation of innovative applications which make the network easier
to use and which enable new communities of users to take advantage of network
resources. Legislation should carefully target categories of applications. The NREN
is an ideal testbed for developing new applications, especially for the library and
education communities, whose needs are less likely to be satisfactorily addressed by
the private sector. But to fulfill its testbed role, the NREN must reach a sufficient
number of users, who can then serve as narticipants in the various applications
experiments that are conducted. Without a sufficiently broad reach, the NREN will
fail in its mission to be a prototype for services that enable exchange of information
"among all citizens and residents of the US."

We would suggest that the following priorities be establishing in any new
version of the Information Infrastructure and Technology Act.

A. Support applications that bring new users and uses to the network

The NREN offers a unique opportunity for the development of new
applications. If properly designed, an educational application developed at a school
in Virginia can be used, tested and refined by network users all around the country,
provided the network has a sufficiently broad reach. The best results will be
achieved in the end if government can support many diverse experiments and see
which work well. In a network environment, the successful prototypes will
propagate quickly. As an example, the proposed Information Infrastructure and
Technology Act calls for the creation of digital libraries over the NREN.11 At
present, however, very few local, public libraries have full access to the Internet, and
would thus be unable to participa’ 2, as users, in the digital library experiments. The

11 1ITA, §7(b).

-11 ~




[€)

E

A Fui et provided by eRic

RIC

81

Elecironic Frontier Foundation

results of the experiments, then would be application programs that only meet the
needs of the advanced research and university libraries that are already on Internet.
To achieve the broad goals of the legislation before this Comumittee, it is important

to involve a diverse community of users in the NREN.

B. Applications should contribute to fundamental domestic policy
goals: health, education, and competitiveness

As written, the Information Infrastructure and Technology Act from last
session identifies important areas of concern such as health care services and
educational tools as the intended beneficiaries of applications research. While this
Committee should certainly leave implementing agencies freedom to select the
most promising applications possible, new legislation ought to target at least some
portion of the research efforts to applications that involve the delivery of direct
services to individuals. To ensure accountability and make future oversight efforts
more effective, any le'gislation should require specific reporting on types of

applications actually developed and numbers of users served.

C. Applications must address the needs of people with disabilities in
the initial design phases

Chairman Boucher has said that the NREN will lead to "and infrastructure
serving the needs of all sectors of sodety™? To realize this goal, the needs of people
with disabilities should be taken into account in the early stages of application
design process. Computer and communications techm;logies have tremendous
potential for meeting the. special needs of people with disabilities. But to do so,

concerted efforts must be made throughout the design process. This Committee can

12 138 Cong. Rec. E1734.
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ensure an inclusive design process by recognizing this need in legislation that it
drafts.

V. General Goal: Promote Access to Emerging National Public
Network: The new public forum

As Chairman Boucher said last year, "the NREN is a major step on the road
to the future information infrastructure of the Nation."13 It is not, the entire
infrastructure itself, nor should it becorme that. By managing the NREN as a
resource with the broadest possible accessibility to the research and education
communities, and by supporting research into the development of critical new
applications, the NREN can be a model for networked information services which
benefit many critical segments of society. But to achieve these broad benefits, it will
be necessary to broaden the traditional focus of the HPC program.

The goal of developing technology to enable high speed networks has been
the primary focus of the federal efforts until now. While there is always room for
technological improvement, the commercial sector is showing great interest and
making significant investment in this area. Now is the time to redirect government
funds toward bringing more users onto these networks and to the creation of

applications which make the networks more accessible from these users.

For more information contact:

Daniel J. Weitzner

Senior Staff Counsel
Electronic Frontier Foundation
666 Pennsylvania Ave, SE
Washington, DC 20003
202-544-3077

Internet email: djw@eff.org

13 138 Cong. Rec. H5M2 (June 29, 1992)(102nd Cong, 2nd Sess).
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Mr. BoucHER. Thank you very much, Mr. Kapor, and the Sub-
committee e&sresses its thanks to all of the witnesses who have
testified on this first panel for their thought-provoking comments
and their recommendations for the direction that should be taken
with respect to the NSFNET and ultimately the National Research
and Education Network.

Let me ask each of you if you would comment on the general di-
rection that the NSF is taking with the recompetition and its fu-
ture plans for the NSFNET by essentially restricting in the future
the use of the NSF' backbone to those who need that very high ca-
pacity and then, in effect, relegating the others—meaning the low-
end users, those who do not require a very high capacity—to the
purchase of network services from the regionals and/or from com-
mercial networks. What do you think the implications of that policy
generally are?

And I weuld ask specifically whether, since it entails the neces-
sity of some reduced level of subsidy to the regional networks and
an increasing reduction in that subsidy over time, that there ma
be some risk of some of the regional networks disappearing, wit
the effect that some institutions might then ke left without access
to network services. Is that a legitimate concern? Are there other
concerns that we should be aware of with respect to this general
policy, and what do you think about that policy in the broad sense?

Mr. Kapor, you seem to be ready to answer. What is your re-
sponse?

Mr. KAPOR. In general, we think that NSF is taking exactly the
right approach. As far as the production Internet goes, the phasing
out of an NSFNET-funded backbone is exactly the right direction
because there are multiple, competitive, commercial providers that
are prepared to offer connectivity.

e t;unk‘ that subsidies to the regional networks should be
phased out as quickly as ssible without disrupting the
connectivity of the network; perhaps on the order of a year should
be sufficient. We think that the risk of a balkanization of the net-
work resulting form the end of government subsidization to re-
gional networks is actually very low.

There may be some regional networks which cannot meet the
chailenge of transforming themselves into unsubsidized providers.
There are many regional networks that will do just fine. In any
event, there is such healthy and robust private sector competition
that I believe the result will be a higher level of service at lower
costs from a competitive marketplace. That means that institutions
in all areas will be offered multiple ways of purchasing
connectivity.

Mr. BoucHER. Dr. Heterick, do you care to respond on behalf of
the education community with respect to the potential that some
of your constituents might be left either without service or with a
diminished level of service?

Dr. HETERICK. Well, I think I would reiterate a point I made in
my opening comments, that it seems to us that the question of ac-
cess 18 critically immrtant, and there are many unserved and un-
derserved facets of both primary, secondary, and higher education
that we think should be an important thrust of future legislation
and NSF activities, certainly consistent with the budget they have.
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In that sense, actions that are taken that tend to defer the possi-
bility of increased access don’t seem to us to be in the best interest.

Mr. BOUCHER. Do you think this policy is going to decrease ac-
cess, Or are you genuinely concerned about that as a real potential?

Dr. HeTERICK. Congressman, the information I have on NSK's
point of view on this is very third hand at the moment, and one
of the problems that I think we have had is the lack of formal
statements delivered in general public fora where people could
have better ideas of what they have in mind.

Mr. BOUCHER. Well, let me pursue that response, and I would
like Mr. Kapor and Mr. Klingenstein in particular to join in this
discussion. Is the NSF appropriately soliciting public comment with
regard to its (flans for the recompetition and the general shift in
its anticipated usage of the backbone, its general plans for the re-
quirement that users not needing that high capacity purchase
connectivity from commercial providers? Is the NSF appropriately
scliciting comments?

Tell me about the structure that the NSF has set up in order to
get advice from the people who will be affected by these decisions.

Dr. HETERICK. We have always found NSF to be extremely open
and desirous of input from the community. I think the issue that
I am speaking to %ere is that, having received it now, we would
like a more formal statement of what their position is in time to
have a chance to react to it.

Mr. BOUCHER. So you think some additional presentation from
the NSF to the interested community of what ite intentions are and
what their anticipated consequences of that decision being imple-
mented will be would be useful to you.

Dr. HETERICK. We think that would be extraordinarily helpful.

Mr. BoucHER. All right.

Dr. Klingenstein.

Dr. KLINGENSTEIN. Chairman Boucher, I would concur that the
NSF has done a wonderful job of inviting participation for the first
round of the solicitation and that the revised solicitation appears
to be much strengthened.

With regard to the VBNS, it is my sense, wearing my campus-
based hat, that there is as much need for high-speed band width
to the campus as there may be between supercomputing centers. It
is the plg:sicists and chemists on my campus who want to fly
through their data sets, as they say, that will need high-speed
band widths.

I'm a little skeptical of the ability of NSF to handle the number
of requests and the volume of funds necessary to support high-
speed band widths to the desktop of the research community.

With regard to the long-term life of regional networks, I think re-
gional networks, in general, are prepared to go out of business if
they need to. I think their primary concern is to support the public
sector networking. If they are going to be phased out in an eco-
nomic marketplace, so be it, but Congress has to ensure that the
good works being done currently by the midlevels are perpetuated,
that there are agents of change working slowly, carefully, with
K~-12, with libraries, to bring them on to the network.

1 would suigest that the lE:ﬁllmse-out for the subsidies may need
to be longer than what Mr. Rapor suggested. That seems a bit pre-
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cipitous, but I think the writing is on the wall and we are prepared
to live or die in the economic environment but that the government
needs to ensure that the good works continue.

Mr. BOUCHER. Two questions to you. First of all, do you think
that the NSF has been appropriately open to comments from your
constituents as the recompetition has been structured and—your
re&lxg;)nse to that first.

. KLINGENSTEIN. Yes, I do. I think that we held a workshop
in early July in Boston that NSF sponsored, and it was a very pro-
ductive meeting, and the input came back to NSF, and we saw a
&resentation two weeks ago in Denver that seemed to show that

SF was modifyin E‘::he solicitation significantly.

Mr. BOUCHER. And do you agree with Dr. Heterick that some
ﬁg;% formal presentation of intentions now be presented from the

Dr. KLINGENSTEIN. It wouldn’t be negative, but the clock is tick-
ing on all this, and there is the need to get on with business at
the same time.

Mr. BOoUCHER. Okay. The other question, and the more sub-
stantive one, that I have of you is, as a representative of the re-
gional networks, do you think that there is any substantial risk
that with the movement on to the backbone of just the high end
uses and with people otherwise who don’t require that hi{l capac-
ity being required to purchase connectivity to the network, to the
Internet, that there will be an adverse effect on the regionals that
might, in fact, cause some of the regionals to fail and then leave
institutions without access to network services at all? Is that a le-
gitimate concern? Is there any real potential for that?

Dr. KLINGENSTEIN. I think it is a real concern, especially in the
far west and the mountain areas where the distances between in-
stitutions is significant. In Westnet, over 50 percent of our costs go
to purchasing circuits from inter-exchange carriers.

would grefer to see a commitment by the Federal Government
to establish a point of presence in every state and then, from that
int of presence, networking fan out. That state orientation was

in the original NREN legislation, and I do not see it in the current
formulation.

Mr. BOUCKER. Would you present to us a more formal presen-
tation or proposal with regard to having a point of presence in
every state and amplify that into any other suggesticas that you
have for ways that we could assure that as this trend continues,
that the regional networks are not disadvantaged and that we don’t
run the risk of leaving some institutions out in remote areas with-
out access to network services, so just a more formal presentation
of that proposal.

And I’'m not suggesting &O“ do it right now, but that you submit
it to us in writing, and then we can talk with you and perhaps
le;‘aivl'e you back at another hearing later to discuss it in grcater de-

Dr. KLINGENSTEIN. Surely.

Mr. BOUCHER. I do have a response that I want to make to Mr.
Tauke for his provocative question about the extent to which the
Federal Government ought to be involved in operating a network,
but Pm going to defer that until we have an opportunity for other
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Members of the Subcommittee to propound their questions and
make their comments.

! So this time having expired, I'm pleased to recognize Mr. Boeh-
ert.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Tauke, I'd like you to briefly describe, if you will, the
NYNET program that I mentioned in my opening statement. It is
quite exciting, and I think we would like to hear more about it.

Mr. TAUKE. The program that you described is a project in which
NYNEX is involved. It is a project which hooks many of the re-
search and educational institutions in New York State, and it is a
project which we believe exemplifies the kind of advanced deploy-
ment of technology that can come from a partnership in the private
sector, industry, as well as the public sector. We believe that this
kind of investment is the right kind of investment for the Govern-
ment, and we believe that it is an investment which will improve
the quality of education for those involved and help with research.

Mr. BOEHLERT. You really haven’t publicly announced this yet,
have you? When does NYNEX plan to do so? I mean you can’t get
much more public than this forum.

Mr. TAUKE. I think the announcement has been—I guess we
haven’t publicly announced it, Sherry.

Mr. BOEHLERT. I guess we just did. [Laughter.]

When NSF establishes a so-called production network, will
NYNEX and the other regional Bell operating companies be able to
participate in the provision of that network?

Mr. TAUKE. First of all, I think it is important in this response
in part to the comments that were made in response to the chair-
man’s questions—it’s important that we have some kind of distinc-
tion between what we call experimental networks and production
networks. We believe that where there is technology that is experi-
mental, that it is appropriate for the Federal Government to fund
networks, or where the networks are key to the carrying out of ex-
perg:lental technology that the Government has a role to play in
funding.

We think, however, once the technology has evolved to a point
where it is being commercially deployed, that then there is no need
for 1(zr:vernment: funding, and that is what we call production net-
works.

Now generally speaking, when we get to the stage of production
networks there is a role to play for NYNEX, the other regional Bell
operating companies, and local exchange carriers, as well as the
commercial long-distance carriers.

However, due to a number of the restrictions that are contained
in the law at the current time, including the restriction on cable/
~ telco cross-ownership, the modification of final judgment restriction
on long-distance carriage by the regional Bell operating companies,
we are restricted in the way in which we can offer services to end
users via the production networks,

We think tgat as part of a broader policy, not directly relating
to what you do with this legislation but as part of a broader policy,
it would be useful to the development of the Nation’s infrastructure
if some of those restrictions were lifted.
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Mr. BOUCHER. One other question of 3'011, Mr. Tauke. What is
your opinion about a Government subsidy being given directly to
the NSF backbone network versus the users of the network?

Mr. TAUKE. If when we talk about a backbone we are talking
about what we refer to as an experimental network, we think that
then a Government subsidy, if you will, is appropriate. But gen-
erally the Government should not be trying to subsidize networks.
Instead, the Government should be attempting to subsidize those
users who may not be able to afford the networks and provide as-
sistgce to the development of applications to get access to the net-
works.

I think you are hearing that pretty much from everybody on the
panel. Everybody is suggesting to you that there is a real need to
give assistance to users so that they can gain access to the high-
ways, the information highways, that are already out there, and
there are two forms for that assistance. One is direct subsidy so
they can pay their bills; the other is assistance in the development
of applications.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Thank you. And I think I am hearing the same
message from all on that one, and I do appreciate the manner in
which you are presenti our responses to my questions, because
I'm a non-tekkie myself. We have gone from the preppie era to the
'yul?ﬂie era, and I guess there are some others o}) us that are non-
tekkies.

And a little lesson on how you get to be a senior member of the
Science Committee: Eleven years ago, I came to Washington, D.C.,
with a lot of enthusiasm and submitted to my resume, and the
lords of the back room looked at the resume and they said, “This
guy Boehlert, the last science course he took was high school phys-
ics, and he got a C; he’s a natural for the Science and Technology
Committee,” and that’'s why I'm here; that's the way Congress
works. [Laughter.]

Dr. Heterick, you recommend that significantly greater resources
be directed to support the cost of connection of schools and libraries
to the network. If total funding for the network does not increase—
and we are going to do our level best to see that it does—would
this remain your first priority?

Dr. HETERICK. Yes, Congressman, it would, and let me suggest
that, as I think Dr. Klingenstein mentioned here, the critical issue
here is to draw the States into this process. Primary and secondary
education, a major portion of public library initiatives, are really
State activities and State-funded operations, and one of the things
that we are looking for is a significantly broadened access that
brings all of these communities into this process, and while it
brings greater communities in, it _also brings in other sources of
funding other than perpetuating Federal subsidies for individuals
to use the network.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Thank you very much.

Mr. Kapor, we all want to see our schools and labs and libraries
linked together. I think that is a high priority with all of us. Do
you see any tension between the desire to rapidly establish such a
network and the desire to push the envelope by investing more in
ne}:wm;’k R&D? Is there a danger in moving too fast in a given tech-
nology?
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Mr. KAPOR. I wish I could claim I was a non-technologist, but I
can’t. There is always risk when you have rapidly moving tech-
nology, which is the case in networking, but that is just a fun-
damental, it's a given. There is no circumstance I can imagine in
which we don’t confront the consequences of rapidly evolving tech-
nology. So what I think we have to do is, we have to manage risk
down, and one way that it can be done is to be very clear in estab-
lishing agreement that there are these different levels of
networking.

There are production networks that are really offering commod-
ity services; there are precompetitive technologies in their initial
deployment; and then there is pure research; and we need to have,
I think, a different funding regime for each one, from moving to-
wards no subsidization for things which are commodity services to
the traditional role of funding pure research.

The way you manage the risk down is to know when a tech-
nology is ready to move from one stage to the next so you have an
orderly transition with some advanced planning, and I think that
is possible to do if there is a consensus among all the stakeholders
that this is the regime that we’ll have.

That way, if people know that three years or five years down the
road gigabit networks are going to be out of their test beds and
ready for deployment, there can be a strategy for reducing the Gov-
ernment involvement as that moves into more of a production net-
work, and I think we are learning enough to begin to be able to
manage that process, and that would be the way I think we should
go.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Thank you very much.

You know, I think all of you can help us. You have all had kind
words to say about NSF, and its an enthusiasm I share because I
think that agency does an outstanding job and we have been prop-
erly giving more resources to NSF. That is the good news. The bad
news is, we are losing the administrator, the director. He is leaving
to go back to academia, the University of California, I believe. So
if you have any suggestions, send them down to the White House.
We need somebody to keep up with what Mr. Bloch did and Dr.
Massey has been doing at NSF, because I think it is a great na-
tional resource that is underappreciated.

That’s all for now, Mr. Chairman. I'll come back a little bit later.

Mr. BoUCHER. Thank you very much, Mr. Boehlert.

The gentleman from Alabama, Mr. Browder.

Mr. BROWDER. Mr. Chairman, I'm going to yield to you so you
can get on with those questions that you are interested in, and also
I see that you have been scribbling down some more, so I'll yield
mmime back to you.

. BOUCHER. Thank you very much, Mr. Browder. I appreciate
your generosity.

The E{entleman from Minnesots, Mr. Mm(Fe

Mr. MINGE. I also will yield my time and participate by listening
to your questions.

Mr. BOUCHER. Thank you.

Let me say to my friend, Tom Tauke, that I appreciate his
thoughtful comments and recommendations here this morning, and
I understand the concern that the local exchange carriers through-
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out the country have a potential competition from the Federal Gov-
ernment through the National Research and Education Network.

Let me offer as best as I can the assurance that it is certainly
not the intention of those advancing the high-performance comput-
ing and national networking program to offer commercial competi-
-tion to telephone companies. The idea is that the highest capacity
which is in excess of that offered by the commercial providers
would be offered by the Federal Government and wouid :onfinue
to be offered by the Federal Government until such point in time
as the commercial providers reach that level of ability, and when
they do the federal role would diminish and evaporate in that par-
ticular area.

So I think the intent is as you have suggested that it should be,
not that on an ongoing basis the Federal Government provide this
service when exactly the same kind of service is at that time avail-
able from the private sector. If you have any comments or sugges-
tions beyond that, I would welcome it.

Mr. TAUKE. First of all, Mr. Chairman, we appreciate your clarity
in outlining what you believe the goal of the program should be.
That has been most helpful. I think it is fair to say that from time
to time there has been a misunderstanding of what the intent of
Congress is in the program and some uncertainty, as I alluded to
in my testimony, about what the intent is.

The processes used by the National Science Foundation, which
you alluded to in other questions to other people on the panel, have
allowed for a lot of openness, and they have been very good in that
respect. ] would say as just one outsider looking in, however, it ap-
pears as if there is some uncertainty sometimes about the direction
of policy adopted by the National Science Foundation, and the proc-
esses are not as formalized as we often have in government. In
many ways that is good, given the nature of this enterprise, but I
thmlz' from time to time it creates uncertainty.

Right now, we are in a period of some uncertainty. We think we
are supportive of the directio, in which the NSF is going, as sev-
eral of the panel members alluded to, but we too aren’t quite cer-
tain exactly if our understanding is the same as the direction and
the policy that the NSF is going to finally pursue.

The last point I would make is that this is getting to be a bigger
deal, you know. It started off as kind of a modest little enterprise,
and it potentially could become a much bigger enterprise, especially
when we begin talking about hooking up the elementary schools,
the health care providers, and others throughout the Nation.

There is a need for greater clarity as to what the role of govern-
ment should and should not be. That is why we have offered as a
framework for establishing that clarity the differentiation between
experimental and preduction networks, trying to give some thought
as to where the funds should flow.

We think that what we are saying is in sync with what you are
saying, and we applaud you for your leadership on this issue, and
we certainly don’t claim to have all the answers on it, but we are
trying to be useful in this process so that we do draw the lines.
And the bottom line is, of course, we don't like government-sub-
sidized competition, but at the same time, we recognize that there
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is a role for government to play and we want to work with you in
developing that proper role.

Mr. BOUCHER. Let me offer our full cooperation in that effort and
suggest to you that we intend to f)rocess a second iteration of the
high-gerformance computing legislation—call it Son of HPC—dur-
ing the course of this Congress, and so there will be a legislative
vehicle within which to provide the level of clarification which you
suggest is currently absent.

y don’t you propose some amendments to us that, in your
view, would establish that level of clarity. I think it would be help-
ful to us to have those recommendations, and we will keep the
record of this proceeding open until we receive that from you. So
if you could do that, that would be, I think, a step in the right di-
rection.

Mr. TAUKE. We would be delighted to do so. To which bill should
we use as a base when attempting to propose amendments?

Mr. BOUCHER. You will have a bill very shortly that you can use
as a base. We intend to introduce legislation that will provide for
the a(l)plications of networking technologies that were first sug-
gested in the bill introduced in the last Congress upon which no
action was taken, that would be the legislation to which amend-
ments could be made.

I have read over section 102 of the High Performance Computing
Act, and to my interpretation it is very clear that the Federal Gov-
ernment would not be involved in competition with commercial pro-
viders, but it never hurts to clarify our intent to the satisfaction
of all parties concerned, and we will make every effort to do that.

Mr. TAUKE. Mr. Chairman, if I might just observe, you know, if
you go around and talk to people on the campuses ofy the Nation,
I'm sure you will find, as I have—and you don’t even have to go
to campuses, You can go to other places-~that pecple use Internet
now for a whole variety of commercial uses.

I talked a few weeks ago to a student who happened to attend
a university in this Nation who had a boyfriend who h%ﬁpened to
be attending an institution over in Europe for a year. They spent
the entire day hooked up via Internet working on research apers
but also with their mailbox on the screen exchanging notes, E-mail,
nice communication. But that we do not believe is appropriate com-
munication that should command governinent subsidies. That we
see i8 commercial communication that should be part of the com-.
mercial network.

Mr. BoucCHER. Could I just say on that point, I think everyone
would agree, and the direction in which the NSF is moving now is
to restrict the use of its subsidies and its high-speed backbore to
those users who require that high capacity, and ?:r things like E-
mail and other lower-end uses there would be an expectation under
the NSF's current direction that those services be purchased from
commercial providers.

So I would gather that }(our industry would then endorse that di-
rection of the NEF which I think meets your objectives.

Mr. TAUKE. We do support that direction, and I only raise this
example, Mr. Chairman, so you understand why the concerns have
arisen. It isn't because of anything that you have said or because
we disagree with the directions of the NSF, it’s because there have
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been other visions of this network that are different from yours and
because of some things that are happening in the real world today
which we think are bein%;iddressed by the NSF.

Mr. BoucHER. Okay. Well, it'’s a thoughtful discussion, and we
will look forward to your specific recommendations on how we can
clarify that intent.

Let me ask finally this panel to comment on the activities that
the Administration has taken to date to implement the High Per-
formance Computing Initiative. There is a confederation of agencies
that are working under the guidance and coordination of the Office
of Science and Technology Policy. Tell us, if you will, how effective
those steps have been and whether those activities are in conform-
ance with the objectives of the HPC legislation.

Any volunteers?

Dr. Heterick.

Dr. HETERICK. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I thivk we have the perception that OSTP has attempted to
bring some coordination to federal agency activities, but 1 would
kave the observation that there are many federal agencies who do
not participate in that coordinated effort.

Mr. %OKICHER. Which ones should be participating that presently
are not?

Dr. HETERICK. Well, I think you will find that many sectors—
while someone from the Department of Agriculture, for instance, is
on the FNC, 1 think you will find many areas within Agriculture
are not actively participating. The Department of Education, I
think, is another place where you don’t have active participation in
NREN activities, and I don’t know—that may be a consequence of
the agency choices rather than the coordination effort, but certainly
there are issues that extend well beyond federal agencies, and it
is not clear to us how OSTP provides that kind of effective coordi-
nation to institutions of higher education, public libraries, primary
and secondary schools, all of which are envisioned as participants
in the NREN activity.

Mr. BOUCHER. Are you suggesting that some affirmative outreach
on. the part of OSTP might be appropriate to try to enlist more par-
ticipation, more advice, as this process goes forward?

Dr. HETERICK. Absolutely, and I think you would find that
EDUCOM, CSPP, other organizations, have suggested that maybe
a national commissi¢n or something of that nature might be a way
to approach this problem and understand the coordination of a na-
tional rather than a federal activity.

Mr. BoucneR. Has EDUCOM shared these comments with
OSTP, or is this the first time that you have talked about your con-
cern that appropriate coordination is not being provided and appro-
priate advice not being received?

Dr. HETERICK. The results of the workshop I mentioned in my
testimony were shared with OSTP late last year.

hM::’. BOUCHER. And those comments were a part of that work-
shop?

Dr. HETERICK. Yes, sir. .

Mr. BOUCHER. Any other comments with regard to that?

Dr. Klingenstein.
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Dr. KLINGENSTEIN. Mr. Chairman, first of all, sitting on the Fed-
eral Networking Council Advisory Committee, I would suggest that
that group was very slow to convene and that the issues presented
to the CAC were initially not of substance. I think there has
been a shift over the last few months, and I think that there is a
more sincere effort by the FNC to use its advisory mechanism.

I would also concur that there are some federal agencies who are
not full participants. I guess I vould identify the Department of
Education as a critical agency, especially for K-12. I think there
is a number of good experiments being conducted at this point
through the Education and Human Resources Directorate insife
NSF. The results of those experiments must be disseminated and
utilized by the Department of Education in formulating an ap-
proach to linking K-12.

As profound an effect as the network has had on higher edu-
cation, I think it will ultimately have more of an effect on K-12.

Mr. BOUCHER. Thank you.

Mr. Kapor.

Mr. KAPOR. Yes. I have two points. The first is, it might well be
appropriate to establish a policy which direct agencies to purchase
services on production networks where appropriate as opposed to
undertake tf?e construction of new, duplicative facilities. We have
seen a tendency from time to time for different agencies to want
to go their own way, and perhaps the technologies are at a state
of maturity where their needs really can be met with off-the-shelf
technology but they may need a nudge in coordination.

And the second is, if we do go forward, as I hope we will, with
a scheme for these network access points which the NSF has pro-
posed, it might also be very appropriate to obtain the voluntary
and cooperative participation of the other agencies in agreeing to
connect to these network access points with the understanding that
that doesn’t mean they necessarily interconnect with every single
other networl that is connected there because these NAP's are
what are called policy free.

The fact that you are physically connected is one thing; you then
enter into agreements as to who you actually send packets to, and
that would allow for a kind of multiplicity of different l:yﬁes of use
policies to coexist. But if the agencies don't connect to the NAP’s,
it is going to fundamentally weaken that at the new interchange
points.

So there are some issues for OSTP to coordinate.

Mr. BOUCHER. What about the pace of this work?

Mr. KAPOR. Welil, I really want to echo what Mr. Tauke said. The
major problem I see is that of uncertainty. We do not—NSF does
not seem to be operating under publicly known and fixed time
lines; things happen; announcements are made. The process is very
open, but yet it is very unstructured, ani that introduces uncer-
tainty, it makes planning difficult, and it maintains the possibility
of surprises. Again, I want to echo what has been said before—

Mr. BOUCHER. So you would see a clear need for better structure
internally within the NSF as it is making these advances toward
a more capable backbone and with regard to other policies for use
of the bacﬁbone and for the recompetition for backbone services—
for network services.
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Mr. KAPOR. Absolutely. I don’t want to stultify the process, that
would be terribly unfortunate, but I think a more structured proc-
ess would reflect the fact that there are a lot more players now and
that it is a bigger pond, it is not a small group of, {ou know, com-
gjuter science networking researchers and a couple of people at

SF who have a stake in this thing, and I think a slightly more
formal structured process is appropriate given the increasing com-
plexity and widesE;ead participation in the network.

Mr. BOUCHER. Let me shift the focus of the question and ask you
about the pace of the confederation of agencies working under the
supervision of OSTP to formulate plans for the National Research
and Education Network. Is that moving as quickly as it should?

Mr. KAPOR. I sense that it could move more quickly.

Mr. BOUCHER. Okay. You should go into politics, Mr. Kapor.
That’s a good answer.

Mr. Tauke.

Mr. TAUKE. We believe that there is some need for the Federal
Communications Commission to be involved in this process. Ex-
actly where it should be involved in the process I'm not certain, but
as this process involves the greater communications infrast-ucture
of the Nation there is a role for coordination with the FCC.

Mr. BOUCHER. What kind of role would the FCC have? It is hard
for me to envision a role for the FCC in what is merely a research
and education network. Assuming that it adheres to its function
and doesn’t gc beyond that into commercial competition, why would
the FCC be involved?

Mr. TAUKE. First, we believe that the Federal Communications
Commission has a role to play in the standard setting process,
which is critical for the orderly development of the network.

Secondly, we have talked ?uite a bit teday about the evolution
of technology from, for lack of better terms, experimental networks
to the commercial or production networks, and I think that the
Federal Communications Commission has a role to play in that
process.

We—I bglieve, as I started today talking about, have to look at
this not as a separate entity or separate little thing off here to the
side. That maybe is what it was a couple of years ago, but we envi-
sion it being something more, and it should be part of our vision
of an information infrastructure, and in that capacity there should
be some coordination with the Federal Communications Commis-
sion.

We will give you additional thoughts as we look at what legisla-
tion you offer, but I don’t think—I didn't want to let the oppor-
tunity pass without raising the question of FCC invoivement in
some way.

Mr. BOUCHER. Your specific recommendations on that front
would be welcome, and we will certainly take them into account.

Let me finally ask this panel, if the structure that we are con-
temp.ating for the second iteration of the High Performance Com-
puting Act, the one that leads to more definite applications, is ap-
propriate, the structure that we are thinking about is essentially
the same one that is now grappling with implementation of the
original high performance computing legislation, and that is a vari-
ety of agencies, each with a mission, each with a function, within

Q7

70-830 0 - 93 - 4




94

the overall context, being coordinated by OSTP. Is that the right
approach for us to take with regard to applications that will be the
subject of the next bill?

Any comments?

Dr. Heterick.

Dr. HETERICK. I think you would find strong agreement among
the constituency that EDUCOM represents that the issues in front
of us really are grand applications, and I think you have heard this
from any number of other sources. Certainly the life-long learning
reskilling issues and the need to build the kind of applicdions that
make them integral to the network are critically important; medi-
cal care, health care, issues, absolutely vital; the creatign of digital
libraries, and all of these, require applications to make them flow
freely across the network; and, finally, I think in a national com-
petitiveness sense, the manufacturing issues that are so important
to this country’s competitive sense.

Mr. BOUCHER. That is a pretty good answer for the next question
I was going to ask, but let me get your answer to this one. What
about the administrative structure? Is that appropriate? Assuming
that we have the right applications in mind—and we will get to
that in a minute—what about the administrative structure to
achieve those applications?

Dr. HETERICK. I think you would find, again, among EDUCOM
constituents, a sense that this is something more than a federal ef-
fort, it is a national effort, and we need a management and an ad-
ministrative kind of structure that allows the national effort to
blossom.

Mr. BOUCHER. And you are arguing for greater involvement by
the education community.

Dr. HETERICK. Yes, sir.

Mr. BOUCHER. Okay. That is a point understood.

Mr. Kapor.

Mr. KAPOR. I think it is very important to have a process, admin-
istrative process, that treats the interests of end users and com-
mercial providers of services and application developers as first-
class participants. Now I wish I could give you something concrete
to supplement the agency structure, but I fear that if it is just basi-
cally at the first level structured as coordination among agencies,
the input and influence and participation of all these other groups
will only be present in a diminished form, and I would look to the
direction of increased invelvement perhaps in an advisory way but
in a structured way that is guaranteed to get input so that we don't
wind up simply with applications that serve interests of particular
agencies. Obviously, those have to be there, but there are broad ge-
neric needs that need to be addressed, and we would be happy to
give some further thought to this and try to make this concrete if
that would be of interest.

Mr. BOUCHER. That would be helpful.

Dr. Klingenstein.

Dr. KLINGENSTEIN. Mr. Chairman, I do think it is appropriate to
use agencies, with two important caveats: the first, that this is not
an entitlements program for those agencies, that the money needs
to get down to the people in the field; a second condition would be
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fggd stronger coordination; I think coordinatien to date has been lim-
i

And then I wonder and am concerned that if we use agencies,
who will speak for all those people who are not directly represented
by an agency as we start to look at the impact in rural America,
as we start to look at the impact of community networking, the
electronic communities, such as what is happening in Blacksburg,
what aﬁencies will speak for that.

Mr. BOUCHER. Okay. Those are all excellent comments, and ani

er illumination that you care to provide on how we might loo
at the administrative structure we would appreciate.

And then, finally, let me ask you this, and this probably is the
most important of this set of questions. Are the applications that
we are looking at the right ones? Are the resources to accomplish
an implementation of those applications adequate? And is the var-
ious allocation of resources among the applications the appropriate
allocation?

The a%plications basically that we are looking at are education
and teacher training, the creation and dissemination to industry of
manufacturing technology, medical data and medical imaging over
a high-tperformance computinﬁ1 and networking test bed, the cre-
ation o di%ital libraries, and the setting of standards for the ready
retrieval of digital information over these networks. Are these the
right applications? Csa you think 6f others that we ought to in-
clude in the legislation? What about relative allocation of resources
among them?

Mr. Kapor.

Mr. KapPoRr. 1 think that is a very good set of areas to focus on,
but let me just suggest that, in addition, in trying to develop appli-
cations—I've been a software developer for 15 years now—we need
to pay attention not only to the content of the application—for in-
stance, educational materials—but aizo the underlying facilities
that will be required to make the application work, and in particu-
lar if we talk, for instance, about medical data and imaging, the
need for facilities that protect privacy and provide security to the
information which is traversing che network is very important, and
that is not only the case with medical applications but any of
application that involves personal data, and there is technological
development in tiie area of en tion that I think should be an in-
tegral part of the applications development effort and would call
your attention to the fact that, while there is raw technology avail-
able, there are federal policies that interfere with the efficient and
widespread use of encryption technology, including export control
laws and attempts to require network service providers to dumb
down their network security.

So I think in order to achieve the application goals we not only
have to focus on education in medical imaging but find a way to
address some of these policy issues preventing the development of
facilities which will maﬁg the application successful.

Mr. BOUCHER. Okay.

Dr. Heterick.

Dr. HETERICK. Well, I think we must have the same barber be-
cause we have the same list; I'm not sure.

Mr. BoucHER. You mean you and I have the same list?

RE




96

Dr. HETERICK. Yes, sir.

Mr. BOUCHER. Good. That’s what I expect of all my constituents,
of course. You understand that.

Dr. HETERICK. And I try to behave appropriately, sir. [Laughter.]

I think that is a good list of four strategic areas and certainly
support efforts directed in those particular application areas be-
cause I think they are far expansive beyond rather limited de-
mains, and each one of them carries with it, I think, an implication
for the cost structure of this country, of the various institutions in
it, and I think that is a grand set of applications, frankly.

Mr. BOUCHER. Okay. Good.

Dr. Klingenstein.

Dr. KLINGENSTEIN. If HPC is also to stand for “high performance
country,” then I think we need to, in addition to the list that you
have provided, focus on economic development at the state and
local level, servicing rural America, and servicing the community
as a whole through community networks and freenets, et cetera.
There is a tremendous amount of good that can be achieved
through those mechanisms.

Mr. BoucHER. Okay. Thank you for those comments.

Let me say to this panel that we will keep the record of this
hearing open—I'll pick a date—for a month, and during that time,
if you could deveiop additional recommendations responding to this
specific set of questions, most particularly the last set of questions
concerning administrative structure, the kinds of apglications that
we are consideration for the next iteration of this Act, the priority
among them, the allocation of resources for each of those, I think
that would be very helpful to the Subcommittee, and we would wel-
come that.

Mr. Tauke, we will look forward to getting from you suggestions
with regard to definitional clarity and hope that you can provide
that rather shortly.

I want to thank this panel for its testimony this morning. You
have helped us considerably as we conduct this inquiry, and I'm
sure we will be talking with all of you again.

And, with that, this panel is excused, and we will turn now to
the second panel of witnesses this morning and would ask that
they come to the table at this time: Mr. Kenneth Kay, the Execu-
tive Director of the Computer System Policy Project; Ms. Sara
Parker, the Commissioner of Libraries for the Stats of Pennsylva-
nia, representing today the American Library Association; Mr. Mi-
chael McDonald, Chairman of Communications and Computer Ap-
plications in Public Health, and President of Windom Health in
Berkeley, California; Dr. Charlie Bender, Chairman of the Coali-
tion of Academic Supercomputer Centers, and Director of the Ohio
Supercomputing Center, from Columbus, Qhio.

Without .objection, your prepared written statements will be
made a part of the record, and the Subcommittee would welcome
your oral summaries, and, again, we would ask that your oral sum-
maries be kept to approximately five minutes so that we will have
time to engage in a discussion with you about the matters that you
address.

Mr. Kay, we will be pleased to begin with you this morning.
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STATEMENTS OF KENNETH R. KAY, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR,
COMPUTER SYSTEMS POLICY PROJECT, WASHINGTON, DC;
MICHAEL McDONALD, CHAIRMAN OF COMMUNICATIONS
AND COMPUTER APPLICATIONS IN PUBLIC HEALTH, AND
PRESIDENT, WINDOM HEALTH ENTERPRISES, BERKELEY,
CA; SARA A. PARKER, COMMISSIONER OF LIBRARIES OF
PENNSYLVANIA, AND REPRESENTING THE AMERICAN LI-
BRARY ASSOCIATION, HARRISBURG, PA; AND DR. CHARLIE
BENDER, CHAIRMAN, COALITION OF ACADEMIC SUPER-
COMPUTER CENTERS, AND DIRECTOR, OHIO
SUPERCOMPUTING CENTER, COLUMBUS, OH

Mr. Kay. Mr. Chairman, thank you very much.

My name is Ken Kay. I'm the Executive Director of the Com-
puter Systems Policy Project, which is a policy group made up of
the 13 CEO’s of the largest American computer manufacturers. We
are delighted to be asked to testify this year. I want to commend
you for holding these hearings.

The CSPP recently issued a report on the National Information
Infrastructure which was released earlier this morning, and I'd like
to ask that the report be made a part of the record.

Mr. BoucHER. Without objection.

[The report follows:]
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What ls CSPP?

The Computer Systems Policy Project (CSPP) is an affiliation of chief executive officers of Ameri-
can computer companics that develop, build, and market information processing systems and software.
CSPP’s members include the chief executives of Apple, AT&T, Compag, Control Data Systems, Cnay
Research, Data General, Digital Equipment, Hewlett-Packard, IBM, Silicon Graphics, Sun
Microsystems, Tsndem, and Unisys.

Upon forming CSPP in 1989, the CEOs made a commitment to work together to develop and

personally advocate public policy positions on trade and technology issucs that affect their industry, all
high-technology industries, and hence, the nation. That commitment continues today.

To date, CSPP has issucd the following reports which outline the CEQs’ positions on a variety of
issaes.

] Perspectives on Market Access and Antidumping Law Reform, May 1990.
] Success Factors in Critical Technologies, July 1990.

] Pa:pec.:fm on U.S. Technology Policy, Part I: The Federal R&D Investment, February
1991,

[ ] Perspectives on U.S. Technology Policy, Part II: Increasing Indusiry Involvement,
February 1991.

L Expanding the Vision of High Performance Computing and Communications: Linking
America for the Future (Report and 7-Minute Video), Decernber 1991.

= Perspectives on U.S. Technology and Trade Policy: The CSPP Agenda for the 103rd
Congress, October 1992,
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Exacutive Summary

As the 21st century approaches, our nation’s
challenge is to find ways to rekindle economic
growih, remain competitive abroad, and create the
kinds of jobs that will enable Americans to raise
their standard of living. This will require that we
be more productive and innovative than our
competition abroad, and that we act more quickly
and more efficiently.

Actoss a range of industries, Americans are
incteasingly turning to information technology to
do just that. Our ability to generate and exchange
infortnation, technology, and ideas is helping us to
increase output, decrease costs, improve quality,
and bring new products to market. The United
States has a unique opportunity to capitalize on
this increasing reliance on information technology
and the benefits it can bring.

We are currently the world leader in comput-
ing and communicatioas technologies, yet we
have not taken steps that «ill allow us to make the
most of our potential. This report calls for con-
certed efforts by the U.S. public and private
sectors to develop and deploy an advanced infor-
mation infrastructure that will put our information
technology advantage to work for all Americans.

Throughout history, the United States has
been successful, in part, because we have taken
bold steps to make our national resources avait-
able to individual Americans by creating a varicty
of underlying foundations or infrastructures. Our
transportation, telephone, electric power, and
water systems are all solid examples of this tradi-
tion. By developing the infrastructures to make
thesc resources readily accessible to individual
Americans and casy 1o usc, we have experienced
an economic prosperity, quality of life, and global
competitivencss virtually unmatched by any
nation. We need to build on this tradition to carry
us into the 21st century.

A riational information infrastructure, which
will be as accessible and casy to use as our exist-
ing national infrastructures, will revolutionize our
ability to communicate and collaborate by erasing
geographical boundaries. It will enable us to tap

into our existing resources of creativity and
Ikmowledge. It will lead to the development of
products and services today unimagined. It vill
create new jobs and economic strength for indi-
vidual Americans. It will accelerate the develop-
ment of critical technologies. And finally, it will
cnable us to address more effectively many soci-
ctal problems, including challenges in the areas of
health care, education, and manufacturing.

The call for a national information infrastruc-
ture builds upon the High Performance Computing
and Communications (HPCC) Program. The
HPCC Program is an excellent first step. It
provides an initial research foundation to create a
more extensive information infrastructure that will
be broadly accessible to the public and capable of
meeting a wide variety of information needs.
Nevertheless, it alone is not enough. CSPP
believes the United States must make a national
commitment to create a new national information
infrastructure that complements, builds upon, and
delivers the advantages of the research being
performed in the HPCC Program, enabling the
Private sector to create new services that will
benefit individuals in all walks of life. This will
require improving upon and linking together
current communications, computing, information,
and human resource capabilities. More impor-
tantly, it will require developing new capabilitics
to enable broad access to a variety of public and
private information resources. Finally, it will
require the integration of a range of computing
and communications technologies to enable
transmission of text, images, audio, and video to
anyone, anywhere, at any time.

CSPP believes the first step is to develop a
consensus vision — across industrics and with the
government — of what the information infrastruc-
ture should be. It will also require building a
widespread understanding of the benefits this
infrastructure could bring to individual Ameri-
cans. On the following pages, CSPP presents its
vision of the national information infrastructure
(NII). In addition, CSPP recommends the follow-
ing actions be taken by the new Administration,
Congress, and U.8. industry:
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Summary of Recommendations

Administration Agenda industry Agenda

Make the NI a National Technology 1. Continuc Investments to Develop and
Challenge Deploy an NII

Establish a National Information Infra- . Continue to Invest in Research and
structure Council Development of Applicaticas
Reach Out to Other Industries

Proinote NII Efforts

Establish an NII Implementation Entity
Invest in Research for an NII

Fund Pilot Projects to Demonstrate Develop and Participate in Pilot Projects
Technologies
Develop Nil Goals and Milestones

" Finally, CSPP belicves the public policy
principles outlined at the end of this report must
be addressed jointly by the private sector and
government before the information infrastructure
of the future can become a reality.

Develop a Public Education Program

Make Government Information Easily
Accessible

Legislative Agenda

1. Authorize a National Information Infra-
structure Council and Appropriate Funds

for its Operation

Authorize and Appropriate Funds for
Rescarch and Technology Demonstra-
tions
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Background

In December 1990, the CEOs of CSPP met
with Administration officials to discuss their
public policy positions on technology issues. At
that meeting, CSPP was asked to assess the High
Performance Computing and Communicztions
(HPCC) Program and provide recommendations
to increasc industry’s involvement and interest.

In December 3, 1991, after almost a year of
review and analysis, CSPP issued its report and
video, “Expanding the Vision of High Perfor-
mance Computing and Communications: Linking
America for the Future,” concluding that the
HPCC Program is a significant and critical under~
taking. It would, CSPP determined, advance
research in high performance computing and
networking technologics as well as increase the
use of high performance computers to solve
important science and enginecring problems. At
the sane time, CSPP observed that the HPCC
Program could provide a foundation for some-
thing more. If properly designed, HPCC research
could advance the development of technologics to
help solve a wide range of social and economic
problems and improve the competitivencss of U.S.
industry by providing the foundation for a national
communications and information infrastructure.

CSPP continues to support the HPCC Pro-
gram and belicves it should remain a national
research priority. CSPP applauds the recent
creation of a new, improved management struc-
ture for the Program, which will provide a clear

mechanism to coordinate, manage, and govern the
implementation of the Program and a central point
for private sector interaction. In addition, CSPP
commends Senator Al Gore and Representative
George Brown for introducing the Information
Infrastructure Technology Act in the summer of
1992 to move the HPCC cffort to a new level.

The research and technology advancetnents
supported by the HPCC Program remain a high
priority for CSPP. In October 1992, in the CSPP
Agenda for the 103rd Congress, we recominended
enhancing and expanding the HPCC research
agenda to: 1) provide the foundation for an infor-
mation and communications infrastrugture of the
future; 2) bring the benefits of HPCC technology
to individual Americans in areas such as health
care, education, and manufacturing; and 3) de-
velop technology demonstration projects,

In addition to supporting the HPCC Program,
CSPP believes the nation must focus on creating
the information infrastructure for the future.
Together, the HPCC Program and the NII will
provide the means to address the difficult chal-
lenges the nation now faces. HPCC research
advancements will pave the way for the applica~
tions a national information infrasiructure will
make possible, end the infrastructure will provide
a vehicle to deliver the benefits of HPCC research.
The following report describes our vision for the
infrastructure and recommendations for action that
will help to make the vision a reality.
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Part I: CSPP’s Vision

Introduction
Information in the 21st Century

In the future, the United States’ primary
resource for generating economic prosperity,
improved quality of life, and global competitive-
ness will be our ability to quickly and efficiently
generate and exchange information, technology,

* and ideas.

Increasingly, across a range of industries from
banking and retail to automotive and aerospace,
information technology has become instrumental
in product development, manufacturing, market-
ing, sales, and service. The flow of information
has become the foundation for improving produc-
tivity and increasing innovation in most every
business enterprise. U.S. industry is not, however,
the only beneficiary. Information technology
continugs to become an increasingly integral part
of the every day lives of individual Americans.

RIC

The information infrastructure of the
Suture will revolutionize the way
individuals relate with one another
by enabling us to work together,
collaborate, and access and generate
information without regard to geo-
graphical boundaries.

Automnated tellers, airline reservation systems,
anti-lock brakes, and personal computers are just a
few examples.

As we face the 21st century, we have an
advantage over our foreign competitors. We
curmrently lead the world in computing and com-
munications technologies. But to make the most
of the increasing reliance on information technol-
ogy and our current strengths, we, as a nation,
need to take the bold step of developing and

4

deploying an advanced information infrastructure
that will help us remain more productive and more
innovative than our competitors abroad.

The National information
infrastructure

What Is it?

The infrastructure of the future is a nation-
wide system that will allow all Americans to take
advantage of our rich resources in information,
communication, and computing technologies. It
will link together a range of institutions and
resources, from schools and businesses to libraries
and laboratorics. More importantly, it will link
together individuals, from senior citizens and
students, to health care professionals, manufactur-
ing managers, and business people from all ficlds.

The information infrastructure of the future
will revolutionize the way individuals relate with
one another by enabling us to work together,
collaborate, and access and generate information
without regard to geographical boundaries. It will
enable fundarnentat changes in the way we edu-
cate our children, train and retrain our workers,
earn a living, manufacture products, deliver
services of all kinds, and interact with family and
friends.

Throughout its history, the United States has
followed a tradition of creating underlying na-
tional foundations — infrastructures — that have
fostered a quality of life in America unmatched by
any nation. Qur transportation, clectric power,
and water systems ate all solid examples of this
tradition. As we move into the 21st century, these
existing infrastructures will continue to be impor-
tant, but they, alone, will no longer be sufficient to
meet our national needs.

Today, we think nothing about turning on a
faucet and immediately getting hot water for 2
shower, flipping a switch and getting clectricity to
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make coffee, and another switch to get a weather
report. We pick up the telephone without a
second thought. We must create an advanced
information infrastructure for the future that will
provide Americans with the same easy access to
all sorts of information and people.

The information infrastructure, used in
conjunction with a collection of “information
appliances” — tools that will combine computing,
communications, and video technologies, for
example — will give people in rural arcas ready
access to libraries, museum exhibits, job informa-
tion, and medical care now only available to those
who live near those resources. People all over the
country will be able to work and interact with
others, without even kmowing their collaborators’
locations. By making information resources
readily available and easy to use, the information
infrastructure cf the future will revolutionize our
ability to access the information we need and our
ability to collaborate and cooperate with others.

This infrastructure will integrate four essen-
tial elements — communications networks, com-
puters, informaticn, and people — to create a
whole new way of learning, working, and interact-
ing with others. A more detailed description of

the elements of the infrastructure includes the
following:

Communications Networks

B anetwork of interconnected and
interoperable public and private commu-
nications networks (*‘public” networks
refer to those networks, such as the
public switched telephone network, that
are open to use by anyone; “private”
networks refer to those that are limited to
use by a specific group of people meeting
certain criteria, such as corporate net-
works), providing services ranging from
high to low speed, allowing a range of
uses anytime, anywhere;

agreed-upon technical standards for
piecing together the network, having all
its pieces work together, and plugging
into it;

the capacity to transmit information, at
both high and fow speeds, in a variety of
data formats, including image, voice, and
video; and

multiple mechanisms, perhaps including
digital signatures, to support the elec-
tronic transfer of funds in exchange for
services received.

Computers

high-performance computers resident on
the communications networks to provide
intelligent switching and enhanced
network services;

powerful personal computers and work
stations — including machines that
respond to handwritten or spoken com-
mands and portable, wireless devices —
that are easy to use and mask the com-
plexity of the underlying system so
people can tap into it as zasily as they
dial a phone; and

distributed computer applications that are
widely accessible over the network
(which acts like a lending library) and
that help people perform a wide variety
of tasks quickly and ecasily.

Information

public and private databases and digital
libraries that include material in video,
image, and audio formats; and

informaiion services and network directo-
rics that assist users in locating, synthe-
sizing, and updating information.
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People

B people of all ages and backgrounds who
arc casily able to use the rich and varied
resources available through the infra-
structure to improve how they leam, live,
and work; and

people who create, package, communi-
cate, and seil information in the many
new ways made possible by the existence
of the information infrastructure,

Why is It important?

The investments the nation has made over the
years to develop our existing transportation,
communications, and energy distribution infra-
structures were instrumental in making the United
States an ccondmic and political world leader.
They were also instrumental in improving the
quality of life for individual Americans. To
remain an economic power in the 21st century, the
United States must have in place an infrastructure
that allows us to compete in the Information Age
by providing a tool to be continually more produc-
tive and innovative.

An information infrastructure will enable the
U.S. to tap into the vast resources of knowledge
and creativity that already exist in this country.
As the volume and complexity of our information
resopurces has increased, it has become almost
impossible for any individual or business to take
full advantage of what is available. An informa-
tion infrastructure will make the benefits of
information technology as available to individual
Americans as the transportation infrastructure
made available the benefits of automotive technol-
ogy and the communications infrastructure made
available the benefits of telephone technology. It
will create new opportunities for the development
of products and services we cannot even begin to
imagine today, creating new jobs and economic

1t will create new opportunities for the
development of products and services
we cannot even begin to imagine today,
creating new jobs and economic
strength for Americans and providing a
resource for our current workers to
continuously improve their job skills.

strength for Americans and providing a resource
for our current workers to continuously improve
and upgrade their job skills.

In addition, an information infrastructure will
accelerate the development of critical U.S. tech-
nologies. A strong consensus exists as to what
technologies bolster the competitiveness of our
economy and where we stand in those technolo-
gies relative to the rest of the world. Initiatives to
develop, deploy, and use an information infra-
structure will create a market demand for many of
these technologies, spurring an increase in private
sector investment. Moreover, these technologics
would be put to work in the real world, a testing
ground more powerful than the laboratory and
with the potential to directly benefit individual
Americans by gencrating advancements in com-
mercially relevant technologies and creating an
infrastructure they can use.

Finally, the information infrastructure will
lead to the development of a range of new “infor-
mation appliances” that will aliow Americzas to
tap into the resources of the infrastructure in ways
beyond our undetstanding today. Some of these
tools for the infrastructure could include interac-
tive learning devices, wireless computers capable
of simulating design and engineering plans on-
site, and pocket size devices allowing doctors
Access to medical resources from remote locations.
The only thing that will limit the shape, form, and
use of these appliances is our imagination,
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Why Shoukd The United States Act Now?

Today, many of the changes taking place in
our economy and influencing our competitive
position are driven by the advent of the informa-
tion age and the new set of economic ground rules
this has created. In the information age, the value
of the products and services we cxchange is
increasingly a function of their information con-
tent and the knowledge used to create them rather
than the raw materials used to produce them.
Because of this shift, the ability to easily access
and share information and stimulate the creation

A coordinated, focused drive for a
national information infrastructure will
enable us to more effectively and effi-
ciently devote our collective talents to
developing the competitive edge
against other nations.

of new ideas is cssental to maintaining a strong
economy, developing world class industries, and
enhancing the quality of life for every citizen.
America now has the opportunity to create the
information infrastructure required to achieve this.

Other nations, including Japan, Germany,
France, and Singapore are taking significant steps
to upgrade their own infrastructures and have
long-term plans in place to continue deing so.
with U.S. industty and government working
together as partners, we can build on our already
strong lead in information technology to maintain
our current lead, help us compete abroad, and
improve our quality of life at home.

A coordinated, focused drive for a nationa!
information infrastructure will enable us to more
effectively and efficiently devote our collective
talents to developing the competitive edge against
other nations. Working together toward a com-
mon goal, America will realize the benefits of an
information infrastructure sooner — we will
establish the standards the world wiil need to
follow and we will be the first to market with
important new products, services, and applications
for the infrastructure. Morc importantly, we will
be able to dramatically change the way Americans
leamn, care for the sick and elderly, and manufac-
ture products.

The following descriptions provide a glimpse
of the important benefits an information infra-
structure could make possible.




The Potential Benefits

Health Care

Americana spend more on health care than on
any other industry, but they are getting less in
return for their expenditures than is possible. For
many people, health care ia too expensive and
often unavailable. CSPP belicves that computing
and communications technologics can provide
solutions to both of thesc shortcomings.

Health care ia a large, high growth, recession
resistant industry, with spending rising about 2 172
times faster than GNP. In 1991, health care
spending totalled $738 billion, or 13% of GNP, up
from 7.3% of GNP in 1970. The Health Care
Financing Administration projects that the
nation's health outlays will reach $1.6 trillion by
the year 2000. The soaring cost of health care has
triggered concern about the ability of the nation to
continue providing quality health and medical care
as well as the ability of individual Americans to
afford it.

Health care is extremely information inten-
sive. Each year, Americans maks approximately
636 million visits to doctors’ offices for ambula-
tory care. In addition, 23 million surgical proce-
dures are performed annually. Each visit and
procedure generates large amounts of medical and
financial data. ‘There is presently no means to
preserve or track that information for use in future
or related health care situations. In fact, the cost
of managing health care infarmation is one of the
prime causes of the increasing cost of health care,

Improving the management of this informa-
tion through a health care information infrastruc-
turc will enable efficiency gains and cost savings
throughout the entire health care process. First,
roughly 20% of annual health care expenditures
go to administrative costs, inciuding processing an
estimated five million health care claims per day,
Computing and communications technologies
offer new opportunities to improve the manage-
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Improving the management of this
information through a health care
information infrastructure will en-
able efficiency gains and cost sav-
ings throughout the entire health
care process.

ment of and access to health care-related informa-
tion and to reduce costs for processing insurance
claims through electronic payment and reimburse-
ment. Second, better access to medical data and
patient medical histories will help improve doc-
tors’ diagnoses by providing fast and easy access
to accurate, complete, and up-to-date information.
Third, high speed networks will enable residents
of rural areas and inner citics to ¢njoy the benefits
of the latest medical technologies and expert
opinions without lcaving their home towns.
Finally, easy access to information by individuals
in their homes on sclf-care and healthy lifestyle
practices will enable people to better manage their
own health, reducing the number of visits to
doctors’ offices and hospitals, and increasing the
likelihood that medical problems will be identified
earlier.

The challenge is to create a medical informa-
tion infrastructure that will support the following
types of applications that could help, in the near
and lenger term, to solve the health care problems
the nation is experiencing:

# On-Line Patient Records — Hospitals,
doctors’ offices, and community clinics will be
interconnected through high speed networks.
Patient records, including medical and biological

data, would be available to authorized health care
professionals anytime, anywhere {with privacy
assured) over these networks. This would enable
health care providers to access immediately, from
any location, the most up-to-date patient data,
including medical images from tests, resulting in
improved diagnoses and more informed treatment
decisions.

u Madical Coliaboration — Medical
personnel will use interactive, multimedia
telemedicine technologies to collaborate and
consult with each other over distances. Doctors in
hospitals or offices will consult on short notice
with experts located anywhere in the nation;
emergency room physicians will provide vital
assistance to emergency medical personnel on the
scene via wireless technologies. Patients and their
doctors would have instant access — at affordable
cost — to experts and specialists, no matter where
the patient is located.

| Surgical Planning and Treatment —
Physicians and surgeons will use high speed
computing technologics to simulate the function
of human organs to facilitate medical diagnoses
and treatment decisions, and to plan complex
surgical procedures. Imaging and modeling
techniques will be used to produce realistic and
detailed 3D models of a patient's organ, to de-
velop the most effective and safe surgical proce-
dures, to demonstrate planned procedures to
patients and medical students, and to develop
alternate non-invasive treatments. With high
speed networks, images could be transmitted
instantly to experts located elsewhere for confir-
mation of diagnoses and treatment recommenda-
tions.




Education

To ensute a secure and prosperous future,
Americans need to be able to think critically and
to have access to the widest possible body of
knowledge. The work force requirements of the
future will increasingly require people to be able
to learn new skills to adapt to changing job re-
quiremnents and new technologies and to usc
knowledge and information to make decisions.
Changes must be made to the United States’
cducation systemn to ensure that it will give indi-
viduals the skills they will need for lifelong
leamning in a high wage, information-based
economy of the future.

Meeting these challenges will 1equire extend-
ing America’s edge in computing and communica-
tions technologics to education services in
schools, communities, work places, and homes.
An information infrastructure for lifelong leamning
will offer unprecedented potential for improving

lives by making knowledge readily available and
usable by all Americans. Such an infrastructure
would provide a tool for addressing many of the
learning needs the country is facing, including, for
example, making additional rescurces available
on-line for teachers who want to improve their
skills and update their knowledge; providing a
means for Americans to continually acquire the
new knowledge to adapt to the multiple careers
many will likely undertake; providing seniors and
disabled or homebound Americans direct access to
information resources critical to their health and
welfare; and providing better access to informa-
tion that affects our quality of life and cultural
awareness.

—
Ly

Effective deployment of a computing and
communications infrastructure for education and
lifelong Iearning requires well trained and techno-
logically experienced teachers and administrators
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Ar information infrastructure for
lifelong learning will offer unprec-
edented potential for improving lives
by making imowledge readily avail-
able and usable by all Americans.

who can facilitate the use, installation, and man-
agement of new instructional technologies such as
digita! interactive video, local area networks, and
gateways to national networks. Users and students
will need new skills to help them retrieve, review,
categorize, and analyze the information and
knowledge they will be able to access. This will
require investment in training for educators and
students in the use of new technologies, develop-
ment of model curricula and new instructional
techniques, development of new information
resources, improvement in the quality of existing
resources, and extension of public access to
¢lectronic schools and libraries.

A national information infrastructure will
create an enormous range of education and life-
long leaming applications, such as:

% On-ine Job Training Libraries —
Interactive, multimedia, digital libraries will be
available on job sites to provide workers with
task-oriented information that they could use, at
their own convenience and pace, to improve and
upgrade their job skills and performance. Work-
ers in any job — assembly lines, retail outlets,
sales, or offices — would be able to continuously
upgrade their skills and learn new skills at any
time through customized training libraries.

11

B Electronic Libraries — Students will use
on-line clectronic libraries in classrooms and at
home to leamn more about any topic. For example,
if a student wanted to leamn about the works of
Shakespeare — or about a specific play — he or
she will simply turn on a computer and, with the
flick of a switch, be connected to the entire works
of Shakespeare, complete with photographs,
videos, and recordings. The electronic libraries
will include software tools to help students find
the information they need, identify relevant data,
analyze, and present the information and will
provide access to information and reference
specialists to help users locate the material they
need.

W Virtual Laboratories & Field Trips —
Through virtual laboratories, students will per-
form science experiments using equipment and
facilities located anywhere in the United States,
including at the national laboratories, in collabora-
tion with some of the nation’s best laboratory
scientists. Students will also take “field trips” to
museums, observatories, science exhibits, and
research centers without leaving the classroom,

B Collaborative Learning — Students of
all levels and ages, teachers, and experts will
collaborate, in real time, via high speed networks,
on a wide variety of learning projects. The col-
laborators will access information and high perfor-
mance computing resources located throughout
the country, such as images collected by NASA's
Earth Observing System satellites, and would
work together to develop research projects that
focus on their own interests.
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The U.S. manufacturing enterprise faces
enormous challenges over the next decade just to
keep up with new informnation and new technolo-
gies. The industrial world is rapidly moving to
“electronic commerce,” in which suppliers and
design collaborators will be on-line; factories will
be highly programmable and staffed with highly
skilled personnel; product design and manufactur-
ing will be fully integrated; and custom-made,
high-quality products will be manufactured rap-
idly in small quantities. Failure to keep pace and
maintain technological leadership will threaten our
long-term competitive position in the world
market.

Increasingly, to stay competitive, companics
of all sizes must be sble to respond rapidly to
customer demands for high-quality products at
low cost. This requires manufacturing and design
processes that are highly cfficient and flexible to

Intelligent Manufacturing

enable the shortest possible design, development,
and production times. Companies able to adapt
and apply the latest information and communica-
tions technologies to their manufacturing pro-
cesses will have an advantage over their less
innovative competitors in the future. The chal-
lenge, therefore, is to develop, deploy and apply
the technologies for a manufacturing infrastruc-
ture that incorporates computing and communica-
tions technologies to support integrated develop-
ment, engineering, and manufacturing processes.

It is critical to ensure that small and medium
manufacturers are stakcholders in this new infra-
structure. Small and medium manufacturers are
vital to the nation’s economic development and
growth, accounting for 40 percent of GNP, half of
all employment, and more than half of job cre-
ation. Providing small and medium companies
with access to computing, communications, and

12
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information resources will enable them to adopt
new technologies and manufacturing techniques,
reducing the cost of doing business and increasing
cfficiency and productivity.

Work is already underway in the private and
public sectors to expand the use of advanced
computing and communications technologies in
the manufacturing process, but much more is
needed. HPCC Program research in acrospace
vehicle design and advanced materials are justa
few examples of the application of high perfor-
mance computing to benefit our industries. Com-
puter-aided design (CAD) and computer-aided
manufacturing (CAM) technologies are being
incorporated into U.S. manufacturing enterprises
at increasing rates. However, CAD/CAM tech-
nologies, which are further advanced than many
other intelligent manufacturing innovations, still
need improvement before they can be widely
implemented and must be integrated into both the
design and manufacturing processes to fully
realize their benefits.

A national information infrastructure has the
potential to significantly increase the productivity
and quality of U.S. manufacturing by enabling
applications such as:

® Concurrent and Distributed Dasign,
Engineering, and Manufacturing.— Manufac-
turers of products, from automobiles to airplanes,
and from machine tools to televisions, will distrib-
ute scheduling and production across geographi-
cally dispersed facilities to reduce production
delays, minimize manufacturing, transportation,
and inventory costs, perform design, engincering,
and manufacturing concurrently, and leverage
unique skills and availability of skilled resources.
Large amounts of information, such as engineer-
ing modeling data, product specifications, test
specifications, and bills of materials, will be

13

Companies able to adapt and apply
the latest information and communi-
cations technologies to their manufac-
turing processes will have an advan-
tage over their less innovative com-
petitors in the future.

distributed and shared among dispersed facilities
in real time. All -f these techniques will signifi-
cantly reduce the time to develop new products
and bring them to market.

H Electronic Commesrce for Manufac-
turing Enterprises — Companies of all sizes
will increase their efficiency and productivity
while reducing costs by incorporating electronic
commerce into their operations. Through links
with suppliers, customers and local, state and
federal governments, companies will be able to
conduct virtually all of their essential business
opportunities electronically, including: locating
the best suppliers to meet their needs, identifying
potential customers for their products, placing and
receiving orders, exchanging payments, and
ascertaining the latest govemnment regulations
affecting their businesses and submitting required
compliance reports electronically,

B Virtual Design and Manufacturing
Project — Manufacturers of complex, expensive
products will use virtual design facilitics to model,
simulate, and visualize product designs and
manufacturing processes in advance, saving the
costs of building prototypes. Eventually, virtual
reality technologies will permit product designers
to “walk through” new products before actually
building the products and through manufacturing
facilities before production begins.
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Part ll: Recommendations for Action

By investing in the HPCC Program, the
United States has already begun investing in the
research for an infrastructure based on high speed
networks, high performance computers, and on-
line information. CSPP will continue to work
with Congress and the new Administration to
impletnent our recommendations to improve the
structure of the HPCC Program. However, we
toust now make a national commitment to take the
next step to develep a new national information
infrastructure that will provide us with the best
opportunity to compete in the globai economy of
the future.

Through a public and private partnership to
develop and deploy a national information infra-
structure, we will not only lay the best foundation
for remaining internationally competitive, we will
also give ourselves the best chance to solve many
of our domestic challenges — the declining
quality of education, the skyrocketing cost and
limited availability of high-quality heaith care,
and the need for businesses of all sizes to increase
quality and productivity -— which increasingly
require the ability to access and use large amounts
of disttibuted information.

We must now make a national commit-
ment to take the next step to develop a
new national information infrastruc-
ture that will provide us with the best
opportunity to compete in the global
economy of the future.

The time to act is now. Creating a national
information infrastructure of the future will
require improving upon and linking together
current communications, computing, information,
and human resource capabilities. More impor-
tantly, it will require developing new capabilities
to enable broad access by millions of Americans
to public and private information resources and to
cnable people to generate, transmit and receive
text, images, and video anywhere, at any time.

Before the comprehensive information infea-
structure of the future cen be realized, 2 broad
crozs-section of American industries, academic
and rescarch institutions, and the federal govem-
ment need to agree on a common vision for the
effort. With a common vision in place, the private
and public sectors can make a commitment to do
what they need to do, independently or together,
to make the vision a reality. While the private
sector has primary responsibility for developing
and making available the services, products,
networks, and applications to make the infrastruc-
ture possible, the federal government has an
important role as a catalyst in stimulating the
cffort and creating a regulatory environment that
will encourage private sector investment and
implementation.

To accelerate the development and deploy-
ment of a national information infrastructure,
CSPP recommends that the Administration,
Congress, and the private sector begin a joint
effort to take the following actions:

Administration Agenda

1. Make the Nil a National Technology
Challenga: The President should declare the
national information infrastructure a new national
technology challenge. The President should, in
his State of the Union address and his FY94
budget submission, issue a challenge to Congress,
industry, academic, and research institutions, and
potential users to work with him to create a new
information infrastructure.

2. Establish a National Information Infra-
structure Cauncil: The successful development
and deployment of a national information infra-
structure will be contingent upon the government
adopting a vision and a strategy for its implemen-
tation. The best way to accomplish these objec-
tives is to establish a National Information Infra-
structure Council, chaired by the Vice President,
to provide a management focus for the effort,
Members of the Council should include the Secre-
tary of Commerce, the Director of the Office of
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Science and Technology Policy, the Chairman of
the Federal Communications Commission, and the
heads of other federal departments, agencizs, and
White House Executi ve Offices who have roles or
respongsibilities in the information infrastructure,
and private sector experts, including representa-
tives of industry, user groups, and research institu-
tions. The Council should have as its mitial
responsibilities:

B adopting a vision for an NIJ;

B working with the private sector to de-
velop and adopt several concrete goals
for the NII, with accomplishable mile-
stones;

coordinating the NI activities of the
various government agencics and depart-
ments; and

developing a strategy to address the
information infrastructure policy prin-
ciples listed following these recommen-
dations.

3. Establish an NIl Implementation Entity:
Establish a federal entity to implement the Na-
tional Information Infrastructure Council's vision,
plans, strategies, recommendations, and other
directions. The entity should have the responsi-
bility and the authority to:

®  manage and focus the NIl research
agenda, including rescarch performed by
the national labs;

coordinate, in conjunction with other
appropriate agencies and departments,
the NI1 technology demonstrations; and

develop strategies to overcome policy
and regulatory barriers affecting the

deployment by the private sector of a
national communications network of
interoperable, interworking networks.

4. Invest in Reseerch for an Nil: The FY94
budget request should include funds for

15

precompetitive, generic rescarch on cnabling
technologices for an NlI, such as the following:

W rescarch on the generic, enabling tech-
nologies nceded to address challenges in
health care, education and lifelong
leaming, and intelligent manufacturing;

rescarch on the scalability problems
associated with aggregating many high,
medium, and low speed users;

technologics and architectures to ensure
the security of information available in
an NIt and to guarantee privacy of
information;

interoperability;

integrity and robustness of networks and
databases;

human/computer interfaces, such as
speech and handwriting recognition and
machine intelligence; and

research on creating and managing
distributed electronic databases and
libraries, such as indexing databases,
digitizing librarics, and organizing
material.

5. Fund Pilot Projects to Demonsirate
Tachnologies: In conjunction with industry, the
federal government should fund pilot projects to
demonstrate the application of high performance
computing and communications technologies to
health care, education and lifelong lcamning, and
manufacturing. Such projects will help solve
problems in scaling technologics and accelerate
development of standards.

6. Develop a Public Education Program:
Request the National Research Council of the
National Academies of Science and Engincering
to develop, in conjunction with the private sector,
a program to educate the general public about the
potential benefits of an NI and the impact it will
have on their lives.
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7. Mske Govarnmant Information Easily
Accassible: An information infrastracture could
provide federal, state, and local governments with
a system to better serve their citizens while reduc-
ing the cost of providing those services. Through
a national information infrastructure, people
would have ready access to the most up to date
information about their entitlement to health,
education, housing, and social security benefits.
Citizens could, for example, use the infrastructure
to register to vote, tenew their drivers licenses,
and pay their taxes. The National Rescarch
Council should assess federal information collec-
tion and dissemination policies and practices and
make recommendations on how such policies and
practices should be changed to make public
information ¢asily available and accessible to
citizens through the NIL. The NII implementation
agency should be charged with developing a
strategy to implement the recommendations across
all affected departments and agencies

Legisiative Agenda

1. Authorize a National Information Infra-
structura Council eand Appropriata Funds
for its Operation: Introduce legislation to
authorize creation of a National Iuformation
Infrastructure Courcil to oversee development of
the NII and appropriate funds for its operation.

2. Authorize and Appropriate Funds for
Rassarch and Technology Demonstrations:
Introduce legislation, based on the Information
Infrastructute and Technology Act of 1992, to
authorize research on NII technologics and dem-
onstration projects in health care, education, and
manufacturing, and appropriate funds for such
projects.

Industry Agenda

1. Continue Investments to Deveiop and
Deploy en Nll: The U.S. computer industry is
tnvesting billions of dollars cach year in research
and development relevant to an NII. Ind

must continue to work to develop and deploy the
NI, including:

®  deployment of interopu+ble communica-
tions networks;

B development of on-line dtabases and
applications;

B development of easy to use computers
and information appliances; and

W training people to design, develop, and
use the various clements of the infra-
structure.

2. Continue to Invast in Research and
Davelopment of Applications: Companics
must continue independent and collaborative
efforts to invest in resezrch on NIl technologies
and development of new products and services.

3. Reach Out to Other industries: CSPP
will initiate a project to encourage other industries
likely to benefit from the applications made
possible through an NII to join the effort to
achieve an NII.

4. Promota Nil Efforts: A wide range of
affected industries should form a non-profit group
to work with the National Research Council to
promote the NI1.

5. Deveiop and Participate in Pitut
Projects: Industry should undertake an effort to
develop strategic plans and facilitate the formation
of teams to design technology demonstration
projects in health care, education and lifelong
leamning, and manufacturing.

6. Devalop Nil Goals and Milestones: The
private sector will work with the Infrastructure
Council to develop specific examples of
accomplishable goals for an NII, with concrete
milestones, such as, for example, a nationwide
system of on-line patient records accessible by any
authorized health care professional, anywhere; and
all small and medium manufacturing companies
networked with the manufacturing extension
centers.
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Policy Principies for a National Information Infrastructure

The public and private sectors have important
roles in making the information infrastructure a
reality. While the development and deployment
of the if frastructure must be led by the private
sector, guided by the forces of a free and open
market, the federal government can sccelerate its
implementation by acting as a catalyst and a

CSPP has identified the following important
public policy principles that will have to be
addressed jointly by the public and private sectors
before the information infrastructure can become a
reality. CSP? looks forward to wotking with the
new Administration, new Congress, and other
industry groups to address these issues.

1. Acscess — Because an informed citizenry is
essential to the nation’s growth, all individuals
must have access to the NII.

2. First Amendment — To ensure freedom of

expression in an NIJ, First Amendment principles
guananteeing freedom of speech, as articulaied by
U.S. courts, should apply to electronically-trans-

mitted communications.

3. Privacy - Consumers of NIl services have a
right to privacy in their use of the NII.

4. Security — Iaformation available through the
NII nust be protected against unauthorized access,
tampeting, and misuse, consistent with the needs
~{ the applications and the desires of the user.

17

5. Confidantiality -- NII users must be free to
use effective, industry-developed encryption to
ensure confidentiality of communications and

6. Affordabllity -- To promote maximum use,
the NII must be affordable.

7. Intellactual Proparty - The fundamental
principles of copyright should apply to electroni-
cally-available information in the same manner as
for other media.

8. Naw Tachnologies -- While it is impossible
to anticipate all of the technologies that will
eventually be part of the NII, the political and
regulatory environment must encourage the
development of new technologics and their incor-
poration in the Nil.

9. Intaroparebility -- The NII must support
maximum interopetability among networks in this
country and intemnationally.

10. Compatition -- Service providers must
have fair and open access to the NIl in order to
assure competition among such providers.

11. Caerriar Liability — Information scrvices
carriers and distributors who have no editorial
control over the contents of electronic information
should not be liable for the content of the informa-
tion transmitted over the NII.

RIC
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Mr. Kay. As we perceive, looking at the continuum from HPCC
through NII, I think that we find that the subjects you have put
in front of the Subcommittee this morning really lend themselves
to being looked at in three phases. Phase one is the HPCC program
itself; phase two is the applications phase, which I think is rep-
resented by the Information Infrastructure Technology Act; and
phase three, we believe, is the NII itself; and what I would like to
do is simply address those three phases briefly with the areas
where we see need for improvement or additions.

With regard to HPCC, the computer industry CEO’s are very
strongly supportive of the program. They think it is a very impor-
tant building block for the effort to reach an NII. We also want to
commend both the Congress and the agencies working within the
program who have really done a good job of, in many ways, being
out ahead of industry in thinking about this issue.

However, I think there are two im%ortant areas where improve-
ments need to be made, and I think the Chairman alluded fo them
earlier. The first is, we have recommendations with regard to
HPCC management. The HPCC program is—one of our CEQ’s de-
scribed it as eight preexisting government missions with a ribbon
tied around them, and I think there is some truth fo that.

We have argued for the last 18 months to create stronger man-
agement and coordination of the program. We believe those efforts
in part led to the HPCC Coordination Office, which is now chaired
by Dr. Lindberg of NLM. We, though, believe that that Coordina-
tion Office is not enough of a management structure, and as we
head toward an NI, that the Congress ought to look seriously at
moving from coordination to actual management.

I think the CEO’s, as could be expected, feel that the current
loose coordination structure is one that they feel will not succeed
in an area as complicated as this, and particularlg as you worri\(I or
begin to worry about the interaction between HPCC and an NII
it is going to be even more important that there be central manage-
ment, that the Congress be able to see what goals the program has
set for itself and whether those are met and have accountability to
gﬁe person, and we don’t think the current structure lends itself to

at.

Secondly, we would ask you to look at the area of private sector
input. While several H'Beo le have referred to the FNC Advisory
Group, there is no CC advisory group to date. One has been
called for in the legislation; it has not yet been formed; it needs to
be. And we also would mention to you that two of our CEQ’s whose
names had been put forward to serve on the PCAST advisory group
on HPCC—and due to a set of regulations coming out of the White
House General Counsel’s office, they were not permitted to serve
on that advisory group—we think it would be important for you to
make sure that as you oversee the HPCC adwisory commission,
that you make sure that people of the best intellect and best ability
in the country be in a position to serve on that group.

Moving to the applications phase, we would simply say that we
strongly support the Information Infrastructure Technology Act.
We think that the r{ﬁl}lt applications have been chosen. We think
that ultimately the HPFCC program won’t receive public support if
it is not viewed to be tied to these public beneficial activities.
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We would suggest to you that there are two areas that you need
to look at with regard to this Act itself. One is an omission, we be-
lieve, which is that there isn't a research agenda for the National
Information Infrastructure which has been included in this bill.
The HPCC program has a research agenda devoted to establishing
the NREN and Grand Challenges, but the NII has a separate set
of research challenges which we think are very important, and they
would include those issues in the research area that go to millions
of end users and the problems of scale-ability of architecture, and
we don’t think the current HPCC program has that research agen-
da in it, and we think that your new bill ought to include such a
research agenda.

Secondly, we again would raise the issue of management and
would raise questions as to whether the OSTP is really the appro-
priate home for the management of a government agency. Coordi-
nation makes a lot of sense, and it is set up to do that, but in terms
of whether or not it is a programmatic entity and was designed to
oversee a program and have program accountability, we would sug-
gest that the Congress may want to look other structural alter-
natﬁves for the Information Infrastructure and Applications Act as
well.

Finally, with regard to the NII itself, we would observe that nei-
ther of these two bills—neither the HPCC program nor the pro-
posed Information Infrastructure Act—describes the National Infor-
mation Infrastructure as a national technology challenge or as a le-
gitimate goal of a federal, corporate, academic, public alliance. We
think that that needs to be done, whether it is done in the context
of an Information Infrastructure Act or additional legislation.

We think the NII needs to become a very specific national tech-
nology challenge, and we believe there needs to be a new entity
created to help facilitate a dialogue between the private sector, the
public sector, academe, to discuss the vision of a national informa-
tion infrastructure as well as a whole host of public policy issues
that we think get raised by a national information infrastructure.

The Information Infrastructure Technology Act that was intro-
duced in the last Congress does not address this set of igsues, and
it is for that reason that the CSPP in its report specifically sug-
gested that an information infrastructure council be created that
would be a forum that could take both of these activities on—the
discussion about what is our joint vision for an NII; the computer
industry has modestly ‘put its vision forward, but many other in-
dustries need to come forward, many other public groups need to
come forward, and share their vision of an NII. There needs to be
a forum where the government and industry and other affected
communities can discuss this vision and come to some closure on
it so we can begin a plan. We think that entity needs to be put in
place.

And, secondlg at the end of our report we have suggested about
11 areas of public policy where such a council should begin delib-
erating, and those are areas some of which were covered on the
previous panel, including access, First Amendment, privacy, secu-
rity, confidentiality, aﬂ‘ordabilii}:'{_ja

ut we don’t see either the HPCC program or the current Infor-
mation Infrastructure Act providing the kind of forum where those
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issues could be discussed, and I think our CEO’s at this point think
that it is time for both the Congress, the Administration, and those
of us in industry to get behind the National Information Infrastruc-
ture as a stated public policy goal that we can all jointly work on,
and we look forward to working with you, Mr. Chairman, and your
Subcommittee in that effort.

Thank you.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Kay follows:]
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INTRODUCTION

Tandem, and Unisys. “he
and advocste public policy positions on trad s
industry, ail high-technology industries, and the

On December 3, 1991,¢Mrdmostaywofmviowmdmdysis,CSPPi&sc.od
its report and video, Expanding the Vision of High Performance Computing and

Communications: Lin \ ing that the HPCC
Commur : oo, P moe

mppmwmmummmmnmma
nationsl research priority. waw.mbellevommptown'simpbm«mn
are made in three areas: 1) program
management; 2) private sector participation; and 3) expending the program to inciLde
fessarch needed in health cere, educetion, and manufacturing.




1. Improve Program Management

SSPP appiauds the establishment last year cf a new HPCC Coordination Ofi ce
and the appointment of Dr. Donsid Lindberg, the Director of the National Library of
Medicine, as its Director. This néw i
the imgiemantation o the Program and 8 much-need
interaciion. Dr. Lindterg is to be commended for his early leacarship in his new ro e
mdhhiswillhgnultor“d\ommhmesudpwu.

However, CSPP is concermned that the new office is chartered to provide
coordination, not management, and does not have sufficient rescurces 10 adequately
provide the kind of orrersight that is needed to ensure the prograin’s success. CStP
believes that for the HPCC Program to move forward effectively, additionsl
munagamantwﬁaorﬂyisroquifedtompmgmn
goals, and to enabls closs interaction program.
CSPP urges the subcommities 10 examine the HPCC Coordination Office's charter,
ratssion, and resources, and assess whether a stronger management role for the
office viould increase the program’s effectiveness.

2. mprove Privata Sector Input

~SPP believes that the resesrch and technologies developed through the HFCC
progran have the pctertial to provide the nation with the foundation for an
infrastructure that will help improve the quality of life for all Americans in the 21st
contury and beyond. Investments in HPCCmowchunbestbemwnmdmrough
regular, ongoing inputfrommOpr'rvmmr. Currently, advice can be provided
mmmywmhw,mdmmmmm. Engineering, snd
Technology and throagh the ' agencies stworking Council

Advisoy Committee orovides provide input on
fecleral ing activities. Hmw.mmmmﬂyhnorﬁgl\mmmm
the HPCC Program. TheHIghPufom;ncocompuﬁngAct
sorycommittooonhighpmormmoc
of the resesrch, education, and Korary
.andindusty.marespecialyqualiﬂedwprovidu
computing. CSPP considers the
criuedtoptovidomommforpdvm.v,ocor
nput into the prograim.

3. Expend the Program

lnwoooemtmwmnpott.CSPPncommdodo
Program and budget ta i funds 1o begin research needed to
health care, educstion, snd menufacturing. CSPP commends then-
NWM&MMMMM&MI
Todwﬂocywhhumm1m thSPPwongtysuppommmon.
whid\btﬁthPOCMmamwM.moonﬁwnmboﬁowﬂmbnmecto
upuﬂhHPCCnuvchprogwnwindudomchnb\wto.duuﬁon.mm
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care ard manufacturiag. Specifically, CSPP recommends adding the Department o
Educat on to the progiram and expanding the roles of the Department of Health anc
Human Services, the Department of Commerca, the National Science Foundation, eénd
the othar HPCC agercies, &8 sppropriste to address these new areas.

fli. THE INFORMATION INFRASTRUCTURE TECHNOLOGY ACT

CSPP strongly supported the Information infrastructure and Technology Act
when: 1t was introducud last year and has recently recommended that it be
reintrociuced and passed by the 103rd Congress. By authorizing funds for
demonstration projects in heaith care, education, manufacturing, and libraries, the £.ct
is congistent with CSI>P's recommendations for sccelersting development and
deploymant of the Netional Information infrastructure. Pilot projects and testbeds a-e
sssential to demonstrate the appiication of NI technologies in new areas and the
benefits that they will make possible, such as the cost savings that may be achievel in
e management of eslth care dats, to acceierats the development of standards, t
adidress the problems in scaling new technologles, and to bring together researches
from industry, goverrment, academia, gnd the user communities in the developmert of
solutions to difficult problems.

3SPP supports the Information Infrastructure and Technology Act because it
will helj) address chaienges the nation facas in health care, education, and
manufecturing. The tollowing are brigf descriptions of some of the improvements tr e
nation nay be able to achieve through an NIi.

A Health Care

An NIl will offer new oppartunities to improve the management of and access to
health sare-reiated information and to reduce costs for processing insurance claims
through electronic payment and reimbursement. Better access to medical data anc
patient medical histories wit heip improve doctors’ disgnoses by providing fast and
easy 8:CIss 10 accuiate, compiets, and up-to-date information. An Nil wil engble
residerts of rural areas and inner clies to enjoy the bensefits of the latest medical
techno ogies and excert opinions without leeving their home towns. Finally, essy
access 1o informatior by incividuals in their homes on seif-care sixi healthy ifestyls
qmmmm.mwmmmmwmm,mmmnmm
visits to doctors’ offices and hospitals, and increasing the likelihood that medical
problecns will be identified earlier. The following types of appiications could heip, in
the near and longer term, 0 soive the heaith care problems the nation is experienc ng:

» On-Line Patient Records — Hospitals, doctors’ offices, and communizy
cHnics will be iterconnected through high speed networks. Patient records,
immmwmmwmmummtomm
rare professionais anytime, anywhere (with privacy assured) aver these
networks. This wouid enable health care providers to access immediately, from
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any location, the most up-to-date patient data, inciuding rmedical images fron:
lests, resulting in improved diagnoses and more informed treatment decisions.

" Maedica! Coliaboration — Medical personnei will use interactive,
multimedia telemedicine technologies to colizborate and consult with each Ater
over distances. Doctors in hospitals or offices will consult on short notice wih
axperts located anywhers in the nation; emergency room physicians will provide
=Mmmtoem«goncymdicalp«sonnelonthesooneviawiroless
technologies. Patients and their doctors would have instant access — at
Affordable cos: - 10 exports and spacisiists, no matter whaere the patiert is
located.

1 Surgica! Planning and Trestment — Physicians and surgeons will us »
high speed computing technologies to simulate the function of human organ; to

- faciitate medical diagnoses and treatment decisions, and to plan compilex
surgical procedures. Imaging and modeiing techniques will be used to prodice
realistic and dataied 3D modeis of 3 pationt’s organ, to develop the most
-mmmsmm,mdmmeplmedmdwest:
]>ationts and medical students, and to deveiop altemate non-invasive
‘Teatmerts. With high speed networks, images could be transmitted instantly- to
perts kocated elsewhers for confirmation of disgnoses and treatment
recommendationg.

B. Zducation

An Nl will be an essential tool for meeting the education challenges of the
future. An NIl will offsr unpracedented patential for improving lives by making
knowledge readily available and usable by all Americans. Education and elong
foarnim;appﬁcaﬂommnwfoﬂawhgwoddpmvidom:foud&uﬁ\g many of
the leaning needs the country is facing.

' On-ine Job Tralning Librartes -- Interactive, multimedia, digital librar es
‘wili be available on job sites to provide workers with task-oriented information
“hat they couki uss, st their own conveniencs and pacs, to imprave and
spgrade their job skills and performance. Workers in £0y job - asgsembly lines,
wm,sm,mm—mmmmmmmmm
skills and learmn new skills &t any time through customized training braries.

. Electronic Libraries -- Students will use on-kne ekectronic kbraries in
“iassrooms ard at home to learn more about any topic. For axarnple, if a
3tudent wanted to learn sbout the works of Shakespeare — or about a spachic
dlay — he or 376 will simply tumn on a computer and, with the flck of a switch,
%8 connected to the entire works of Shaksspeare, compiets with photograpt s,
ideos, and recordings. The electronic ibraries will inciude softwars tools to
oip students find the information they need, identify relevant data, analyze, and
Jresant the information and will provide access to information and reference
‘spacislists to help users locate the material they need.
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" Virtua! Laboratories & Fieid Tripe — Through virtual laboratories,
students will pirform SCience SXPENIMeNts using equipment and facliities loca ed
anywhere in the United States, inciuding at the national isboratories, in
collaboration with some of the nation's bast laboratory scientists.  Students vill
also take “fisld trips” 10 museums, observatories, science exhibits, and reseach
centars without leaving the classroom,

" Collabcrative Learning - Students of all levels and ages, teachers, aad
axperts will collaborate, in real time via high speed networks, on a wids variey
of learning projects. The collaborators will access information and high
performance computing resources located throughout the country, such as
images coliectad by NASA's Earth Observing System sateliites, and would work
together 10 derseiop research projects that focus on thelr own interests.

C.  Inteiigent Manufacturing

Increasingly, 1 stay competitive, companies of all sizes must be able to
respond rapidly to cLstomer demands for high-quality products at low cost. This
requires manufacturing and design processes that are highly efficient and flexible tc
enable the shortest possible design, development, and production times. Companias
able to adapt and apsly the intest information and communications technologies 1o
their manufacturing processes will have an advantage over their jess innovative
compeiitors in the future. The challenge, therefore, is to develop, depioy and apply
the tecnnciogiss for o manufacturing infrastructurs that incorporates computing anc
communications technologiea t0 nupponmgrttoddmiopmm engineering, and
manufechuring proce:ses, and to enabie applications such

" Conourrent and Distriduted Design, Engineering and Manufacturing
- Manutacturers of products, from sutomobiles to airplanes, and from machine
mhwmon:.wﬂlﬁwibubsdudulhgmpmducﬁonwm

skilled resources. Large amounts of information, such as snginesting modeling
Jdata, product specifications, test specifications, bills of materiais, will be
Jistributed arkl shared among dispersed faciiities in real time.

' Electronic Commerce tor Manutfacturing Enterprises -~ Companies of
all sizes will increass their efficiency and productivity while reducing costs by

. olectronic commerce into their operations. Througit links with

: , customers and local, state and feceral governments, companies will
xmmmmmwummww
alectronically, ncluding: locating the best suppliers to meet their nescs,
‘dentifying potontial customers for their products, piacing and recelving orders,
axchanging peyments, and ascertaining the istest government regulations
:ﬂoctingthdr wmlndsubtrvmngroq&mdoocmmupom
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" Virtual Jesign and Manufacturing Project - Manufacturers of compex,
IXpENSive products will use virtual detign facilties to model, simuiate, and
isuaize product designs and manufacturing processes in advance, saving the
osts of buiiding prototypes. Eventualy, virtual reality technologies wili perm t
product degigrers 10 “wak through® new products before actually buiding ths
products and through manufacturing faciities before production begins.

‘Ahile we stror gly support the legisiation and look forward to working with tha
subcornmittes to get it passed, CSFP recommends making two changes in the bill is
it was introduced las! yoar:

1. Include funds for resesrch in precompetitive, generic enabling
“schnologies for sn NI, such as the following:

. researcy on the scalability problems associsted with aggregating many
" high, madium, and low speed users;

¥ technologies and srchitectures 10 ensure the security of information
availabls in an Nii and to gusrantee privacy of infonmation;

’ interoperability;
. integrity and robustness of networks and databases;

s human,'computer interfaces, such as spesch and handwriting recogniion
and machine intelligence; and

. reasarch on creating and maneging distributed slextronic databases :nd
lioreries, such as indexing databases, digitizing llbraries, and organizirg
material

2. The infirmation infrastructure and Technology Progmn. ko the HPC 2
. CSPP

manage and govern the impismentstion of the program, mwm‘mxm
program's gosls are achieved.

V. CSPP'S Nl VISION

In agidition 1o upporting the HPCC Program, CSPP Leleves the nation mus
focus on creating the Nii, which, together with the HPCC Program, will provide the
means 10 addreas ths difficult challenges the nation now faces. On January 12, 1833,
CSPP reisased a recort deacribing the computer industry's vision of an Nil and

6




129

recomeiending somme stepe the Administration, Congress, and the private secto” ca
take 10 achigve the vision. The following is a brief summary of CSPP's vision.

in the future, the United States’ primary resource for generating economic
prospe-ty, improved quality of iffe, and global competitivenass wil be cur abikty to
quickly and efficiently generate and sxchange information, technology, and idess.
The NIl will sliow all Americans to take acvantage of our rich resources in information.
communication, and somputing technologies by linking together a range of instituticns,
resources, and indviduals. This will revolutionize the way individusis relate with o
ancthe’ by enabling us to work together, collaborats, and access and generate
information without regard to geographical bounderies. it will enabie fundamental
changes in the way v/ aducate our chiidcen, train end retrain our workers, earmn a
iiving, manufecture products, deliver services of all kinds, snd interact with family ar d
friends. The NIl will give peopie in rural areas ready access to ibranes, museum
exhibit, job information, and medical care now Only availabie to those wha ive nesr
those rescurces. Pedple all over the country will be able to work and interact with
cthers, creating new opportunities for the developmaent ot products and services we:
cannot even begin to imagine today, creating new jobs and economic strength far
Americang, and providing & resource for workers to continucsty improve and
upgrace their job sidils.

The Nif will intsgrate four equally important and essentiai siements —
communications netviorks, computers, information, and paople -~ to create a whole
naw way of lsaming, working, and interscting with others,  While the private sector has
primary responeibility for developing, depicying, and implementing thess sisments
Including the networks, services, and sppiications, the govemment has important rcles
in crealing a reguiatcry snviconment that wil stimulate private sector investment,
suppaiting resesrch on genedic technoiogies, funding demonstration projects,
coordinating the sctivities of the many agencies involved, and working with the priv.ate
sector to develop solutions to tha myriad of policy issues that rmust be sddcessed.

V. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR ACTION

By investing ir the HPCC Program, the United States has alreadly begun
investing in the resessch for an infrastructurs based on high speed networks, high
parforraance computers, and on-fine information. CSPP will continue to work with
Congress and the néw Administration to implemaent our recommendations to impro /e
the stnicture of the HPCC Program.  Howsver, we must now make a nationel
commiznent to take ‘he next step to develop & new national information infrastructure
that wil provide us with the best opportunity to compete in the giobal economy of the
future.

CSPP’s pian fir the near term is to focus on developing support for the Nil from
potential user communities in health, education, manufacturing, and government
information. We will be working with Congress and the Administration to fund
precompetitive research for the Nil and damonatration projects in haaith care,

14
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Qducation, manufactLring, and accessing govemment information. In addition, we vill
be wor<ing with Conqress and the Administration to cresate & high-lovei, joint

govern nent-private sactor body to deveiop a national vision of an information
infrastrcture and to coordinate and oversee the federal activitiss.

3efore the coriprehensivs information infrastructure of the future can be
realizecl, & broad cross-section of American industries, academic and ressarch
institutions. and the faderal government need to 8gree on a common vision for the
offort. With @ common vision in piace, the private and public sactors can make a
commitment to do what they nead to do, independently or together, to make the
vision « reality. In acdition to the recommendations described above, CSPP
recomnends that the Adminigtration, Congress, and the private gector begin a joint
ef'ort to takes the follcwing actions:

Adminietration Agenda
Make the Nii & National Technology Chalienge: The President should

Jeciare the national information infrastructure a new nationsl technology
shallenge.

Establish a Nationa! information infrastructure Council: The successful
Javelopment end depioyment of & national informatior: infrastructure will be
sontingent upon the gavernment adopting a vision and a strategy for its
mpiementation. A National Information Infrastructure Council, chaired by the:
Vice President, shouid be estabiished 0 provide & management focus for tho
#ffort. Members of the Council =hould include the heads of ali federal

Jepartments, agencies, and White House Exacutive Offices who have roles or
-esponsibiities in the information infrastructure, and private sector oxperts,
noluding representatives of industry, user groups, snd ressaerch institutions.
The Council ghould have as its initial responsibiiities:

. edopting a vision for an NII;

s veorking with the private sector to develop and adopt several
concrets gosls for the Nil, with accompiishable milestones;

coordinating the Nii activities of the various governmant agenciss
&nd departments; and

cieveloping & strategy 0 address poiicy issues that need to be
rasoived t0 meke the information infrestructure possibile, such «s,
fior axample, Privacy, security, interoperability, wide access,
effordablity, and freedom of speech.
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Zstablish an NIl implementation Entity: Establish a federa! entity to
implement the Information Infrastructure Council's vision, plans, sirategies,
recommendations, and other directions.

Deveiop a Pubdic Education Programn: Request the National Research

Coundcil of the National Academies of Science and Engineering to develop, ir
wonjunction with the private sector, a program to educate the general pudlic
about the potential benefits of an NIl and the impact it will have on their kves

Make Govern ment information Eselly Accessible: The Nationsl Research
Souncil shouici assess federal informetion coltection and dissemination polici:s
and practices and make recommendiations on how such policies and practic s
shouid be chasged to make public information easily avaliable and accessibls
10 citizens thrcugh the Nil. The Nii implementation agency should be charged
with deveioping a strategy to impiement the recommendations across al
alffected departments and agencies.

Legisistive Agends

Authorize a National Information Infrastructure Council and Appropriate
Funds for its Operation: Introduce legisistion to authorize creation of a
National Information Infrastructure Councll to oversee development of the Nil
and sppropriale funds for its operation.

Industry Agenda
Continue Investments 10 Develop and Deploy an NIk U.S. indusiry must

continue to werk 10 develop and depioy the Nil, including:
s cepioymant of interoperable communications networks;
e cevelopment of on-iine databases and spplications;

. ceveiopment of sasy to use computers and information
spplances; and

training people 10 design, deveiop, end use the various slemens
cf the infrastructure.

Continue 10 invest in Ressarch and Developmant of Appilcations:
Companiss must continue independent and collaborative efforts to irvest in
‘ssearch on Nil technologies and development of new products and Services.
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1Reach Out to Other Industries: CSPP will initiate a project to encourage ather

industries likety to benefit from the applications made possible through an NI to
join the effort to achiove an NIl

2romote NIl Efforts: A wide range of gffected industries should form a
non-profit group tn work with the Nationsl Research Council to promote the i,

Jevelop and Participate in Pilot Projects: Industry should undertake an
affort to develop strategic pians and facilitate the formation of teams to design
rechnology demonstration projects in health care, education and lfelong
iearning, and manufacturing.

Develop Nil Cioals and Milestones: The private sector will work with the
Irfrastructure (Council to deveiop specific exampies of accomplishable goals or
an Nil, with concrate milestones, such as, for example, a nationwide system of
onvline patient records accessible by any authorized hesith care professional
anywhere; anc: sil small and medium manufacturing companies networked w th
the manufactying extension canters.

Vvi. CONCLUSION

As the 21at century approaches, our nation's challengs i8 o find ways to
rekindlo economic growth, remsin compaetitive abroad, and create the kinds of jobs
that will enable Americans to raise their standard of living. This wil require that we e
mora groductive and innovativs than our competition abroad, and that we act more
quickly and more effisiently. Across a range of industries, Americans are increasinglly
tuming to informatior technology 10 do just that. Our ablity to generate and exchage
informertion, technology, and ideas is helping us to increass output, decreess costs
improvs quality, and bring new products 10 market. The Linted States has a uniqu
opportunity, in the HPCC Program and through an NJi, to capitalize on thig increaging
rellance on information technoiogy and the benefits it.can bring.

A national info'mation infrestructure, which will be as accessibio and eesy to
use as our existing national infrastructures, will revolutionize our ebikty to communicate
snd collaborate by erasing geographical boundaries. It wil enable us to tap into our
existing rosources of creativity and knowledge. it will lead to the development of
producis and senvices today unimagined. It wil crests new jobs and economic
strangth for individual Americans. it will acceierate the development of critical
techno.ogies. And finally, it wil enable us 10 address more sffectively many socista
problerna, including chalienges in heaith care, education, and manufacturing.

‘The HPCC Pragram is an exoellent first step. R provides an initial resserch
foundation to creats a1 more extensive information infrastructure that wit be broadly
accessibie to the putic and capeble of mesting a wide variety of information needs.
CSPP commends the Congress and the Administration for putting in piace, thvough
the HPCC Program, a solid foundation for the nationsl Information infrestructure of ‘he

10
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future. The Information Infrastructure and Technology Act, which will help ensure tt e
technology developex under the HPCC Program is applied widely in educatior . t ssith
care, manufacturing, and libraries, is the next logical step. CSPP commends the

Scisnco Subcommittes and Chairman Soucher for moving quickly to include it on tte

agende. of the 103rd Congrese and looks forward to working with the subcommittes to
ensure its enactment
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Mr. BOUCHER. Thank you, Mr. Kay.

Mr. McDonald.

Mr. MCDONALD. Mr. Chairman, it’s an honor to testify before
this Subcommittee today.

My name is Michael McDonald. I'm Chairman of Communica-
tions and Computer Applications in Public Health. This is an asso-
ciation of aggroxima y 800 individuals working or who have in-
terest in health informatics. 'm also president of Windom Health
Enterprises, which works with cities and co;lporations, counties,
HMO’s, hospitals, in tke area of reducing health care costs while
improving health status, some of which is done through commu-
nications and computer applications.

I am going to be speaking to you today about the merits of the
High Performance Computi.ng and Networking Project in regards to
the health of Americans and the viability of our hesalth gystem. I
would like to state up front that this project is critical to the future
health of Americans, as well as to the prosperity of the Nation and
the functionality of the health system as we enter the 21st century.

If designed and implemented properly, the High Performance
Computing Initiative and the National Research and Education
Network will provide important keys to resolving some of the
gresent health care crisis, and this can do so while spawning a

road and diverse information economy that will serve the Nation
well into the next century.

I would like to start off by illustrating how important health in-
formation is in terms of its impact on individualg’ lives. My first
daughter, Mikayla, was born with cystic fibrosis, and if we as her
parents, along with her health professionals, had had access to in-
formation, she may have been saved from disfiguring scarring. 1
don’t mean to sound ungrateful for the medical care we received
because, in fact, we had outstanding health care. What would have
happened if we had lived in a rural area or did not have access to
such good medical care, most likely Mikayla would have died, as
many infants and children do every day, out of a lack of access to
health information and decision support.

Today, the absence of a national health information infrastruc-
ture is costing our Nation about $72 to $100 billion a year. Along
with this heavy toll, there is heavy toli in terms of premature
death, disability, reduced productivity, and diminished quality of
life. With the proper health informatien infrastructure, we could be
saving around a trillion dollars within this decade.

It was in this spirit that a plenary which I chaired on the Na-
tional Health Information Infrastructure was held last November.
Out of this plenary, five elements of the National Health Informa-
tion Infrastructure were defined: First, computerized patient
records and clinical information systems, potential savings, around
$15 billion a year, according to an Arthur D. Little stu ; second,
home-based telemedicine, with savings between $15 and $20 billion
per year; third, personal health information systems which would

ive the public access to pretty much anything they would want to
ow about their health 24 hours a day, seven days a week; poten-
tial savings, $40 to $60 billion per year; this is probably the largest
ticket item; fourth, population data structures which would im-
prove outcomes research and surveillance of epidemics and endemic
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diseases; potential savings undetermined at this time but perhaps
as much as $20 billion per year; and then electronic data inter-
change and electronic claims structures; potential savings, $6 bil-
lion peli{vear.

The High Performance Computing and Networking Project can
catalyze rapid growth, as well as long-term growth of the informa-
tion economy, including health informatics. However, as presentl
written, H.R. 5759 does not address issues of the present heal
care crisis, nor does it create a balanced approach to the develop-
ment of a national health information infrastructure, some of the
elements of which are in a precompetitive stage and may need
some Government involvement.

I would suggest three areas of change to the legislation. One is
the context; the original wording shouﬁd be changed to reflect to-
day’s health care realities and to focus on solutions to the health
care crisis. Second, additional players need to be added; the lan-
guage should be redrafted to more appropriately address activities
of a broader group of centers, agencies, and offices of the Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, and the coordination itself
may have to go to a higher level than NLM to allow for that broad-
er group.

g.fﬁlication areas. The six application areas in relationship to
health care are very important, but they probably are not going to
have the greatest impact on health care costs, and they represent
only one-fifth of the areas that I have mentioned above, so for that
reason I think we have to look at allocation of monies. The applica-
tions as listed may represent only about one-fifth of the funding
that is needed, and perhaps it needs to be allocated as presently
written.

So, in conclusion, this project is very important to the health of
Americans in building the National Health Information Infrastruc-
ture, and in building this infrastructure we can make significant
contributions to breaking the dangerous upward spiral of health
care costs. To do so, health applications must be strategically dem-
onstrated, especially in the areas of greatest savings, which would
be home-based telemedicine, personal health information systems,
and population data structures.

If the High Performance Computing and Networking Project
demonstrations address today’s crucial health issues, we can gras
a unique opportunity to prepare our Nation and reorient our healt
care system for the 21st century.

Thank you for allowing me to comment on this truly valuable
and historic legislation.

[The prepared statement of Mr. McDonald follows:]
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STATEMENT OF MICHAEL D. MCDONALD, MPH
CHAIRMAN OF CCAPH (COMMUNICATIONS & COMPUTER APPLICATIONS IN PUBLIC HEALTH)
PRESIDENT OF WINDOM HEALTH ENTERPRISES

BEFORE THE SCIENCE SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE
HOUSE SCIENCE, SPACE, AND TECHNCLOGY COMMITTEE
Mr. Chairman:
it is an honor to testify before this subcommittee today. My name is Michael
McDonakl. | am chairman of Communications and Computer Applications in Public
Heatth (CCAPH), an association of approximately 800 individuals with an interast or
involvement in health informatics. CCAPH works with professional associations, like
the American Public Health Association, and govemnment on issuas of heatth
informatics research, development, education, and policy analysis. | am also
president of Windom Health Enterprisas, a California-based corporation specializing
in the design of health systems and health-oriented communications. Windom's

clients include large corporations, HMOs, hospitals, cities, counties, and the Federal
govemment.

Today, | would like to talk to you about the merits of the High Performance Computing
and Network Project and its impact on the health of Americans and the viability of our
health system. | will use the terms, "health informatics” or “heakth-oriented
telacommunications,” to refar to the use of computers, interactive information
strategies, or communications for health purposas. These terms are a natural

extension of the concepts behind the High Performance Computing and Networking
Project.
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| would like to state up front that this project is critical to the future heatth of Americans
as well as to the prosperity of our nation and the functionality of its health system, as
we enter the 21st century. If designed and implemented strategically, the High
Performance Computing Initiative and the National Research and Education Network
will provide an important key to resolving the present health care crisis while helping
to spawn a broad and diverse information-based econcmy that will serve our nation

well into the next cantury.

1 will first i|lu§trate the importance of advanced health-oriented communications and

computer applications by talking about how the ability to access information affects
individual lives. | will then outline how one of our nation's most critical goals --
lowering the cost of medical services while sontinuing to improve heatth status and
health service outcomes — can be achieved, through health-oriented
telecommunications. | will conclude by making suggestions regarding the redirection
of the health focus of this legislation to better serve the building of a national heatth
information infrastructure that will aid us ir diminishing the burdan of further medical

cost infiation.

The Impact of Heaith information on the Lives of individuais

Let e illustrate how access to health information impacts the lives of individuals. My

first daughter, Mikayla, was bom with Cystic Fibrosis (CF), which usually affects
breathing and digestion. 1f wa, her parents, and her doctors had had access to
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information systems which aliowed us to quickly and easily explore information on

altemative diagnostic and treatment approaches, she might have been saved from
lifelong disfiguring scarring.

I don't mean to sound ungratefut for the medical care she received. Since the first
month of life, she has kived a virtually normal life other than taking enzyme capsules
when she eats to help her digest food. We were lucky to have been in an urban
hospital and to have had an extraordinary resident that was abie to catch her distress
early. What wouid have happened if Mikayla had been bom in a rural area or had
phys:icians with less up-to-date expertise? She would surely have died - as infants
and children do of praventable and treatable ilinesses every day because of a lack of
appropriaté information and decision support.

Today, the absence of a national health information infrastructure may be costing our
nation as much as 70 to 100 billion dollars a year. That figure, however, cannot begin
to measure the heavy toli taken in tarms of premature death, disability, reduced
productivity, and diminished quality of life. In other words, we could save
approximately one trillion doliars by around the tum of the century if we had a propar

health information infrastructure in place along with other changes to the health
system.
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Tha National Health Information nfrastructure Plenary

Last year, the first plenary on the national health information infrastructure was held at
the American Public Health Association Annual Meeting in Washington D.C. This
Plenary, which included a broad spectrum of leaders from the health sactor, identified
the most central development neads of the national health information infrastructure.
Participants developed issues and recommendations to be submitted to a task force
on the National Health information Infrastructure this year. The five primary elements
they identified as lowaring medical cost inflation, while improving access and quality of
care, are discussed below.

1) Computerized Patient Record and Clinical Sysiems

The system we, as a nation, adopt for accessing, storing, and transmitting medical

information should allow records to be accessed instantaneously anywhere in the
country by authorized personnel. According to an Arthur D. Little study, approximately
$15 billion a year could be saved by implementing this type of system. Tha system
should include a universal medical data dictionary. It shouid have a multimedia
interface that aliows access, storage and transmission of text, audio, and visual
information (X-rays, pathology slides, medical imaging capabliity). Enhanced
computing capability would improve and enable many new applications such as
surgical telepresence.

Telepresence and virtual reality capabilties in the operating room can expand the
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functionality of minimally invasive surgery and improve clinical outcomes. For
exampia, a patient with a gall bladder operation using traditiona! surgery wouid
normally have significant scarring and wouid need to stay in the hospital for days or
weeks. In an operating room with telepresence, a surgeon inserts a fiber optic
videoscope into the abdomen of the patient through one port (small hole) and
robotically-oparated surgica! instruments through another port. As a result, the
surgeon can now ook into the body via a computer workstation several feet or several
thousand miles away from the patient. The benefits from this approach are many:
minimal infection risk {because the abdomen is not opened up to the air and,

therefore, remains sterile); minimal or no scarring (because the surgical ports are

small); the patient can cften leave the hospital the next day with far less pain and
complications (because the trauma and complications from minimally invasive surgery
are dramatically reduced).

2) Home-based Telemaedicine

According to the Arthur D. Littie study, home-based telemedicine couid save between
$15 billion and $20 billion daliars per year. Homa-based telemedicine would aliow
the health professional to monitor and iteract with the patient remotely via a system
that merges the computer, video, and the telephone. It would also aliow the
practitioner to utilize more technological su.port and expertise through an inteiligent
network while visiting the patient in the home. it wouid help the elderly to remain self-
sufficient in the home longer and aid the chronically il in receiving more of the care
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th'ey nead outside of the hospital and doctor's office. According to a recent study at
Dartmouth, physicians doing follow-up by telephone clinical visits reduced the number
of clinical visits by 28% and hospital days by around 30%. Telemetry (the ability to
measure physiological functions remotely), data aggregation and analysis, and two-
way video applications would further expand the quality and scope of telemadicine.

3) Personal Heaith information Systems

Even assuming that parsonal health information systems were used only 25% to 35%
of the time that self care could solve a healih problem, $40 billion to $60 billion a year
could be saved. Research and development efforts in the fields of seif care and health
promotion (e.g., HealthWise studies, the Stanford/Blue Cross study, Employee
Managed Care Corporation's trials, and the Harvard Community Health Plan's home
computer link) demonstrate that more than 95% of the first line of health decision
making is accomplished outside of the health system today by the individual alone or
with the help of family and friends. Seventy to eighty percent of health problems can

be managed by seif care. When an individual needs medical attention, seventy

parcent of a correct diagnosis depends upon the information a patient teils a
physician.

Unfortunately, the tools available to aid the individual in taking care of themselves and
becoming an active and informad part of their health care are the most undevelcped

parts of our health system. As a result, far too many peopie {common estimatas are
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50% to 80%) entering the health system do not really need a physician's care. Large
numbers improperly utikze the system (e.g. using the emergency room for back strain
or a cold). In addition, 60% of those who end up with serious health problems come

into the health system too late and as a méult require more heroic, painful and costly
therapy.

Part of the reason self care, prevention, and health promotion are so underdeveloped
is that traditional print and mass media do not allow the individual to access health
information when they need it in a form that aids appropriate decision making. Heaith-
oriented telecommunications is likely to revolutionize this part of the health system by
mzking available anything a person needs or wants to know about their health 24
hours a day, 7 days a week in the home, school, workplace, or through public
term'inals (like public telephones with video screens and digital capabilities). Unlike
the non-interactive media, the interactive parsonal health information system will give
the individual customized information and decision-support unique to them. For
example, the system would know that a system user named John is a 54 year old man
with diabetes and a family history of heart disease by accessing data John makes
available from his personal health record . It would also “consider” many other factors
from his medical history and periodic risk agssessments, if avallable, when giving him
information and decision-support. In regards to chest pain or even a request for an
exercise plan, the system's responses would be very different for John than for a 25
year old athlete without significant risk factors.
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4) Population Data Structure

There needs to be a standardized population data structure underlying the medical
and personal healtl; information systems that aliows aggregration and accass on the
local, regional, and state levels in near real-time. Today reporting of diseasas is poor
and the aggregation of population data is cumbersome and time consuming. A well
dasigned and implemented population data structure Is essential for improving
outcomes research and surveillance of epidemics and endemic disease patterns.
Better outcomes data would lkead to more uniform, effective and efficient clinical
guidelines. If public health professionals had the ability to instantaneously, reliably
and systematically aggregate data in real time from medical records and personal
health information systems -- independent of personal identifiers -~ controi of
epidemics and endemic disease patterns would become far more effective. Cost
savings are undetermined in this area, but are likely to be significant, perhaps in

axcass of $20 billion per year, if the results are property utilized.

5) Efectronic Data Interchange and Electronic Claims Processing

Approximately 26% of health care costs in the United States go toward administration.
Canada spends less than half of this amount. Part of the reason for this difference is
that there are 1500 different insurance companies in the United States using many
different claims forms in the United States, Canada has one form. By switching to a
electronic unified claims form and other forms of electronic data interchange for health
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care administative transactions and inventorying, the Arthur D. Little study indicates
that approximately $6 billion could be saved per year.

The Plenary's work, in addition to discussin the five key haeatth information
infrastructure issues outlined above, also drafted the following core policy
recommendations to support the evolution of the infrastructure.

Privacy and Confidentiality

The privacy and confidentiality of all heatlth records must be maintained. Strong
precedents and methods (e.g., traditional confidentiality regarding medical claims,
encryption strategies, census data privacy protection) exist that can be used to
formulate policy in this area, but more still needs to be done. Without the ability to
ensure the privacy and confidentiality of electronic health and medical information, the
tull potential of a health information system will not be realized. Information must be
accessible for outcomes research and surveillance without personal identifiars or any
threat to confidentiality. Information must be available for emergency care. Strategies
exist for the segmentation of records, but a single approach, or set of approaches, has
yet to be endorsed on a national basis. The individual must be abla to contro! access
to their records. Guidelines should be constructed with the heip of both government
and protessional associations to diminish Habilty for those adhering to nationally
accepted guidelines.

et
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Universal Access

Just as the United States now has universal phone service, the principles for universal
access within interactive multimedia must also be established. This is absolutely
essential if we are to bring health information services to the @conomically
disadvantaged. These populations generally have greater problems with their health.
The cost of providing medical care for the disadvantaged is in the hundroads of billions
per year and yet there are still large numbers of people improperiy cared for. A
fraction of the cost now spent on medical services could be usad to build the
infrastructure to save not only dollars, but lives.

Universal access to interactive multimedia must include not only twa-way imaging
transfer to and from professional offices and hospitals, but two-way, digital, switched,
broad band capability into homas. The greatest medical savings will result from
empowaering the public to take better care of their own heaith by providing interactive
health intormation and decision support. An additional benefit of developing the
infrastructura to provide universal access to health information Is that the same
infrastructure would supporn kbrary, educational, entertainment, telecommuting and
other information services.

10
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Coordination and Standardization

A properly dasigned and interconnected national health information infrastructure
would immediately improve coordination of services. This might start with coordination
among agencies, but would also help overcome discontinuities in services and
coverage throughout the health system. Data set standardization is essential. The
communication industry must also set standards for ease of use and connectivity. This
provides a significant challenge today, given the interLATA restrictions on the Regional
Bell Operating companies which can lead to separate and incompatible technical
protocols. Coordination and standards etforts should extend to system content as well

as to services usad in conjunction with the information systems.

Quality Assurance

Data integrity (i.e., information accuracy, currency, and reliability) is critical to the
health information infrastructure. If quality standards for health records are set,
outcomes resaarch will blossom, yieiding valuable information having direct impact on

the quality of health care. It will aiso help us evaluate and refine health raform efforts.

Ideally, core life- and health-critical data for the personal health information systems
would be established at the highest level of scientific authority. For example, the
Institute of Medicine might oversee the dispersement of SBIR grants to develop a

standard set of core health information for the personal health information system.

11
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This would not only ansure the qualty of the heatth and life critical data delivered
directly to the general pubfic, but it would simultaneously diminish the liability of such
information by having it created and certified as correct and up-to-date by the world's
experts.

The core information, if sponsored by govermmerit or private foundation funds, could
be put into the public domain. This would catalyze the growth of a wido variety of

information providars to create further health information content to expand upon the

life- and health-critical core information. Given that there are substantial standards-
satting activities already underway, government should make an effort to aid this
process and be careful not to superceds sfforts that would otherwise accomplish the

same and with broader consansus.

Focused Demonstrations snd Clearinghouse

Focused demonstrations would bring attention to the potentials of health information
sarvices, tast their viability, and catalyze their growth. A clearinghouse of heaith
information services and technologies (8.9., Department of Health and Human
Servicas' Center for Advanced Health Communications Technologies) would
coordinate information regarding these projects and act as an incubator for other
public and privately funded projects.
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The Significance of The National Research and Education Network

The High Performance Computing and Network project, if properly designed, directed,
and expanded, will catalyze the papid growth of a diverse and fruitful information-
based economy -- including within the health sactor. The cutcome will be products
and services that serve the public interest, the creation of jobs, and the generation of
profits and, therefore, tax revenues. The telephone companies claim that this will

create over a million and a half Bell company jobs for information services alone within

the decade. Job creation in the entire information infrastructure could be many times

this amount. John Sculley, President of Apple Computer, claims that a three and half
triltiorr doliar marketplace (inciuding computers, telecommunications, and information
services) will evolve by around the turn of the century. If the vision of the
telecommunications and computer industries is even partially correct, the information
sector will be the most vital and vibrant part of the American economy well into the 21st
century.

Our govemment can not take on the task of building the entire intelligent network by
itself. Nor should it involve itself in activities that free enterprise can appropriately
address. It should, however, nurture leadership within the private sector by heiping to
direct its gaze toward the future market opportunities. Hopetully, this will decrease the
amount of corporate and legislative time and resources fruitiessly spent trying to
protact existing interests, to the detriment of building the much larger future market
opportunities. The government should be looking for willing partners not only in the

large and rmedium-sized businesses, but also in the small information providers far
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down the economic food chain — where so often the greatest innovations take place. |f
the government is able to provide this type of lsadership through efforts like the High
Performance Computing and Networking Project, the United States will- blaze a rapid
path toward realizing Vice President Gore's goal of a thriving information sector that
supports all other sectors of the economy.

The High Performance Computing and Networking Project could establish vital
demonstration projects to support the development of the national health information
infrastructure. We know that government research and development of this type (e.g.,
the Highway infrastructure projects of the 1950s) greatly aid early development of any
infrastructure. Government funding in infrastructure will encourage businesses to

invest, therefore, stimulating the growth of very successful new economic sectors.

The High Performance Computing and Networking Projact has a high probability of

not only catalyzing economic growth, but also redirecting our society toward more
environment-friendly and energy seif-sufficient economic activities. It is logical to
choose the health sector for demonstration projects, since information is so crucial for
good health and efficient health sarvicas. Moreover, properly directed demonstrations
could even significantly reduce medical cost inflation and, as a result, help diminish
the tederal deficit. In order to effectively address these important societal initiatives,
the heaith applications demonstrated by the project must support the goal of
significantly lowering medical cost inflation while improving access and quality of
heaith saervices.
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Soma of the advanced health-orlented talecommunications applications such as
telepresence and virtual reality applications are dramatic and compelling
improvements to medical carg. . Such applications can extend the effectiveness of
minimally invasive surgery, for exampie. However, the greatest contribution to
lowering medical costs kes not in dihctlng large amounts toward ultra high tech
madical applications, but rather in buliding a balanced approach 1o the five application
areas spacifiad earlier as key elements of the health information infrastructure
(computerized patient record and clinical system, home-based telemedicine, the
personal health information system, population data structures, and electronic data
interchange and electronic claims processing).

Once implemented, 50% to 756% of the cost savings - easily $50 billion to $75 billion
per year -- will result by accomplishing two goals: 1) empowering the public to take
batter care of themselves and make wiser chcices about their utilkization of health
services; and 2) helping chronically il and aging individuals to receive appropriate
medical services and supervision while kving batter and fuller lives in the comfort of
their own homes, surrounded by their family and friends. Priority should be given to
these applications, given their signiﬁcen't potential contribution.

To help with this restructuring, | recommand the following:
1) altering the language on pages 3 and 4, under Sec.2 FINDINGS AND PURPOSE,

Part (b){1)(C). of H.R. 5759 which states, “improving the provision of health care by
fumnishing health care providers and their patients with better, more accurate, and

15
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more timely intormaﬁon;"

Given that medical costs have now reached a point in which they are stifling economic
recovery and the management of the Federal deficit, we as a nation must reduce the
cost of health care, or at least stop its further cost inflation. In order to place the
language of this bill within the context of health reform, it 1s recommended that this

clause should be rewritten to read, “lowering the cost of heaith care while expanding

access and qualty of health services by fumishing better, more accurate, and more
timely health information to the public and their health providars;”

It is believed that this rewording would be more appropriate than the original
language, if this legisiation is to attempt to build a balanced heaith information
infrastructure that serves the public (both well and sick) as well as the medicai care
system. in this context the persona! heaith information system, population data, home-

based telemedicine, and unified claims structure can also be addressed appropriately.

2) ahtering the language on page 7, under (6), of H.R. 5759, which states, “The
Department of Health and Human Services, particularly the National Institutes of
Health and the National Library of Medicine.”

This should be redrafted to more appropriataly address a broader group of centers,
agencies, and officas of the Department of Heaith and Human Services, particularly
the Centers for Diseasa Control, Agency for Health Care Policy and Research, and the
Office of Disease Prevention and Health Promotion, as well as the National Institutes
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of Health and the National Library of Medicine.

if the legislation is to help build a health information infrastructure addressing issues
broader than maedical care as spacified in the five elements above, more agencies and
offices must be involved to manage this broader mandate. For this reason, the overall

health activities of this project should be overseen at the Office ! the Assistance
Secretary of Health,

3) On page 17, under SEC.6 APPLICATIONS FOR HEALTH CARE., | wilt not
recommend specific language for this section at this time because of its referance to
the "Plan developed under saction 701 of the National Science and Technology
Policy, Organization, and Priorities Act of 1976, with which | am not presently familiar.
| would recommend that the National Institutes of Health, and particularty the National
Library of Medicine develop technologies in the six areas of section 6 of H.R. 5759 as
stated. In addition the National Institutes of Health, the National Library of Medicine, or
the appropriate offices, centers, and agencies | note above shoukd manage the
demonstrations having to do with applcations that go directly to the genaral public, or
deal with prevention, self care, health promotion, outcomes researct, home care, or
population data. These areas, which are critical to the health information
infrastructure, have not traditionally been strengths of the National Library of Medicine
and have tended to play a small rola in the research done at the National Institutes of
Health. Given that the six applications kisted in saction 6 are extensions of traditional
medical care applications and will not be the biggest contributors to medical cost
savings, it is recommanded that two fiths of the funding now proposed for allocation to

17
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these areas ren:ain toward thesa six stated areas in Section 6 of H.R. 5759. However,
three fifths of the recommended resources in H.R. 5759, or additional resources,
should be reallocated toward applications for the general public, or deal with

prevention, self care, health promotion, outcomas research, home cars, elactronic

claims transfer, or population data as outlined in this document above.

CONCLUSION

if this legislation can supplement its present focus on madical applications alone with
the other areas proposed as elements of a balanced health information infrastructure,
it can help build an infrastructure from which we can reverse the prasent decline in the
health of Americans in comparison to other nations. 1 would submit that this project’s
demonstrations must address thae undeveloped areas of our health system in order to
he!p break the dangerous upward spiral of medical care costs.

The health information infrastructure can be a major contributor to reducing the costs
of health care by designing our information society include applications which assist
our chronically ill and aging citizens to be more self sufficient in their home
environment, while still receiving quality care. [t can provide the public as well as
providers with batter, more accurate, and more timely health information, so that we as
citizens can become more responsible consumars of health care and be more able to
maintain and improve our own health. In addition, this project can play a crucial role in

stimulating the development of an approriate population data network and provide
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crucial demonstrations of how a universal electronic medical claims structure should

evolve.

The interactive media have very significant advantages over the traditional mass
media in terms of these types of applications. if the High Performance Computing and
Networking Project demonstrations address tﬁese health issues, we will have grasped
a unique opportunity to prepare our nation and reorient our health system for the 21st
century. | thank you for allowing me to comment on this truly historic and valuable
piece of legislation.
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Mr. BOUCHER. Thank you very much, Mr. McDonald.

Mrs. Parker.

Ms. PARKER. I am representing the American Library Associa-
tion. I am also a state government official that has responsibility
for the 6,500 libraries in Pennsylvania and their cooperative pro-
grams. Our 647 public libraries have the potential to generate
some of the most innovative uses of the network for the widest
range of individuals. They also have the kind of community infor-
mation files that can help solve grass-roots problems.

Recently in Pennsylvania we have begun a project to provide
c'lghnnectiw bfor 140 librarief‘ that arele)f alregdy on éhe Int‘.e}rﬁeilzi

ese are libraries such as Lycoming College, oﬂms’ i Tin ig
School, the Balch Institute for Ethnic Studies, an tge ﬁthey
Public Library. The goals of our project were to put all the libraries
on one electronic mail system to create an interactive calendar of
library events and trainienf and to provide full Internet access.

Our connectivity needed to be as transparent as possible because
we had many libraries already on the Internet which we needed to
add without redundancy, and we had a separate network which
was running pilots for school libraries.

We have used federal funds through the Library Services and
Construction Act for this project.

Broader access, as Congress conceived it, is needed for the insti-
tutions which Congress referenced in the High Performance Com-
puting Act. The National Science Foundation appears eager and
able to fulfill the responsibilities, but it is not funded to do so.

One of the most important areas for us is increased access with
more focus on education, training, and support for the use of the
network. We would encourage you as a committee to think of add-
ing a fifth applications area to “Son of HPC”, and that would be
an a dplication which relates to government information. NREN
sho be the primary mechanism which the government uses to
provide access and delivery to federal information, and that flow
should be integrated into networked public information arising
from the activities of state and local government.

The change from a print to electronic libraries is prompting a sig-
nificant change in the role for libraries from ownership to access
to information. This means new ways of access and a widely dis-
persed system of resources through a distributive system. If we are
to %reserve our intellectual heritage through the digital library,
NREN applications also need to stimulate the digital conversion of
library resources.

At this stage, continued NSF support for midlevel networks and
of the connections program is essention. Connectivity may be a
commodity quickly, but the other services and values provided by
midlevel networks cannot be easily replaced, and there are strong
partnerships between library networks, state government, and the
midlevel networks.

Congress can further its NREN vision by building components
into both new and existing legislation. Congress could add re-
gources to establish resource connectivity through many of the cur-
rent grant srograms, and this, I think, would encourage federal
agencies and departments that do not already have strong partici-
pation to partner with the NSF.
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Congress could, for example, in its pending reauthorization of the
Elementary and Secondary Education Act, authorize funding for
connectivity for schools and their libraries. There is an existing ex-
am(fle in which the reauthorization of the Higher Education Act
added in its title to library programs specific encouragement of
NREN-related projects. The Library Services and Construction Act
already exists as a vehicle for extending connectivity and the infor-
mation infrastructure to libraries of all types.

The American Library Association strongly sup{)orts passage of
an NREN application bill that would build on the legislation intro-
duced in the last Congress. We have specific recommendations.
This includes ensuring that in the ez:;:plication on education that
public libraries are specifically named for their role in support of
education and life-long learning.

We believe there should be a new component for key government
information, including depository libraries and support for pilot
projects to make federal and state government information avail-
able over the network.

We also support within the digital library component pilot
grojects in the conversion of library resources to digital format, the

evelopment of integrated approaches to organizing and location
information in the digital library and strong education and training
programs. We feel the network has been a major success story to
date. The federal investment has spurred a much larger invest-
ment by industry, institutions, and other levels of government, and
a strong commitment will ensure that continued investment and

help to quicken the development of the National Information Infra-
structure.

Thank you.
[The prepared statement of Ms. Parker follows:]
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SUMMARY OF STATEMENT

Tara A. Parker, Commissioner of Libraries
Pennsylvania Department of Education
Representing the American Library Association

Before the House Subcommittee on Science
February 2, 1993

The RKREN VISION

The National Research and Education Network {NRER), as Congress envisioned it in the
High-Performance Computing Act, is more than a federal research network. The NREN,
as a testbed for the National Information Infrastructure, extends to schools,
libraries, and commnities, and has the potential to transform research and
education and to address critical social needs. The NREN vision is beginning to be
addressed in Pennsylvania through a variety of statewide efforts, aided with the
stimuilus of federal Library Services and Construction Act (LSCA) funds.

The Library Role

Libraries, located in almost every community, are natural public access points to
the network and sources of information and training in its use. Libraries are also
providers of network information resources, ranging from the current online public
access catalogs and community information files, to pilot projects in the conversion

of our intellectual heritage (full text, graphics, video, and multimedia) to digital
formats.

NSF Solicitation

NSF has worked diligently to implement its HPCA duties, but has been given neither
clear responsibility nor adequate resources to realize the congressional vision.
Its solicitation process appears to be focusing on the technical architecture of the
network and on the federal research role. For libraries to become full partners in
the NREN vision requires a public planning process for the national NREN program,
a meaningful voice for libraries and other involved constituencies in NREN planning
and management, and a government role in assuring a broadly available, high~

capacity, affordable, interlinked, network system to educational institutions and
libraries.

Realizing the Congresaional Vision

Parts of the congressional vision have yet to receive attention and need more
emphasis. Much too small a percentage of the HPCC budget is being used to support
the network, and reallocation within this budget is urgently needed for (1)
connecting all levels of education and libraries; (2) making federal and state
government information available over the network, especially through the existing
federal Depository Library Program; and (3) educaticn and training programs and an
integrated approach to organizing and locating electronic information resources.
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Support for NREN Apelications Bill

American Library Association strongly supports passage of an NRER applications bill
which would build on legislation introduced in the last Congress. Consistent with
our three points above, we recommend the Subcommittee (1) expand the education
component of an applications bill to include public libraries in their role in
support of education and lifelong learning; (2) a new component to provide high-
level connections for key government information depository libraries and support
pilot projects to make federal and state government information available over the
network; and (3) support, within the digital library component, pilot projects in
the conversion of library resources to digital formats, development of an integrated
approach tc organizing and locating electronic information resources, and education
and training programs.
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Statement of

3ara A. Parker, Commissioner of Libraries
rennsylvania Department of Education
Representing the American Library Association

before the
Subhcommittee on Science
Committee on Science, Space and Technology
U.S. House of Representatives

February 2, 1993

.

1 am Sara Parker, Commissioner of Libraries and Deputy Secretary of Educatiom
for Pennsylvania. 1 am also appearing on behalf of the American Library
Association, a nonprofit educational organization of more than 55,000
librarians, educators, information specialists, and friends of libraries.
Thank you for the opportunity to testify on the progress made by the Federal
High Performance Computing Program and to make recommendations for legislation
to follow the High-Performance Computing Act of 1991. As a representative of
the constituencies which will both help build the National Reseaxrch and
Education Network and link it to users, I speak for many in commending
Congress on its vision. The NREN Congress designed in Section 102 of the Act

can indeed pave the way for a National Information Infrastructure for use by
all Americans.

NREN, if fully implemented as Congress envisiomed it, would provide an
appropriate role for the federal government which ensures equity of access and
use of the network by institutions which serve a public purpose. NREN ig more
than a federal research network or a high-speed backbone between - .
supercomputers. It axtends beyond the regearch and academi¢ ¢ommunities to
primary and secondary educational institutions, libraries and to the public.
NREN has the -otential to provide information and technologies ¢o address -
critical soc'al needs. It has to be developed in a National as well as
Federal contaxt, )

At this time there appears to be tni¥y of Congressional and Presidential
vision. This will, I hope, strengthen the partnership for building NREN -
federal, state and local government, ‘univeriity, -1ibrary, education telated.
communities and the private sector. There iz fundamental need for a continued- -
federal presence in the evolution ¢f the-network. -This central presence will
ensure equity of access to networks and that access is- btoadly based so mny .
communities and constifuenoies can benofit.

The Congressional’ v1sion i - cei-ta).nly being renlized at tl\o local level in -
Pennsylvania. . b -

- . - A ) e e am e .. .

The State lera.ry of Pennsyl\rania, as an agency of state government, is
respongible for the development of libraries and for the cooperative
relationships between them. This is true of the 50 state library agencies in
the 50 states. The responsibility of my office under statutory authority for
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interlibrary cooperative programs includes connectmg the libraries of
Pennsylvania to the emeérging NREN.

A commitment to economic development, and Pennsylvania's position as a high-
tech state, led to development of PREPnet (the Pennsylvania Regearch and
Economic Partnership Network). fThis high-speed data transmission network is
the mid-level network connecting Pennsylvania to the Internet. It has 110 :
members from all sectors.

Pennsylvania has over 6,500 libraries; 5,000 of those are in our public and
private schools. There are over 250 academic libraries. Our 650 public
libraries range from The Free Library of Philadelphia with over S million
volumes to our smallest library which serves about 300 people. Public
libraries have the poteéntial to generate some’ of the most innovat.'ive
educational uses of-the metwofk for the widest range of individuals. Public
libraries are ubiquitous and pohtxcally neutral agencies. They have B
significant community information reSources and tah play a key role in using
NREN to address grassroots problems.

Recently, we have begun to provide connectivity for ‘140 Yibrarfes hot already
having Internet access, libraries such as Lycoming College, Boiling Springs
High School, the Balch Institute for Ethnic Studies, and the Hershey Public
Library. Access is through the Health Sciences Libraries Consortium of
Philadelphia. fThe goals of our project are to put all of the libraries in
Pennsylvania on a single electronic mail system; to c¢reate an interactive

library events and training calendar; and to provide full Internet access for
libraries.

Priorities were clear. We needed to ensure the libraries which afe Federal
depositories or state depositories of government information were on the
network. The 28 district library centers and county public library systems,
both having responsibility fér service to-smaller public-librari€s, need ~
access to the Intermet. We wanted to move collaboratith and cooperative -
programs into an electronic environment and end reliance on paper,
telefascimile and surface mail. Thus all of the academic library consortia
and members of the Council of Pennsylvania Library Networks, which represent
the state's 175 hbrary cooperatives. were encouraged to p&rthlpate.

Pennsylvania Staté Uhi(rertity has been important in the earlier development of
a network system throughout the Commonwealth. Building on an electronic
extension of the State Agmcul'turar Infoimatiot system, called- PennPages, the
Department of Education uses the Penn ‘State system to reach 499 Of our 501 -~

public school districts. PENNLINK has a pilof project fof fnkeraet accéss™ih

which seven of the school districts partic¢ipate.: Por exalple, North Pocono
High School has 75 studeats in a meteoroldgy ¢lass using thé Ynternet ‘to reath
the National Weather -Sérwice.- Six journaliss students and tuenty“six world
history students exchange -lettern with Rusgfan &7d Stavit students.” ' Thése
Pennsylvania high schosl stadents will send the §i0 each Russian“school needs
to pay to continue their Internet access-for fiext ‘year. A small améont here
is a large, difficult to find, amount in Russia. ‘
Pennsylvania's connectivity needed to be as transparent as possible so
libraries already on the Internet could be added without redundancy. We also
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needed an easy interfsce into PENN*LINK for school libraries. The Health
Sciences Libraries Consortium was chosen from eight other alternatives because
it already had in place user-friendly front ¢nd design. Tts menus make it
easy for small libraries to participate in the network. Libraries will also
be able to use all of the value-added services provided to the Consortium -
newmbers. Medline and group contracts for databage: searching are examples:

We have used federal funds from the Library Services and Construction Act
(LSCA), administered by the U.S. Department of Education, to fund this
Project. We are using approximately $67,000 of LSCA Title I (Public Library
Services) to fund public libraries and approximately $360,000 of Title III
(Interlibrary Cooperation and Resource Sharing) to fund all types of
libraries. We are using additional LSCA funds of $210,000 from both titles
for a program in consumer health information which will link public libraries .
and hospital libraries to health résoufces.to deéliver information on.AIDS. and
Alzheimer's diseasé to pedplé throughout the state. o . e e
The High-Performance Computing Act of 1991, in authorizing NREN, has

encoursged state libraries te make a good beginning to involve libraries.

NREN, as a complex web of cooperating networks, may develop through many

stages as mid-level networks and state governments cooperate. The creation of
the High-Performance Computing Advisory Council mandated by PL102-194 is
essential to strénythen and expand development going forward on several

levels.

Brcader access is needed for the institutions which Congress referenced in the
High-Performance Computing Act. Section 102, the National Research and
Education Network, places clear responsibility on federal agencies for the
linkage of research institutions, educational institutions, government and
industry. The network is to provide users with appropriate access to "high-
performance computing systems, electronic information resources, other
research facilities and libraries; electronic information resources saintained -
by libraries, ressarch facilities, publishers and affiliated organizations;": .
The National Science Foundation-is eager and able to fulfill its
responsibil.ties in this regard, but it has not been funded to do so.

Hany of the public institutions nawed by Congress..in its vision hava.serious. ..
constraints which affect their participation.in the emoxrging NREN. .These-. .
include lack of equipment, the mix of hardware-and-software which makes -~ :

interoperability difficult, limited finapcial Tesources and lack Qfmttiu s
to use networks. AT LT ool t_a Tt .

Increased access requires-more focus ion~education, trwiming and support for-~ -~ Ot
the use of the network. As noted by the Association.of Research Lihraries,
pathwvays to accommodate differing skili levels should be developed and an
infrastructure created that- includes sSupport services, . training natarials, .
workshops, help lines, development of documentation and more. Outreach

services should identify new communitie¥ of uders and their -distinct rrt s m
information needs. Prograie ahd tervices should asaist-users inmutilizing the:;w:
network. Coordination between hétwork providers and secvice organizetions . e
should yield an integrated approach™to :user sefvices-and access..:The skills ..... ...
of librarians in organizing-and-finding information-will be ‘irportant tq... ..
epsure students, small businesses, independent researchers and others are able
O access the resources on NREW., - ’ :
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Public libraries, schools and academic institutions can help achieve the
Congressional vision. Librarians help build a network that is user-friendly.
They improve the organization of electronic information resources. Librarians
are and have been in the forefront in helping design the intellectual access
to the resources on the network. NSF and other agencies should encourage
network demonstration and development projects involving interdisciplinary
teams with library science participation. .- . -

Collaboration between state libraries and the mid-level networks is important

as state level resources are made available. This includes mounting databases
to enrich the intellectual and information content of the network.

Pennsylvania has 29 library catalogs on the, network. Penn State University
mounts PennPages as part of the Agricultural Extension Service and EDIN, its
economic development database. PENN*LINK is building fileg on school reform

and performance-based learning. Schools contribute -their succeseful programs -
in restructuring to the database. ; .

Libraries of all types and sizes hold unique resources and widely share
information about them. With support, the bibliographic information and full
contents could be made available on the. network. Public libraries have much
information held in commnity information files which may be of value to other
comommunities.

RAdding government information to the network should be a fundamental goal. We
= recommend a separate section for this application in any new NREN bill.

« NREN should be a primary mechanism which the federal government uses
to provide access to and delivery of federal information. Thia flow
should be integrated with networked public information arising from
the activities of state and local govarnment. Passage of the
legislation such as the Govermment Printing Office WINDO/Gateway
bill would also improve public accessibility to federal government . ..
information. B
« State libraries feel a particular responsibility to make state
government information available through the network. The North
Carolina State Library has arranged for the network to carry a
digital library of the states' history, the state's administrative. . ..
code, JOBLINE, purchase ard bidding contracts, course offerings from._. .
the stata colleges,.and-the-full text of biils as they are . [, ".....
introduced in the North Carolina Assembly. Legislative and other
government databases could be a driving appIication to spur. progregs -
toward a National Information Infrastructure. ._.: e e .

Local public libraries work actively to make local government
information available. The Carnegie Library of Pittsburgh fhrough .
its NeighborLINE Project has created a datapase to provide technical
assistance to, neighborhood .groups for .economic development, ‘phyaical ...
renovation of the nejghborhocd, community service and communitys wwi i
based organization. .NeighborLINE includes information on planning;
financing and developing new or rehabilitated housing units;
strategies for the -conversion of low-income housing units; and

shared information from groups participating in a tenant/landlords
rights project. It also makes available the city's data bases and

-6~

Q

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by ERic:



163

real property files. If mounted on the network, this information
could be available to neighborhoods in Los Angolol. Chicago, or
Boston.

The change from print to electronic libraries is prompting a sj_gni.ficant_
change in roles for libraries--from ownership to access to information. The
prototype digitel libraries envisioned in NREN applications legislation are a
beginning. The legislation properly provides for the development of systems
sof tware standards and computer technology to make the digitel library
possible.

If we are to preserve our intellectual heritage through the digital library,
NREN applications bills alsc need to stimilate the digital conversion of
library resources. .Philadelphia.wes the center of printing for the American.
colonies. The digitization of early Pennaylvania imprints would.recreate, for
thousands of users, the intellectual matsrials that gave rise to our_democracy
and government. The Pennsylvania Public Television Network has an axrchive of - - -
all programming produced by the geven public television stations. It
represents the imagery,-video and sound ready to be entersd into- a.digital
library. fThis is an example of why libraries need the high capacity the NREN"
promises. Interactive distance learning, health and medical applications and
scientific research also need NREN's higher speeds.

The National Science Foundation has worked diligently to implement its HPCA
duties, and to hear and respond to observations and recommendations from a

wide range of interested parties. However, it has been given neither clear
responsibility nor adequate resources £o fully realize the congressional

vision. 1Its solicitation process for the NSFNET backbone appears to be
focusing on the technical architecture of the network and on fedaral research
support. - -

At this stage, continued NSF support of mid-level networks and of the
connections program is essential. Connectivity may bacoms s coemodity quickiy -: -
but the other serviteb and 'valués provided by mid-level networks -wouild rot-be.- .-
easily replaced. Recently, several productive partnerships have been
establighed between mid-levsl:s and stete orregional library networks. The
library networks broker technological-sexvices-on behalf of individual
libraries. Library petwork and:mid-level-.network partnershipeimay prove .
particularly helpfnl in:supporting conmections for small libraries where,
technical support and.training.must come fron ouui.ﬁo_tho 11bra1-y e

For libraries to becoau full partnerl in thb NRlll vllion roquirel e public
planning process for. the national NREN .program,. a meaningful voice for
libraries and other involved constituencies in NREN planning and management,
and a government role in assuring to educatiosal institutionk. and libraries
(as publicly supported institutions fostering national goals) a broadly .
available, high-capacity,.affordable, interlirked,.network system. We join .
with others, such as EDUCOM and the Cogputer Systems Policy.Project;-in-
recommending congressional attention to-the; Natioml Infom#.ion .
Infrastructure (NIH - e e Tale it

. . - . 3 -aa

Establishment of an NII Counci.l uould be a useful ﬂrst step ﬁe recommend
inclusion of library, education, and public interest representatives on such a
body. NII discussions must include voices with actuel experience with the
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networks and network information so that the focus on users of information is
not lost in the voices of the telecommunications, computing, broadcast, cable
and entertainment industries. Further steps could include investigation of
establishment of an NII implementation entity. One option which ahould be
considered is a not for-profit federally-chartered entity.

We also commend to the Subcommittee's attention the Proceedings of the NREN
Workshop, Monterey, California, Septewber 16-18, 1992. Supported in part by
NSF, this workshop was sponsored by the Computing Research Association, EDUCOM
and the IEEE U.S5. Activities Board. Representatives of ALA and otherlibrary
organizations participated and a number of useful recommendations were made
related to NREM policy issues.

Congress can further its NREN vision by building components itto beth new and
existing legislation. - -Congres$ ¢ould add resourceés to establish network
connectivity through many of the current grant programs. This would encourage
federal agencies and departments that do hot’ already have connectivity
programe to partner with NSF. Congreas could, for example; in its pending
reauthorization of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act, authorize
funding for connectivity for -schools and their libraries. The recently
reauthorized Higher Education Act in its Title II library progrems
specifically encourages NREN related projects.

The Library Services and Construction Act already exists as a vehicle for
extending connectivity and the information infrastructure to libraries of all
types. As little as $20 million per year in new-funding through LSCA would
provide a major stimulus to additional development. LSCA provides for state-
based programs administered by state library agencies, and is thus an existing
vehicle which allows for statewide coordination and considerable flexibility.
to address the differing circumstances and needs throughout the nation for
connecting libraries and adding xnfomtxon resources to the network.

Some libraries need hiqher -level connectivity and bandndt_h than Dther‘} all -
will need full network capabilities as use of the network becomes essential,
and as multimedia rescurces become electronically aveilable. Immediate
priorities for higher-level library connections will. ba- the key roles played
by libraries; as federdl or state government informatich depositories; as key-
points for pu.blic usé' and acceiss;’ those serving large populations, or.thoss . .
providing access’ ih"areas of litile or no - connectivity. - K library say be the:
only access for those without an institutional affiliation. Another priority
would be the unique rescurces which libraries will ad3d to- the network. - Pilot: .
projects such as ouars in Permsy‘lvmia deuon:trato the value ot p@lialy e
supported information infrastruetare. - 4

Clearly, parts of the congressional NREN vision have yet to receive attention
and need more emphasis. Much too small a percentage of the HPCC budget is
being used to support the network. Reallocation within the HPCC budget is
urgently needed for (1) connecting all levels of education and libraries; (2)
making federal and state government information available over the network,
especially through the existing federal depository libraries; and (3)
education and training programs and an integrated approach to organizing and

locating electronic information rescurces and converting library collections
to digital formats.
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ALA strongly supports passage of an NREN applications bill which would build
on legislation introduced in the last Congress. We recommend that the
Subcommittee:

1) expand the education component of an NREN applications bill to include
public libraries in their role in support of education and lifelong learning;

2) add a new compenent to provide high-level connections for key government
information depository libraries, and support pilot projects to make federal
and state govermnment information available over the network;

3) support, within the digital libraries component, pilot projects in the
conversion of library resources to digital formats, development of an
integrated approach to organizing and location electronic information
resource, and education and training programs.

Resources currently available fall far short of the amount needed to realize
the goal of Congress in connecting research, education and libraries at all
levels in every state. The network to date is a major success story in that
the federal investment has spurred a much larger investment by industry,
institutions and other levels of government. A modest reallocation of federal
resources in order to provide a stimulus to broader access, better network
tools, and practical applications such as literacy and lifelong learning,
health care, provision of government information and information which
contributes to social and community problem solving and economic developinent
would also spur a larger investment and quicken the development of a National
Information Infrastructure.

An NREN applications bill may not need an agency coordinative process which
duplicates that in the HPCA, but any new bill should be structured so that
federal agencies responsible for both view them as an integrated whole, thus
providing a ubiquitous universally acceptable, high-performance information
network system to serve the individual agencies, institutions and organization
that have a stake in its components.

I also ask you, as a Subcommittee, to give serious consideration to developing
this legislation in partnership with appropriate education and government
operations committees and subcommittees, in order to leverage the policies,
programs and practices that they oversae with those of the NREN program.

Thank you for asking me to join you in the public policy process that is
framing and addressing the need for a national information infrastructure to
support life and enterprise in the 21st Century.
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Mr. BOUCHER. Thank you very much.

Dr. Bender.

Dr. BENDER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to thank you for invit-
ing me to participate in these hearings.

I'm currently the Director of the ghio Supercomputer Center, a
state-funded high performance computing center providing higher
education, as well as Ohio industry access and training to high per-
formance computing. I'm also the Director of Academic Computing
for the Ohio State University, providing central resources for our
teachers, faculty, and staff. But today, 'm representing the Coali-
tion of Academic Supercomputer Centers—CASC—as its Chairman.

The Coalition of Academic Supercomputer Centers was founded
in 1989 to provide a forum to encourage federal, state, and local
support of high performance computing. Today there are 18 CASC
members, five federally funded, three state funded, and 10 univer-
sity or locally funded. A list of our members is attached to our tes-
timony.

Our members provide the primary share of high performance
computing and networking services to the academic community and
particularly at the state centers serve as economic deveiopment for
the local business community. CASC provides a vehicle for our cen-
ters to é)ursue a common agenda using our technology infrastruc-
ture and human resources.

Our centers have high performance computing equipment, sup-
port infrastructure—for example, visualization and software—dis-
tance learning and training, mass storage equipment, and, most
important, a human resource knowledge, knowledgeable and expe-
rienced in educating, training, and supporting our users.

CASC is now participating in the development of the medicine
complex which will bolster a productive, cost-effective partnership
among academic high performance computing centers, government,
research laboratories, university researchers, and industry. CASC'’s
role in education and the business communities of America has po-
sitioned us to be effective to effectively address the challenges of
the 21st century.

We have looked at both the questions you raised and are pre-
pared to offer a statement which is a consensus statement of
CASC. We held a meeting last Wednesday, and we have been
working on it over the network ever since, and the last revision I
have we finished up yesterday afternoon. I will summarize our
statement.

We recognize the importance of the High Performance Comput-
ing Program in seeking to retain the U.S. position in the area of
high performance computing and networking technologies. We ap-
plaud the Federal Government for committing the investment in
HPCC. However, CASC is concerned with the management, the di-
rection, and the funding of the HPPCP.

The role of FCCSET was never intended to manage the HPCCP,
and the HPC Advisory Committee has yet to be developed. We note
that such a management must be in place to direct and, impor-
tantly, to protect our U.S. investment. Also because of the lack of
management, unhealthy competition among existing and new ac-
tivities has developed.
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The early implementation of the HPCCP did not envision an ex-
plicit complementary role of current national, state, and university
investments. In fact, CASC members have seen no increases of
funds due to HPCCP for the support of our performance—high-
performance computing infrastructure.

Grand Challenge problems research has impacted the federal
agencies, higher education, and business, in that order. The impact
on federal agencies is to focus Grand Challenge probiems on agency
missions. Higher education impacts are in-the basic, computational,
and computer sciences, not the support of the infrastructure, par-
ticularly the high performance computing infrastructure.

The primary industrial impact of the HPCCP is on the tech-
nology development, not technology utilization. It does not appear
that the NSF, which is in the lead—was in the lead of the develop-
ment of the national high performance and networking infrastruc-
ture for education and research—has received funding consistent
with the HPCCP planning. CASC recommends that the NSF
should receive funding at the targeted levels to maintain and en-
hance its role in the HPCCP.

Finally, CASC questions how many new federal resources were
actually invested in the HPCCP and are very interested in where
those resources went.

Summarizing our comments on stimulating applications, we seek
recognition by the Congress and the federal agencies. CASC mem-
bers are already involved in enhancing kindergarten through un-
dergraduate university education via information technologies, pro-
viding medical and heaith care uses of information technology, and
we are playing a critical—and are critical players aiding states in
economic development by focusing on rapid work force retraining
and small and medium business applications.

New legislation is needed to create clear incentives to encourage
state and local investments t¢ complement federal investments,
and those having already made investments should be encouraged
to maintain and enhance their current activities. CASC suggests
that HPCCP can be brought to medium and small business, manu-
facturing, and service industries by expanding the support for the
CASC members as they develop the infrastructure and outreach
necessary.

Currently, CASC members have many industrial partners. We
are serving pharmaceutical, biological, oil, chemical, and the auto-
motive industries. We are working to speed the pace of innovation
on more than just Grand Challenge problem research. Applications
would focus on getting competitive products to market faster at a
lower cost.

Technology transfer is a key activity of each CASC member. Our
efforts can be extended through better definition of the goals of tne
HPCCP, increased financial support, and greater dissemination of
information and expertise developed. This will drive the demand
for increased access to high performance computing and
networking. Investments must be made to preserve, enhance, and
expand our infrastructure. More explicit financial incentives must
be given to work with small companies and broaden industrial par-
ticipation and utilization.
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CASC acknowledges the need for an extended research network
and the development of a strategy that ensures a powerful and ex-
pansive network infrastructure. Our members reach into all levels
and many :{lpes of industry, and we will provide education and
training to all those levels.

The national, state, and university high performance computin
centers are a critical resource of the Nation for supporting life an
the industrial nterprise of the 21st century.

Thank you.

[The prepared statement of Dr. Bender follows:]
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Introduction

Mr. Chairman, Members of the Committee, thank you for the opportunity to
address you today on issues of vital importance to education, research, and
America's competitiveness.

I am Charlie Bender, Director of the Ohio Supercomputing Center, where I have
direct responsibility for one of the first State Supercomputing Centers. Created by
former Governor Richard Celeste and the state legislature to support researchers
at all Ohio post-secondary education institutions, the Ohio Supercomputing
Center serves as a base for broad economic development and emerging business
needs. I also serve as the Director for Academic Computing at the Ohio State
University and have participated as a member of the Advisory Pane! for the Office
of Technology Assessment report on "High Performance Computing and
Networking for Science.” Today, I am appearing as the Chairman of the
Coalition of Academic Supercomputing Centers.(CASC)

The Coalition of Academic Supercomputing Centers (CASC) was founded in
1987 to provide a forum to encourage Federal, State and University support for
High Performance Computing. CASC, with 18 members, includes five national
centers, three state centers, and ten university centers. Through the activities of all
of our members, we provide the primary share of high performance computing
services to the academic community and particularly, at the state centers, serve
the economic needs of the small and medium business community.

We see the CASC members as the Nation's computational science educators, the
leading infrastructure for techmology transfer, and a necessary vehicle for
positioning the United States for competitiveness in the 21st century.

CASC provides a common vehicle for the High Performance Computing Centers
to pursue a common agenda using our technology base and human resource
infrastructure. All Centers have high performance computing equipment and
software; support infrastructure including human resources, e.g. mass atorage
systems, visualization equipment and software, distance learning equipment, and
knowledgeable and experienced staffs available to assist users, etc. Our central
relationship to the education and business communities of America has positioned
us to effectively address the challenges of the 21st Century.
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Questions Before The Committee

The High Performance Computing and Communications Program sought to
focus Federal investment in the frontiers of computing and computer
communications technologies in order to solve some of the Nation's cescatial
problems as well as to maintaining the Nation's competitivencss in the world. The
HPCC Program, while driven by that effort and the recognition that close
cooperation among Federal Ageacies and laboratories, private industry and
academe would acoeleraic significantly the availability and utilization of the next
generation of high performance computer and networks to the education and
commercial markets as quickly as possible, has had limited success.

The diffused nature of government technology programs remains despite creation
of the Federal Coordinating Council for Science Enginecring and Technology
(FCCSET), which has initisted a planning process but was never intended to
manage the HPCC program, thus the HPC Advisory Committee, mandated by PL
102-194, is important to the future of the program for it is expected to provide
the information and guidance necessary to better manage the HPCCP.

Early implementation of the High Performance Computing and Communications
Program did not envision an explicit, complementary role for curreat national and
state computing infrastructures already serving the high performance computing
and communications communities. This has created competition between these
existing groups and the new groups eavisioned by the Initiative. It also created
confusion for potential new external communities that the initiative was seeking
townct,andcomn'hnedtomovatllnmcofpoorooadimﬁmmuof
coordination, (despite the creation of the FCCSET) and sense of competition
among the players almost ensures a more costly program and a diluted overall
effect.

Current budget realities have targeted the new moneys of the Initiative primarily
to federal labs and universities. The National Science Foundation's flat budget
has resulted in a severely diminished role for NSF despite interest, enthusiasm and
support by the staff of CISE. Last year, the Grand Challenges solicitation
resulted in several hundred responses received, but only 7 could be funded . Of
all the federa] agency participants, NSF and NASA (due to support for the Space
Station) have received the least funding of all the HPCC Agency participants. At
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this rate, NSF can barely afford to maintain its Centers' agreement, let alone
provide money for infrastructure to support these projects that have evolved
through increased awareness of the overall HPCC Program.

The Grand Challenges needs focusing HPCC R & D are driven by agency
missions and their need for a strong underlying science, engineering and
technology infrastructure to meet the mission requirements. With these mission
fequirements &s a starting point, it is difficult to see how the goals of the Strategic
Priorities will be achieved, since agency missions are rarely focused on such
national goals. Thus the HPCC program must be developed in a national as well
as Federal context. The real impact of the HPCC program can be brought to
medium and small companics, manufacturing and service industries by expansion
of the support for the CASC members as they develop the infrastructure and
outreach necessary. Currently CASC members have partnerships and are serving
pharmaceutical, biotechnology, oil, chemicals and automotive industries, and are
working to speed the pace of innovation on more than Grand Challenge problems.

The HPCC is in a unique position to leverage existing federal investments in
technology to maximize their contribution to industrial performance. Further
cooperation between universities, industries and the government must be
encouraged. Consortia involving the CASC members can help firms share risks,
pool resources, avoid duplication and make investments that they would not
undertake individually. CASC is now participating in developing the MetaCenter
concept, which will bolster this productive partnership between the academic high
performance computing centers, government, research labs and university
researchers and enhance the technology transfer effort.

Recommendations

* The role of the National Science Foundation, as a founding HPCC Program
participant and supporter of research and education activities pecformed by the
National, State and University Supercomputing Centers has continued to diminish
with decreasing budget support. NSF should receive funding at the targeted levels
to maintain and enhance its role in this important effort.

* New legislation is noeded to create clear incentives to encourage state
investments to complement federal investment, and those states that have already
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made investments should be encouraged to maintain and enhance their current
activities. '

* Recognition by Congress and the federal agencies that the CASC members are
already involved in enhancing Kindergarten thru undergraduate University
education via Information technologies; providing medical and health care uses of
information technologies and are critical players aiding states in economic
development by focusing on rapid workforce retraining and small/medium
business applications.

* Technology transfer is an integral activity at cach of the CASC member
Centers. These cfforts can be extended through better definition of the goals of the
HPCCngram,im:elsedﬁmncialsuppaimdgtwerdimeminaﬁonofthe
information and expertise developed. Applications developed at these Centers for
supercomputing creates and, in turn, maintains the demand for increasod access to
and development of supercomputers.

* A well deployed infrastructure is critical to realizing strategic priorities
identified in the Information Infrastructure and Technology Act of 1992.
[nvestment must be made if we are to enhance, preserve and cxpand our
infrastructure. More explicit financial incentives must be given to work with small
companies and broaden participation beyond the university research community
and more players must be involved.

‘CASCsuppmsthemedformenendedmtiomlmmhnaworkmdthe
development of a strategy that ensures responsivencss and affordable connectivity
mamﬁable,pow«ﬁdandexpandvein&ammmthuinamthomumnm
govamneuthrvemninmdnndedwaﬁon.

Conclusion

CASC members are successfully involved in numercus Grand Challenge
aaiviﬁuﬁ'omwuthufamaﬁngcﬁmatcmodeﬁngmdwo-ohlicﬁmuhﬁm
topuﬁcipaﬁoninﬂ:egigabitudbedmtwmb.Weruchhloaﬂlcwkmdmmy
typos of industry mdmmﬁdemndlhvehmmmm
mimitya:p«comﬂingoeﬁmmauiﬁulmmoﬂhemﬁon supporting
life and enterprise for the 21st Century. .
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The Clinton-Gore Administration declared that U.S. technological leadership is 2
national priority. The new administration considers technology to be the engine of
economic growth and is commitied to building a 218t ceatury technology
infrastructure. Investment in intemnationally competitive technology, joining the
Foderal agencies, the universities, and advanced technology resources, will
leverage the federal investment in science and technology infrastructure and
support a world class competitive business environment.

Thank you Mr. Chainnan, that concludes my remarks. I would be happy to
answer any questions that you and other members of the Committee may have.
CASC is happy to provide additional information on the activities of its members
and to answer any questions.

CASC Membership

Cornell Theory Center

National Center for Supercomputing Applications
National Center for Atmospheric Research
Pittsburgh Supercomputing Center

San Diego Supercomputer Center

Ohio Supercomputing Center
North Carolina Supercomputing Center
Minnesota Supercomputing Center

University of Texas Systern
University of Kentucky

Arizona State University

Utah Supercomputing Center

The University of Georgia
University of Nevada, Las Vegas
Purdue University Computing Center
Texas A & M Supercomputer Center
University of Florida

University of Alaska
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Mr. BOUCHER. Thank you very much, Dr. Bender, and we ex-
press our thanks to each of the panel members for their discussion
this morning.

Mr. Kay, let me begin my questions with you. You have rec-
ommended in your testimony that a single federal agency be re-
sponsible for managing the program and the follow-on legislation
that we will be introducing shortly. You have also recommended
that we create a national information infrastructure council, and so
you are essentially recommending the creation of two managing en-
tities or advice-giving entities or entities that will have some role
in guidance of the follow-on initiative. How do you differentiate
their functions, and what responsibilities would you assign to each?

Mr. Kay. Mr. Chairman, I'm not sure that we have necessarily
suggested two new entities. With regard to the HPCC—I guess, let
me make one point. As the CEO’s began work on the National In-
formation Infrastructure about nine or ten months ago, they did an
exhaustive discussion with people in the agencies about whether
the HPCC program could be broadened to encompass a national in-
formation infrastructure. The conclusion of almest everyone we
talked to was that that would be a bad idea, that the HPCC pro-

am was barely able to do what it was asked to do and it was un-

air to broaden its mission to now encompass an NIL

I think it is for that reason that, when we are here this morning,
our suggestion to you is that we ought to work on fixing and im-
proving the HPCC program and that when you establish a mission
of an NII you ought to do it separately because it is really a dif-
ferent set of issues and a different set of objectives that is being
worked on. So, maybe that answers your second question.

With regard to where we see the HPCC program going, we would
defer both to your Tjﬁldgment and that of the Administration as to
the proper home. That a new entity must be created it is not nec-
essarily the case. I guesa our CEOs’ position would simply be, there
needs to be management and not coordination of the program, and
we would defer to those who have better experience and judgment
about how to structure the government. We are observing to you
that it is currently a coordinated program and it needs to be a
managed J)rogram. We have no position on where that ought to be
and would defer to others.

With regard to this new information infrastructure council, we
don't see this at the moment as an implementing entity, we see
this as a conversation that needs to take place to create a common
vision for the NII and to get us headed in the right direction.

For example, in your earlier panel the question was rrised:
Where is the FCC's role in all of this? I think our probable first
take is, the FCC probably doesn’t have a role in the HPCC program
as it is currently structured, but as you move to a national infor-
mation infrastructure clearly it would. The question for such a
council would be: What are the aﬁ ropriate agencies, and which re-
sponsibilities would you give each? And it strikes us that a council
or commission is the proper forum right now to debate those issues
because they are very complicated and that a grou of industries
and key players in government could come to some closure on those
key questions.

Mr. BOUCHER. Well, I think that helps illuminate the suggestion.
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Let me ask {ou this. What you are proposing, I think, is that
there be a single federal agency that would have the responsibility
for coordinating the follow-on legislation. One of the problems, I

ink, as a practical matter, that you encounter is that, if you have
a single agency that has over coordinating responsibility, the
other agencies tend to think that their role has been somewhat di-
minished, and it is oftentimes for that reason somewhat more dif-
ficult to get them to participate fully, and I think, frankly, the rea-
son that OSTP was given coordinating responsibility for the origi-
nal High Performance Computing Initiative was for that very rea-
son, that this is ai umbrella within the Executive Branch that has
the role of advising the President for science policy and coordinat-
ing the delivery of that advice to him, and it comes as close as any-
thing to being an umbrella under which all the other agencies can
fit and would tend to reduce the natural rivalry that exists within
those agencies for control of a program and, for that reason, en-
courage greater participation.

So what is_your comment with regard to that general problem
thiat ;mving OSTP involved at the coordinating level tends to re-
solve?

Mr. KaY. I guess my observation would be, I think, we have to
look at this process in phases, and the phase at which the FCCSET
process and OSTP operated to get consensus within the govern-
ment to get this program up and running, a collegial,
nonhierarchical, nonbureaucratic approach, made a lot of sense,
and the people who put it 1E)olge’cher ought to be given tremendous
credit for that kind of an informal mechanism at a time when it
was appropriate.

We are now moving into a very different phase of the HPCC pro-
gram in which all of us in the private sector and the Congress are
going to be expecting a lot more from the program, and you are
going to have to coordinate the HPCC activity with the national in-
ormation infrastructure.

All the comments you heard on the first panel alluding to the
fact that we are not sure what views are, we are not sure what the
policies .re, derive from the fact that the current program is not
In a position right now to meet expectations with regard to clarity
of direction rnd setting time lines for accomplishing goals and
being critiqued both by the Congress and the private sector as to
whether those time lines are appropriate and whether those goals
are being met.

If we are going to get serious about achieving a national informa-
tion infrastructure, our industry’s position is that we are going to
have to get much more serious about a very logical, managed ap-
proach and that the HPCC program will Just have to come into
phase with that as well. I guess our observation would be, we know
1t is difficult, we know there is great bureaucratic concern about
budget autonomy and the rest, but we think that you and the agen-
cies ought to work together towards finding some mechanism
where single accountability, management, and oversight will be
eaxsﬁ?r than you would currently have with the program as it is now
configured.

Mr. BOUCHER. Should we build .into the new legislation specific
timeframes for accomplishing stated goals?
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Mr. Kay. Well, if you don’t build those in, you should at least
make sure that the agency, or the program develops those, that
they bring those to you, and that you have a chance to see them
and review them. Pm not sure in this process whether you want
to set them, but you certainly should expect, and I think our CEO’s
have said in their conversations with the Administration, that
those ought to be put in place so that both their input, as well as
the Congress’ input, could be gotten. So I think that that process
clearly needs to be done, yes.

Mr. BOUCHER. So keeping the agencies on schedule is more a
part of the oversight function than it would be the legislative func-
tion, in your opinion—through hearings and other kinds of discus-
sions, we should try to keep them on track rather than set in the
legislation specific timeframes they have to meet.

. Kay. I think that you could put in the legislation the fact
that you want them to come up with timeframes that they are pro-
posing, and then I think that there should be a general expectation
that they be met. So I think the idea of setting the framework of
timeframes—our chief technologists have met on this subject and
believe that the whole program would be substantially upgraded if
those kinds of goals were set and everybody knew what they were
and then all of us could come in and tell you from our perspective
whether they were or weren’t being met.

Mr. BOUCHER. Is your organization prepared to recommend to us
specific tasks that can be met within specific timeframes?

1 think part of the problem here is that when you are in a re-
search environment, it is very difficult to know what can be ex-
pected in terms of producing research results within a given period
of time. Are you prepared to make those recommendations to us
and state the goals and tell us how quickly they ought to be
achieved?

Mr. KAY. Again, Pm not sure that we would suggest that those
things be enshrined in legis’ation, per se.

Mr. BOUCHER. I understand, but what you are saying is that the
implementing authorities ought to be able to propose to us the
projects and the time frames, and what I am asking is, are you pre-
pared to do that? Can you suggest to them what those projects and
time frames ought to be?

Mr. Kay. Our 13 CEO’s have had the chief technologists of all
13 companies involved in both a critique of the HPCC program, as
well as the development of cur NII position. I think without going
on a limb, I could commit to you that—their interest and desire to
stay involved in the process, and I certainly would think that our
chief technologists would be in a position to work with government
agencies in helping design both the proper subjects and the proper
time lines for those activities.

KaMr. BOUCHER. All right. That is very helpful. Thank you, Mr.
y.

Ms. Parker, let me inquire of you: You made a very interesting
recommendation that perhaps one of the applications that we tar-
get in the follow-on legislation should be the appropriate collection
and reac%iing for dissemination of government information. A num-
ber of other people have made similar kinds of suggestions, per-
haps not in the context of the High Performance Computing Initia-
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tive, but have pointed out the fact that we do have archives of in-
formation oftentimes collected at great expense and then hardly
available to anyone because of the difficulty of obtaining access to
it.

In fact, the chief sponsor of the initial high performance comput-
ing program, the Vice President, Al Gore, used to say in arguing
for this initiative that we had silos of data collected by the Landsat
satellite that essentially were sitting there unused today and that
one of the principal reasons that we need a network such as this
is to make sure that that information gets to people who can use
it. So I think it is an intriguing proposal that you have made.

Let me ask you this. Would your formulation be that it is the
role of government to assemble and process and put in the proper
format the government information and then have private vendors,
commercial networks, and the like make that information available
to the public for payment of a fee?

Ms. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I think certainly in terms of the role
of government in organizing and getting access to information. But
I believe that you will find my colleagues and I believe that govern-
ment has been collected from a variety of sources, involving a com-
mitment of public funds to pay for that; and, as such, being already
supported in terms of public ownership of information. That infor-
mation can best be mogi]ized and the return on the public’s invest-
ment best realized by going out over the kinds of networks as pub-
lic-based information, hopefully without fees; and certainly, when
you look at a wide variety of position statements from the Amer-
ican Library Association, you find us on record as opposed to gov-
ernment charging for information, regardless of whether that is
captured through resale to a private vendor, who then does value-
added and recoups on the investment, or whether it is use charges
placed by government agencies themselves.

Mr. BOUCHER. So you would say that it should be available with-
out charge essentially to anyone who wants jt?

Ms. PARKER. I say that, realizing that government sometimes in-
curs extraordinary costs when a user of information wants in a
particular form which may be difficult for government to provide.

Mr. BOUCHER. Okay.

Let me ask you another question. You have recommended in your
testimony that as a part of our follow-on initiative for applications
that we involve libraries to a greater degree. In the bill that was
introduced last year and in the discussions that we have had prior
to your testimony today, we have talked about one of the applica-
tions that we have in mind being the digitization of material con-
tained in libraries and then the making available to the general
public over the network of that information so digitized, and, in
fact, there are a variety of different tasks that would have to be
performed in order to achieve that goal, including systems for data
structures, query language that would enable the public to put in
the right request in order to get the information off the digital
shelf, how to handle real-time transactions where you have literally
millions perhaps of requests coming in simultaneously—how do you
handle that? gVe don't bave any comparable system today that
would accomplish that result.
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Standards and common formats, so that you would have the
same kind of digitized format, library by library, around the coun-
try. Information displays, where you have a variety of different
kinds of information available at once—sound and image and other
things—and then how do you protect security for information that
is copyrighted and/or for information that involves national secu-
ri

o we already have a lot of tasks set before us in terms of achiev-
ing this digitization, and we clearly contemplate libraries being a
major aspect of the new apﬁlications.

ow, given that, do you have any recommendations going beyond
glat ;‘or what role libraries ought to play as we seek new applica-

ons

Ms. PARKER. You have very well artict'ated the kinds of things
that have to ke done and the tasks that confront us as we build
digital libraries. I think we would extend that by saying it is a time
in which we could begin some pilot projects to gain actual experi-
ence that would help us in accomplishing those tasks.

Mr. BOUCHER. Okay, that is fine.

Mr. McDonald, let me ask a couple of questions of you. You have
recommended that with regard to the health applications of the
new HPC initiative that several specific applications be looked at,
including computerized patient record and clinical systems, home-
based telemedicine, the personal health information system, popu-
lation data structures, and electronic data interchange, as well as
electronic claims processing, all of which, I think we would agree,
would advance the delivery of health care substantially.

It is one thing to understand that these are the goals, it is an-
other thing to try to structure legislation that helps us reach those

oals, and perhaps you could give us some sense of the kind of

D projects that we aght to direct be carried out in the legisla-
Eion in order to help achieve these specific goals that you have set

or us.

Mr. MCDONALD. Okay. First of all, the direction of the effort is
toward the NLM and types of things that NLM does well now, but
there are many other agencies that should be involved in this. The
Agency for Health Care Policy and Research is doing very signifi-
cant work in the outcome of research now.

The ability to aggregate data and then to reflect on that data in
terms of the quality of care, is going to be a very important con-
tribution to health care reform, a critical component for example,
and the Bopulation data structures are not in place today. The Cen-
ters for Disease Control also could have the ability to set up almost
real-time reflection on endemic disease patterns and epidemics.
That does not exist today; that is something they would love to do
and is probably appropriate for this project.

One of the great concerns that we have is, the most primitive
part of our health care system is that part that allows the public
themselves to reflect on their own health and to make more wise
decisions about how to utilize the health care system.

I think that if as we build the National Health Information In-
frastructure, we do not focus on this portion of the infrastructure
we are losing perhaps the biggest opportunity to reduce costs an
improve quality of care and quality of life.
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Mr. BOUCHER. Let me just ask you, if you would, to reflect a bit
on the kinds of research projects that need to be carried out to
which we should refer in the le%slation that would help us meet
the goals you have stated, which I think we agree are laudable
goals, and if you could, within the next 10 days or so, submit to
us in writing a statement of the kinds of research projects that we
should direct be carried out in order to achieve this application,
that would be extremely helpful.

Dr. Bender, you have in your testimony suggested that the High
Performance Computing Program to date has suffered from a lack
of coordination. Be a little more specific, if you would, about what
the problem is, who is responsible for it, and what specifically we
ought to be including in the follow-on legislation to improve that
condition.

Dr. RENDER, Icpretty well agree with Mr. Kay in his position that
after we got FCCSET moving it was a fairly collegiate activity, and
yet there is quite a lot of money being spent, and the management,
real management of those resources, hasn’t really appeared to us.
In fact, it is somewhat difficult to figure out how many new re-
sources were actually put into the High Performance Computing
Initiative. We heard $150 million for the first year. Has that ac-
countability been laid out? We haven’t seen it. And so we feel that
within OSTP is fine, but a tighter management of the overall pro-
graxn with accountability, which doesn’t seem to be there right
now.

Mr. BOUCHER. So your concern is just seeing where the dollars
went and trying to get a broader understanding of how that money
is being expended.

Dr. BENDER. That is right.

Mr. BOUCHER. Okay. What about the Face of the work so far? Do
you have any general comments on that?

Dr. BENDER. Not as a coalition.

Mr. BOUCHER. All right.

Well, I want to thank these witnesses for answering these ques-
tions, and you are not excused just yet. Let me recognize the gen-
tleman from Texas, Mr. Johnson.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, thank you. I think you have very
adequately—more than adequately—addressed the problem, and I
a,ﬁpreciate the questions you did ask and the responses we got, and
I'll refrain from further questions at this time and yield back my
time.

Mr. BOUCHER. Thank you very much, Mr. Johnson.

I would like to express on behalf of the Subcommittee our thanks
to this panel for the thoughtful preparation of your comments and
your presence here this morning to answer our questions and to
offer you the ogportunity to offer additional suggestions to us with-
in the period of about the next 10 days to two weeks.

We intend to structure and introduce at the end of that time
frame the follow-on legislation that will tprovide for the applica-
tions, and you have got a window there of a bit of time when you
can help us structure that, and we would appreciate your addi-
tional help and your additional guidance.

We also, during the course of this year, and next year will hold
additional hearings to assess the progress of the High Performance
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Computin% Initiative and to provide oversight as that implementa-
tion goes forward, and so it i8 not a one-time opportunity that you

have to educate us and to offer suggestions, and we will welcome
your continued contributions to that process.

Having said that, and with the Subcommittee’s thanks, this
hearing 18 adjourned.

[Whereupon, at 12 noon, the Subcommittee was adjourned.]
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

AT&T recognizes the nced for 2 national high performance computing and
communications network 10 serve major federal, industrial and academic research
laboratories and supercomputer centers. The High Performance Computing Act of 1991
bas helped b-ng this goal closer to reality. Investment in high performance computing and
communications will enhance the nation's critical rescarch and development capabilities,
especially at the generic, pre-competitive level. Federal support has helped leverage
private investment in the development of this specialized but critical segment of the overall
National Information Infrastructure (NII). Given our nation's urgent need to reform
education and health care, and to achieve global manufacturing competitiveness, AT&T
also favors study of demonstration applications in these arcas.

The NH is rapidly becoming a2 ubiquitous network of networks, including common
carriers, other commercial providers, and privately owned systems, distinct and varied. but
all closely interconnected, interoperable and widely accessible. The NII includes various
information appliances; local, exchange and long distance communications services;
centralized inform~tion and computing resources; and people interacting at all levels, at
any time and virtually any place,

Throughout this century, the U.S. has achieved and maintained uncontested worldwide
leadership in computing, communications, and information services. The U.S. government
generally has sought to promote robust competition wherever possible in these industries.
Largely as a result of intense’ competition in most markets, the NII is already well
established, and is rapidly expanding and evolving.

The high performance computing and communications initiative is devoted primarily to
solving the "Grand Challenges” of nature and physics, where the national interest is
apparent. The National Research and Fducation Network (NREN) scgment of the
initiative enables industry and academia to cooperate in testbed studies of gigabit-speed
applications and networking.

Another component of NREN, NSFNET, functions as the backbone of the Intemet — a
nationwide data network composed of various regional and local networks, intended to
serve the rescarch and education communities. NSF has noted that the model of the
government-subsidized NSFNET as a generic transit provider for the Internet is breaking
down. The NSF is to be applauded for recognizing the need to change current policy and
move all routine (i.c., not supercomputer related) rescarch and education traffic and all
commercial traffic off the NSFNET to commercial providers. Any appropriate subsidies

, should be directed to end users to alleviate any hardship resulting from this transfer.

AT&T looks forward to working with the new Administration, Congress and the private
sector to further the objectives of high performance computing and communications and to
advance the evolution of a truly competitive National Information Infrastructure,
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INTRODUCTION

My name is Stanley J. Kabala and I am Vice President-Data Comimunications in AT&T's
Business Communications Services organization. Iam pleased to have the opportunity to
present my.own and AT&T's views on the High Performance Computing Act of 1991 and
on the legislation proposed in both houses of Congress in 1992 to expand federal efforts

in applications technologies, high performance computing, and hfgh—spwd networking.

AT&T SUPPORTS THE HIGH PERFORMANCE COMPUTING AND
COMMUNICATIONS INITIATIVE

AT&T recognizes the need for a national high performance computing and
communications network to serve major federal, industrial and zcademic research
laboratories and supercomputer centers. The High Performance Computing Act of 1991
has been effective in advancing the nation toward such a network in a timely manner.
AT&T also favors government support for research to promote technological applications
that would extend to universities, colleges and schools, libraries, hospitals and medical
institutions throughout the nation. It is our view that the demonstrations of such
applications,  as contemplated in the 1992 legislative proposal, are well chosen..
Nevertheless, they do not necessarily fall within the parameters of high performance
computing and communications and must be more carefully delineated. Given our nation's
need to reform education and health care, these areas require the attention and energy of

both the public and private sectors.
AT&T believes the high performance computing and communications network is 2

relatively small but integral part of the broader National Information Infrastructure (NII).
It is important to understand the relationship between the two.
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AT&T'S VIEW OF THE NATIONAL INFORMATION INFRASTRUCTURE

AT&T believes that the National Information Infrastructure is a fundamental yet rich and
diversified resource for the United States' success in the 21st century. Uniike most other
industrialized nations, the U.S. government has generally sought to promote the evolution
of the NII by fi)stering robust competition wherever possible in the communications and
information industries. And largely as a result of intense competition in most markets, the

NII is alieady well-established. In this competitive environment, with continued [}
technological change and greatly increasing computing, communications, and information

demands, the NII is rapidly expanding and evolving.

The NII comprises a broad array of computing, communications and information
technologies and services, set in motion, directed, controlled and utilized by people

everywhere. The NII includes:

® information appliances in homes, offices, automobiles and briefcases, providing
voice, data, image, video and multimedia communications to anyone, anywhere, any
time;

® local communications services, within an officc or on a campus;
metropolitan/exchange services within a local community; long distance services, to
another community or state; or international services, anywhere in the world;

® centralized information and computing and communications resources, such as
databases, digital libraries, interactive voice, messaging and answering systems; and

¢ people with wide-ranging resources interacting with the system at all levels.
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Since the invention of the telegraph and the telephone more than a century ago and the
advent of the clectronic computer after World War II, the U.S. has maintained
uncontested worldwide leadership in communications and information technologies. With
sound government policies in place, the U.S. free enterprise system will sustain and
advance our leadership role in communications and information into the foreseeable

future.

As it evolves, the communications portion of the NII will become a ubiquitous network of
networks, including common carriers, other commercial providers and privately-owned
systems, distinct and varied but all closely interconnected, interoperable and widely
accessible. People everywhere should have access to the NII whenever they want, in
many different ways, for many different purposes. The NII will comprise a variety of
services and technologies for homes, hospitals, schools, libraries, businesses, and
government offices throughout the nation and, via wireless technologies, almost anywhere.
The services provided over the NIT should be reliable; the communications and

information transmitted, private and secure; the information devices, varied and diverse.

The NII already serves a broad and diverse array of customer needs — applications which
vary greatly in terms of quality, performance, features and price. The wide variations in
telephone sets, computer terminals, personal communicators, and data networking options
will surely continue to expand, but interconnectivity and interoperability, particularly in
dats systems and information resources must be improved, and the interfaces that
machines present to humans must be enhanced greatly so that all citizens can use the NII

easily.
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As the High Performance Computing Act of 1991 has demonstrated, the federal
government has a crucial role to play in supporting leading-edge, pre-competitive
technological research and testing for the high performance computing and
communications network. The new Administration has appropriately suggested that

government act as a catalyst for evolution of the NII in this way.
HIGH PERFORMANCE COMPUTING AND COMMUNICATIONS

The high performance computing and communications network is an essential part of the
NII, connecting research laboratories and supercomputer centers -- some of the most
advanced and sophisticated users and devices -- with links that process and translate
enormous communications and information streams -- voice, data, graphics, video and
multimedia. This highly specialized but critical segment of the NII will comprise the
highest capacity transmission, intricate signaling and switching, and powerful
supercomputers, all integrated through a unique architecture, and both systems and human

management.

Continued emphasis on high performance computing and communications could greatly
strengthen and enhance our nation's overall research and development capabilities,
particularly at the generic, pre-competitive level, where costs are especially high and
where practical, useful applications are still far off. It is here that govermment, in
association with commercial and academic partners, can leverage investments, initiate
synergies, "prime the pump,” as it were, to move the creative energy and capital of the
American free enterprise system into action. The 1591 Act is, in fact, implemented as a
partnership among federal agencies (DARPA, NSF, DOE, NASA, HHS/NIH,
DOC/NOAA, EPA, DOC/NIST) and other organizations, and leveraged by participation
of industry and academia.
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Further research in high performance computing and communications could also speed
technological innovation, facilitate transfer of defense technologies to commercial uses,
and speed commercial applications for new technologies generally. Such changes are
critically important for an increasing number of U. S. companies, including many small
businesses, who are now competing in a global marketpiace, instead of the local or

national arena they knew in the past.

As a leader in both telecommunications and computing services, AT&T is committed to
providing and sustaining a state-of-the-art infrastructure to support high performance
computing and communications. In the forefront of experimental technologies, AT&T is
currently funding and managing the Experimental University Network Program (XUNET),
which includes experimental work in very high speed data networking. Two XUNET
links, connecting three XUNET Asynchronous Transfer Mode (ATM) switches, are being
upgraded to 622Mbps and will be available for scientific and technical research by July,
1993.

The upgraded XUNET network is an integral part of the BLANCA gigabit testbed
sanctioned by the Corporation for Network Initiatives (CNRI). CNRI administers four
separate gigabit testbeds on behalf of the NSF and DARPA. Research scientists and
engineers from AT&T Bell Labs and various other university and government laboratories
are already performing experiments on the current, coast-to-coast 45Mbps XUNET ATM
network.
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Recently, AT&T announced plans to move aggressively in offering ATM service
commercially, collaborating with customers and other industry leaders.  These
partnerships will accelerate availability of ATM-based networking solutions; AT&T
expects to begin with switch, network, and customer applications testing by year end and
to offer controlled introduction of ATM services during the first half of 1994. Initially the
network will support speeds of 45Mbps, evolving to higher speeds as customer

applications demand.

Also, AT&T is participating in a five-year cooperative agreement with the NSF to provide

directory and database services to NSENET and NREN users. Directory services are

critical to NREN users, bringing together computer services, communications and
information services. These services will eventually become an essential component of the

evolving NIIL.

HIGH PERFORMANCE COMPUTING AND COMMUNICATIONS AND THE GRAND
CHALLENGES

High performance computing and communications is driven by the recognition that
creative applications of advanced computing and communications power will help in
solving a wide range of scientific and ergineering "Grand Challenges™ ~ some of the
profound mysteries of nature and secrets of physics, the environment and human nature,

whose solutions are vital to our nation's economic well-being and to human progress.
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More accurate weather prediction and better understanding of global atmospheric and
climatic cha_nges, for example, might help prevent some of the catastrophic losses of life
and property experienced in so many states last fall as a result of Hurricane Andrew and
_subsequent tornadoes. Research in this area could also lead to a deeper understanding of

global warming and how it could be prevented.

Efforts, already under way, to map the human genome system could help pinpoint genetic

conditions precisely, and perhaps lead toward prevention or remedy of many presently
baffling diseases and illnesses. There are many other examples of applications that will
have fundamental and far-reaching consequences for the American people, helping and

enriching us in our everyday lives.

THE HIGH PERFORMANCE COMPUTING ACT OF 1991 HAS BEEN EFFECTIVE

The High Performance Computing Act of 1991 has resulted in significant new activities on
several fronts. New funding has been provided through different government agencies for
various groups, research centers and consortia, focusing particularly on Grand Challenges
applications. Progress is reported also in new software applications and in scalable high

performance systems.

The federal government should continue to spur development of the national high
performance computing and communications network toward research efforts that best
serve national interests and, under the 1991 Act, such efforts are already under wav. The

four pre-production testbeds for new technologies and applications, for computer and
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network interworking, and for testing of ways to design products that customers will find

simple and easy to use are promising objectives

Research funds should be directed toward development -of critical pre-competitive
technologies and applications, with the active collaboration of both lzrge and small
companies in the computer, communications and information industries. The focus for
such research efforts should be on those technologies where commercial applications

appear promising but too distant to warrant investment by the private sector alone.

Over many years, particularly through the federal lsboratories, government has sustained
a large defense research effort, and continues to do so. To capitalize on its investment and
to make the most of federal research under the High Performance Computing Act of 1991,
important attention should be given to technology transfer and dual-use technologies.

This is particularly so during this time of transition for many of these laboratories.

The benefits of a national initiative in high performance computing and communications
go well beyond accelerating innovation and technology transfer. As noted in a recent
report of the Computer Systems Policy Project (CSPP), an association of 13 U. S.
computer companies, including AT&T, the federal government's high performance
computing and communications initiative can help spark the nation's economy, create jobs

for American workers and give US. companies an edge to better compete internationally.

One of the key components of the high performance computing and communicatiors
initiative is the National Research and Education Network (NREN). The NREN concept
reflects a goal of interconnecting research centers at major universities and

supercomputing centers, to create a national networking resource for university,

government, and industry researchers. Such a resource is deemed nevessary to effectively
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address the Grand Challenges. NREN has an R&D component through which industry
and academia cooperate in test bed studies of gigabit-speed applications and networking.

The NREN also includes several national agency backbone networks, and we will focus
briefly on one of those, NSFNET, which is funded through the National Science
Foundation. NS\NET is the bickbone of the Internet, a nationwide data network
composed of various regional and local networks. The Internet furnishes electronic mail,
file transfer, and remote log-in services to users, many of whom are directly involved in
research and education. Originally conceived as a tool for researchers, the Intemet is now
rapidly expanding to serve commercial users, while the backbone still receives direct
government subsidies. Third-party commercial information-services providers are also

connecting to the Internet at an increasing rate.

A 1992 study led by Robert Aiken at the National Science Foundation notes: "...the model
of NSFNET as 2 generic transit provider for the Intenet is breaking down. Commercial
network providers now offer inter-regional connectivity for traffic which does not comply
to the NSF AUP...* The study further indicates that the NSF expects that, over time,
network subscribers will increasingly bear their own costs as network connections become

available from commercial telecommunications providers.

The NSF is to be applauded for recognizing the need to change current policy and for
outlining a plan for such change. An NSF official has said that as soon as it is technically
feasible to do so (when initial development of policy-based routing is completed), all

routine (i.c., not supercomputer application refated) research and education traffic and all
commercial traffic will be moved from the NSFNET to commercial providers. Any
. appropriste subsidies should be provided to end users to alleviate any hardship resulting
from this transfer.




194

In our view, the subsidy transition should be effected in a timely manner, and connections
to the nsw NSF-subsidized very high speed backbone network services (VBNS) should be

effectively limited to the four supercomputer centers mentioned.

The legislation introduced in the House and Senate last year, already reintroduced as part
of a larger bill in the Senate this year and being considered for introduction by members of
this Subcommittee and the parent Committee, extends the thrust of this initiative to
demonstration applications beyond the original high performance computing legislation.
The proposed legislation would support limited demonstrations in education, health care,

libraries and manufacturing.

In our view, enhanced funding for these demonstration applications, while not high
performance computing and communications, is nonetheless important to the future of
NII. These demonstration applications can test areas such as network scalability, security
of information, privacy considerations, integrity and robustness of networks and
databases, simplified human-computer interfaces, interoperability standards, etc. Thisis a
valuable use of government funds and we support it. It is critical, however, to add some
additional context to these plans, particularly relative to the respective and joint roles of

government and industry.

Federal policies play a crucial role in fostering a truly competitive NII environment,
responsive to the needs of customers and the nation. The government itself can play
several significant roles as:

® eader - creating a vision for the nation and defining the national challenge;

o Innovator - investing in pre-competitive technologies and applications, and
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supporting technology transfer;
Motivator - providing incentives to industry to invest in research and development;
Administrator - effectively administering government-controlled resources (such as
spectrum) to ensble and promote competition in the marketplace;

Enlightened Regulator - limiting and focusing regulatory measures so as to open all
possible markets to competition — particularly promoting competition at all levels
in the telecommunications industry -- and eliminating unnecessary regulatory

requirements which inhibit free-market competition;

Facilitator - supporting the adoption of industry-developed interoperability

standards;

Protector of Innovation - setting limits on liability in targeted areas;

Participant - supporting the inclusion of appropriate government information in
databs ses and digital !ibraries; and

Wise Funder - directing appropriate subsidies to end-users who can freely select

services from the marketplace.

AT&T stands ready to work with the new Administration, Congress and the private sector
to further the objectives of high performance comptting and communications initiative and

to advance the evolution of a truly competitive National Information Infrastructure.
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ASSOCIATION OF RESEARCH LIBRARIES

Statement of the Association of Research Libraries
to the
Subcommittee on Science
Committee on Sclence, Space and Technology
for the Hearing Record of February 2, 1993
Regarding the High-Performance Computing Act of 1991

The Association of Research Libraries is a not-for-profit organization
representing 119 public and private research libraries in the United States and
Canada. The membership of ARL is actively involved in the provision of
information resources — including those that are unique, to the research and
education community. ARL programs and services promote equitable access to, and
effective use of knowledge in support of teaching, research, scholarship, and
comumunity service.

Implementation of the goais and programs as set forth in the High-
Performance Computing Act of 1991 (HPCA of 1991) will have profound effects on
the nature and operation of research libraries, thus research scholarship in the
years ahead. The work of this Subcommittee in providing oversight to this critically
important endeavor is to be commended. How the HPCA of 1991 is implemented,
and in particular, section 102, relating to the establishment of the National Research
and Education Network (NREN) is integrally linked to how researchers, scholars,
and citizens will communicate, conduct research, and participate in our democratic
form of government in the future.

This statemen: will focus on three NREN-related issues before the
Subcommittee including:

eselected activities in research libraries that reflect the changing nature of
communication and the research needs of users;

echaracteristics and information policy issues relating to digital libraries; and
*passible new directions and research projecis for federal agencies to consider during
the implementation of the HPCA of 1991.

There are a host of activities underway which are defining, redirecting, and
providing a new appreciation for how the research and education communities will
benefit from and utilize network-based information resources in the future.
Research libraries have taken a leadership role in stimulating and promoting
networked-based initiatives to advance access to information resources in support of
research and education. Libraries are participants in numerous experiments and
pilot programs that demonstrate the utility of high capacity networks for the
exchange and use of information for all disciplines.

*This statement is based in part on joint ARL/Computing Research Association
statements and position papers on related issues.

1527 Men Hampadure Avenue, N W, Washington OC 2000w
212-232:7468 FAX 212462789
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This participation is based on the fundamental premise that research libraries with
other partners in the research and education community, federal, and private sector

have a role and responsibility in the building and evolution of the NREN and the
national information infrastructure.

Selected Networked Based Activities in Research Libearies

ARL recently conducted a survey to provide a snapshot of ARL libraries
activities considered key el ts of a research library of the future including digital
libraries that are elements of the virtual library — electronic document delivery,
electronic journals, full text database access, network access, and the like. The virtual
library refers to the research library of the future, the library without walls where
users will have access to resources without regard for physical or geographic location.
The survey found that a large number of institutions are making "notable
commitments to electronic networked systems and services.” For eample, 85% of
the respondents are using or developing electronic document delivery services and
66% are providing access to electronic full text.

The speed with which research libraries are incorporating aspects of the
virtual library into their operations can be attributed to numerous factors —~ new
opportunities and services resulting from computer and telecommunications
investments and programs, changing user information needs and requirements,
increasing rellance upon electronic resources, shrinking budgets, the rising cost of
journals, and more. /

The vision of the electronic library as stated by Meredith Butler (Dean and
Director of Libraries) and Timothy Lance, (Associate Vice President for Information
Systemns and Technology) University at Albany, State University of New York, is
compeiling. "Cur goal is a technologically advanced, flexible facility bringing
together all of the University's information resources, and enhancing the capabilities
of each. It will offer every member of the University and the communrity a
powerful, user-friendly environment in which information may be created, stored
and distributed electronically, accessed in multiple formats easily. Planning for the
electronic library assumes a wide-band national research network and reglonal and
campus networks, all operating at speeds beyond those currently achieved.”

Examples of existing projects that will be accessible to users of such a facility
include the following:

oThe North Carolina State University Digitized Document Transmissjon Project is a
national research initiative that utilizes the Internet for the transmission of digitized
texts and images. Scanned images are transmitted to libraries, researchers’
workstations, and agricultural extension offices. Collaborating on this project are 14
land-grant university libraries in 11 states.

«A joint project between the lowa State University Library, University of Wisconsin,
the University of Minnesota, and Indiana University seeks to enhance access to
resources via the Internet in the interdisciplinary area of biotechnology. This
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project was developed to address the increasing reliance by researchers on the
Internet to communicate and access needed resources yet the existing network
environment does not support effective access.

*The Electronic Text Center and On-line Archive of Electronic Texts at the
Aldermum Library, University of Virginia is an example of a networked-based
initiative that seels to address the information needs of selected users or disciplines.
One goal of the Center is “ to help create a new broad-bsse user community within
the humanities at Virginia. The initial set of on-line texts includes the new Oxford
English Dictionary; the entire corpus of Old English writings; selected Library of
America titles, several versions of Shakespeare's complete works; hundreds of other
various languages (chiefly from the Oxford and the Cambridge text Archives); and
the currently released parts of two massive databases from Chadwyck-Healey: J-P
Migne's Patrologia Latina, and the English Poetry Full-text database, comprised of the
complete works of 1,350 English poets from AD 600 to 1900." One goal of the Center
is to provide a model for other institutions interested in establishing new facilities
for teaching and learning.

*PENPages, a computer-based information service, is available 7 days a week
without fee to the offices and staff of the Cooperative Extension Program in 67
Pennsylvania counties, to farmers, businesses, schools and members of the
Pennsylvania State University corununity. Infurmation included in PENPages
includes consumer education, food safety, forest resources, nutrition, pesticide
education, plant pathology, water quality, commodities prices, and plant pests alerts.

+The Economic Development Information Network or EDIN, a collaborative effort
between Pennsylvania State University, the Pennsylvania State Data Center, and the
Institute for State and Regional Affairs, provides access to bulleting snd new releases,
issues of Commerce Business Daily, directories of economic development centers
and agencies, database files pertaining to demographic and economic data, and more.

*University Libraries at Virginia Polytechnic and State University publish two
electronic journals and the North Carolina State University Library publishes
Postmodern Culture, a scholarly, refereed electronic journal produced by English
faculty on campus.

Information Policies and Digital Libraries

These projects provide a sense of the changes that are occurring in how
people use information in a network environment and also give rise to a host of
infermation policy issues that will require consideration as virtual and digital
libraries are created and utilized. The projects described contain many common
chatacteristics. First, be it for a specific discipline or for entire communities, they
were designed with the goal of improving the user's access to resources, utilizing
information technologies in an innovative manner with an emphasis on ease of
use. Second, these projects are designed with the recognition that digital fbraries are
substantially different and are an extension of existing libraries and library
functions.
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osize — the total of all printed knowledge is doubliny every eight years and many
tessarch databases dwarf past information collection; -

-mnlpuhtabh—theuuofmdecuonkdlgihlfoxmtmu\ndan of any kind
can be potentially commnunicated, analyzed, manipulated, and copied with esse;

emixed media —~ the digital library will consist of multiple forms and formats of
information including images, sounds, texts, computer programs, or quantitatire
dats;

edistributed — the digital library is not a single entity, database, in a specific
geographic location. Instead It consists of resources that are constantly changing and
available on a distributed basis. The evolution of the digital library and its
distributed nature are fundamental characteristics relating to the value of the digital
library to the user;

eaccessibility and interactivity -- digital libraries will be accessible to new
communities, a wider-range of users, and this in tum, increases the value of the
digital library through the availability of new research and new knowledge. This
Latter point refers to the interactivity between the user and digital library.

Creation of digital libraries will likely exacerbate a number of existing
information management and policy issues and will require additional research to
resolve problems that may thwart progress. Many if not all of the information
policy issues requiring attention are not new. Instead, the nature of the techrologies
either exacerbates existing tensions (e.g copyright) or presents new questions and
opportunities to rethink existing practices. These issues range frorn the need to
develop standards and protocols as they affect the usability of electronic media to
copyright and intellectual property issues in a network environment.

For example, the success of digital libraries will be determined by the ability of
the researcher to easily make use of a host of resources located in a variety of settings.
This will require the development of standards, common formats, and controls that
will permit the user to identify, locate, and access needed resources in a consistent
fashion. Managing network access to electronic resources calls for the development
of new standards by librarians working together with research users, and
information scientists to fully realize the benefits of digital libraries. Addressing
these pressing issues in a coordinated fashion will be necessary.

There are many ongoing federal activities that may act as points of departure.
One such approach is the "life cycle " concept to information in which consistent
standards are employed from the creation of a datafile to ensure conformity of
structure and access. A federal effort, the draft national spatial data standard is
illustrative. The goal is to set a common spatial data standard that will be employed
by government agencies at all levels and by private and other public entities. 1f
successful, researchers will be able to identify and utilize data in a common format
regardless of discipline. In a digital library environment, the benefits to the
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researcher are enormous. This federal effort may be one to emulate in other arenas
to evaluate its usefulness and applicability to other disciplires.

Standards and protocols will also be needed for those users of digital libraries
who may kack the needed skills to effectively utilize the networked environment
and who may not have a librarian to call upon. As in today's environment,
librarians will be both intermediaries as well as facilitators —~ ensuring that
commnunications and access channels for users are available without barriers, either
technological or financial The creation of digital libraries will not diminish the role
of libraries. Instead, the growth of information and the need to provide more user-
friendly pathways will require additional support. Pathways to accomumodate the
differing skills levels and an infrastructure that includes support services, training
materials, workshops, help lines, and the development of documentation will be
essential. Some facets of the recent NSF National Information Services contracts
will begin to address these issues.

Other information policy issues that require consideration in a digital library
environment include is* ues relating to freedom of expression, intellectual property,
access, privacy and confidentiality, security concems tisat include the integrity and
reliability of the data resources, and the preservation ard archiving of data resources.

Libraries are constantly faced with defending the right to the freedom of
inquiry and expression. The key elements to freedom of expression include the right
of access to information and the role of government in assuring broad and equitable
access to information; the right to confidentiality of access that refers tc the assurance
that a user’s information needs and uses are private and are treated with
confidentiality; and the right to expression of ideas which can in an electronic
environment, either be enhanced or restricted depending upon how the technology
is utilized.

Although there are technological solutions that can promote privacy
protections, reliance upon technologies is not sufficient. Principles governing uses
of the network should be formulated and network practices clearly articulated. An
appropriate starting point are current library principles and practices such as in the
Library Bill of Rights and policies relating to confidentiality of library records.

Security issues entail both ensuring both the “safety” of the physical network
and the integrity and rellability of the resources available through the digitat
libraries. Projects such as the Knowledge Management System (Mathiason and
Luc.er) are designed to constantly change and reflect the most current research and
evaluation data, Researchers comment online to research findings and the “text” is
changed accordingly. In this environment manipulation of the information is a
fundamental element of the research process, but it also poses questions regarding
the ability to change data and thus potentially challenge the reliability and integrity
of the database.

Copyright issues h' e always required a thoughtful, carefully balanced, and

mediated review with the introduction of new technologies. The extraordinary
growth and use of networks in such a short span of time has placed new pressures
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at some point in the future. Thewcwithwhichoneanmahdiglnl
eoplao!anuﬁdeordauﬂklsthe
access to the content of resources without
amhmu\nﬂmbmimmedhumedfou
copyright law. But it is too soon. The concept of digital

pilots and networked-base projects, is that the Internet/NREN
signrls that new formulas, (e.g. new electronic journal publishing ventures),
ts, and relationships will emerge. More time and

neededsot!ntﬂmcpmbdscanﬂourbh-mnymahndydmmmungm
uses, opputunlua,uddulks\ses of the changing systemn of scholarly
communication.

lnuncumta\vimnmnﬂwmkahudpubltmm among users
and publishers that there shold continue to be protection of copyrighted materials.
There is also an appreciation thata robust market for networked information and
resources i fundamental to the success of the NREN and the evolving national
informtion infrastructure. The challenge will be to determine at what point the
concept of digital libraries has become a "reality,” and moxifications to-existing law
may be appropriate.

And finally, recent Court decisions relating to access and availability of
government electronic records, underscore the need for rules and regulations that
govern their preservation and disposition. Building in archival and preservation
concens to existing network projects will be important.

Central to current activities and creaticn of digital libraries is the avallability
of and access to a high-speed, high-capacity network. In the past year, the National
Science Foundation has through the recent awarding of contracts for information
services and the upcoming NSFNET backbone solicitation, advanced the goals of the
HCPA of 1991 by extending the capacities and capabilities of the NGFNET. These

NSF activities are noteworthy and merit both support and additional attention.
Providing additional support, both through appropriations and oversight, will serve
the broad national godls as defined in the HPCA of 1991 and lead the way to the
national information infrastructure.

Possible Directions and New Applications

To reslize the goals of the HPCA of 1991 and the creation and utifization of
electronic libraries, several new directions or incressed emphasis on current
programs could be

First, the government could stimulate the development of electronic

databases that support research and education, and support the development of

histicated data management and searching software that will make the software
accessible and usable by the research and education communities.

Information takes many forms; numbers, text, sounds and images: and, in
somve cases, & properly integrated database could potentially contain & multiplicity of
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forms and media. Some of the databases are very large and growing rapidly,
containing many trillions of jtems of information. To make it available via the
network can be a significant research and development problem, involving the
creation of new data structures, memory technology, standards, and searching
techniques. .

Much of this research data is Federally owned or controlled, making it ideal
materal for experimental projects. Furthermore, since the data is in the public
domain, intellectual property problems will not interfere with or confound the
research results. Finally, with the increasing use and reliance upon information
technologies by federal agencies, it will be important to provide an additional
dissemination channeél for effective, equitable, and timely access to federal
information resources.

A series of major development and demonstration projects aimed at crcating
information resources to be accessible to the research and education community
over the NREN is needed. These could also include projects that promote the use
and dissemination of federal information resources via the Internet.

These projects would focus on experiments involving a broader community
of users and a broader range of applications drawn from research, education, public
health, and public information. They should also concentrate on leading edge,
gigabit-speed communication services and on the use of high-end, but commercially
attainable technology to provide innovative new information services. Finally,
these projects would include a broad range of information resources and datafiles to
experiment with the utility of distributing different datafiles over the NREN and
Internet. It will be important to test and evaluate which datafiles and databases may
or may not be suitable (with existing technologies) to network distribution. It may be
more effective for example to ship a tape of remote sensing data in lieu of network
distribution for reasons of size and structure.

The projects would have the combined goals of:

- providing new, sophisticated user services on the NREN;

-developing new technologies for managing and searching electronic information;

- demonstrating the benefits of such services to the larger public;

-evaluating the capacities of the Network for disseminating differing types and sizes
of datafiles.

-experimenting and evaluating archival and preservation needs in an electronic
environment.

Examples of projects might include:
* Create National Information Centers (NICs) for environmental resources,
agriculture, and geographic spatial data.

¢ Fund multimedia projects that explore provision of electronic access to collections
and materials generally inaccessible in the past, but of high research value, including
photographs, drawings, films, archival data, sound recordings, spatial data, sound
recordings, written manuscripts, and rmore.
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electronic information dissemination projects, datafiles, and bulletin boards, and
develop the necessary indexes and inquiry tools to encourage access.

Second, despite its rapidly growing popularity as evidenced by the growth of
use, principally among scientific researchers, the NREN remains a challenging
technology mmfornon-expcm,parucuhﬂynmeyuyeomovebeyondc-mn
applhmﬁunhm,umonmmpmonnm.mmduetopmjeds
mhuﬁmemgeﬂedp«wiousty,unNetworkwmhemmmmmpthwm
be accessed by users who are Jess sophisticated technically.

It will be critically important that the NSF with the Department of Education
support programs that are aimed at all levels, from elementary school to aduit and
are intended to help librarians, educators, and users alike, make effective use of the
information resources on the network.
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February 12, 1993

The Honorable Rick Boucher

Chairman, Subcommittee on Science

Committee on Science, Space, and Technology
U. S. House of Representatives

Washington, D. C. 20515

Dear Chairman Boucher:

In response to your graciocus invitation to witnesses at the
February 2, 1593 hearing on high performance computing and
networking, I am writing to provide additional information and more
specific recommendations for the hearing record.

First, you acked about the pricing of government information,
and about the role of the private sector in the dissemination of
federal government information. AIA believes that the federal
government has an affirmative obligation to disseminate government
information in usable forms through existing depoaitory library
programe for free public access, and bayond these, for the
government to make its information available at no more than the
incremental cost of distribution.

The private sector can play an important and useful role in
taking publicly available government information, adding value, and
creating marketable products and services. However, ALA believes
it is not in the public interest for government agencies to enter
into exclusive arrangements with private sector entities for the
dissemination of agency information coilected and organized at
taxpayer expense. Pricing geared to secondary distributors instead
of the needs of end users, cream skimming of marketable
information, contractor copyright of government databases, lack of
stability of vendors, and a lack of incentives for preservation and
archiving are among the problems which can result.

For additional information on this subject, I have enclosed a
Resolution on the Right to Pederal Government Information, adopted
by the ALA Council on January 27, 1993.
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The Honorable Rick Boucher
February 12, 1993
Page Two

I am pleased to provide more specific information concerning
our recommendations for an NREN applications bill, building on last
year's Inforsation Infrastructure and Technology Act.

1) We recommend a new section: Applications for Government
Information. Suggested language, background, and rationale are
provided in an enclosure.

2) We recommend a wmodification to the Applications for
Education section in order to make clear that pilot projects for
primary and secondary schools may include:

. projects which involve school and public library
cooperation;

. ‘state level projects involving state departments of
education and state library agencies; and

e projects in which public libraries use the network for
support of students and school-related activities.

3) We recommend a modification to the Applications for
Libraries section to specify that the development of digital
libraries include: .

¢ pilot projects in the conversion of library resources to
digital formats;

e education and training programs; and

e development of an integrated approach to organizing and
locating electronic information resources.

ALA has algso collaborated with organizations addressing
related issues in more detail. We commend to your attention the
supplemental comments or statements for the record of the
Association of Research Libraries, the cComputing Research
Association, and EDUCOM.

It was a pleasure to appear before the Subcommittee on
February 2, and I thank you for the opportunity to elaborate on my
testimony.

Sincerely,

Sara A.

Commissioner of Libraries
Pennsylvania Department of Education
Representing the

American Library Association

SAP/pm

Enclosures (2)
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RESOLUTION ON THE RIGHT TO FEDERAL GOVERNMENT INFORMATION

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

A democratic society depends on equai, ready, timely, and equitsble access to
government information, regardless of format; and

In the past decade, a combination of specific policy decisions, interpretations, and
implementation of the Paperwork Reduction Act and other statutes; OMB Circular
No. A-130; and agency budget cuis have significantly limited public access %
government information; and

These government policies and actions have resulted in privatization and
commercialization of information dissemination by government agencies,
curtailment of government collection of statistics and technical data, excessive use
of security classitication and restrictions on access %0 unclasified information,
festraints on scientific communication through export controls, namrow
interpretations of the Freedom of Information Act, and unwarranted government
secrecy; and

The American Library Association has a Jong record of action in support of public
access %0 information collected, compiled, producedj and disseminated by the
government of the United States; ncw, therefore, be it

RESOLVED, That the American Library Association urge the President of the United States aad

Congress to take immediate action %:

¢ affirm a policy that ensures equal, ready, timely, and equitabie access 0
information, regardless of physical form or characteristics, by and sbout the
United States government;

¢ disseminate government information in whatever format is most appropriste,
most cost effective, most timely, and most useful for government agencies,
libracies, and the general public, including through an electronic gateway ot the
Goverament Printing Offics;

¢ engure that the government collect, compile, coordinate, maintain, and
disseminate accurate and timely statistics in consistent categories to enhancs the
economic, educational, scientific, technological, social, and cultural welfare of
the public;




o ensurethat standardized, comprehentive, up-to-date bibliographic locator tools
for goverament publications, records, and databases are widely available through
nationally recognired databases and library petworks, as well as in print formats,
so that the public cam identify needed government information;

o sirengther the Depository Library Program, particularly by including
electroaic formats and online access;

* ensure that government information products and services include indexes,
software, and documentation needed to facilitate their usefulness;

« limit the price of government information products and secvices to no more
than the incremental costs of distribution, and exclude the cost of collecting,
organizing, storing, and presesving government information;

¢ prohibit copyright of all works of the United States government, and pruibit
any royalty-like fees for redissemination of government information;

¢ recognize that dectronic records are covered under the Freedom of
Information Act (FOIA), and require agencies to make reasonable efforts to
provide records in the format requested;

o grant no FOIA exemption to zgencies for national security, law eaforcement,
or financial-institution purposes unless proof is provided for demonstrable harm
that outweighs the public interest in disclosure;

¢ impose FOIA fees only on those requestors who seek information solely for
private commercial uses, and automatically grant FOIA fee waivers 0 libracies,
educational institutions, nonprofit researchers, authors, public interest groups,
and depo.itocies of public records;

o ensure that agencies comply with the ten-day statutory response time limit for
FOIA requests;

¢ reduce drastically the scope of secrecy within the federal government by
reviewing all forms of security classification in the agencies of the govenment,
instituting a systematic declassification system to ensure future public access, and
prohibiting restrictions on public use of government information solely on the
basis that it is seasitive but unclassified;

o appoint a blue ribbon commission to recommend changes in federal policies
that were promulgated during the cold war and that inhibit the free flow of ideas;

o protect the peivacy rights of individuals and groups from uuwarranted

o ensure that federal information systeras include provisions for archiving and
eventual public access; and make speciai efforts to acchive and presecve current
electronic systame which may lack these features;
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¢ designate foderal libracy operations as inherently governmental functions and
remove them from the OMB list of commercial activities;

* appoint federal officialt who support and promote policies that ensure public
access 10 government information—especially in the National Archives, the
Office of Management and Budget Office of Information and Regulatory Affairs
(OIRA), the Justice Department offices with jurisdiction over FOLA, and the
Government Printing Office;

and, be it further

RESOLVED, That the American Library Association sead coples of this resolution to William
Jefferson Clinton, President of the United States, and the Membecs of Congress.

wr -

Adopted by the Council of the
American Library Association
Lenver, Colorado
January 27, 1993
(Council Document #27.3)
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RECOMMENDATION FOR NEW SECTION
IN NREN APPLICATIONS BILL

APPLICATIONS FOR GOVERKMENT INFORMATION

(a) The National Science Foundation and other appropriate agencies
shall provide for the development of high-performance computing and
high-speed networking technology for the purpose of providing
timely, equitable, and efficient public access to federal, state,
and local government information. Such applications shall include
but not be limited to the following:

(1) Pilot projects that connect government information
depository libraries to the Internet and the National Research and
Education Network to aid in development of software, hardware, and
training materials needed to enable use of networks for--

(A) access to federal government information and
databases increasingl, available only in electronic formats;

(B) access to state or local government information;

(C) access to related resources which enhance use of
government information; and

(D) linkages among government information depository
libraries and other libraries and institutions to enhance use of
government information;

(2) Pilot projects that use technolegy to increase access to
and effective use of government information and databases for
support of research and education, economic development, and an
informed citizenry; and

(3) Pilot projects that use technology to increase access to
government information and foster community networking in rural

areas.

{b) There are authorized to be appropriated to the National Science
Foundation for the purposes of this section, $10,000,000 for fiscal

year 1994, $20,000,000 for fiscal year 1995, and $30,000,000 for
fiscal year 1996.

BACKGROUND FOR NEW SECTION

To serve agency missions and public purposes, governments at
all levels collect, organize, and disseminate enormous amounts of
information which comprises a valuable national resource.
Governwent information is absolutely basic to research in every
field, as well as for education and training, economic development,
social well-beji.ng, use by government entities other than the agency
producing the iifovmation, and full participation by citizens in a
democratic gover..sent. From census data to geographic information
systems, from weather data to information on crops, from industry
gtatistics and marketing information to medical and scientific
databases, from lavs, requlations and RFPs to the latest
legislative developments, government information is essential to
the workings of modern U.S. society.

Much government information formerly published in print
formats is now available only in electronic form. Scme types of
government information such as tabular data and statistics, can be
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most usable in electronic formats. Time sensitive government
information can be most efficiently disseminated in online form.
The NREN should be a primary mechanism which the federal government
uses to provide access to and delivery of federal information, and
this flow should be integrated with networked public irtormation
arising from the activities of state and local governmant.

DEPOSITORY LIBRARY PROGRAMS

The federal depository library program is a system of 1,400
depository libraries, including state libraries, those at 1land
grant institutions, law school 1libraries, libraries of federal
agencies and military academies, certain state court libraries, and
public, academic, research, and other libraries designated by
Congress in each state and congressional district. Administered by
the Government Printing Office, the program was established by
Congress and dates back to the nineteenth century. GPO distributes
government information at no cost to designated libraries to ensure
that {with certain specified exceptions) all government
publications are widely available for the free use of the general
public.

In return, depository libraries commit to house, organize,
provide free access for the general public, and assist the public
to use government information. Libraries provide the staff,
reference services, cataloging, shelving or other storage
equipment, bhinding, reading and copying equipment for microforms;
and more recently, computers and computer workstations, staff and
training to help the public use information in electronic formats.

The Association of Research Libraries recently conducted a
survey of its 93 U.S. depository members. The survey found that
each regional depository library invested approximately $305,000,
and each selective library provided an estimated $280,000 in FY
1991-92 in support of the federal depository library program.
These figures do not include facilities management, overhead, or
storage costs. The 21 regional libraries responding answered on
average more than 26,000 reference questions and circulated more
than 19,000 items to other 1libraries in their states. Five
libraries reported circulating an average of 44,000 items per year.

Regional depositories (currently 53, approximately one per
state) must receive and retain all non-classified government
information available via the depository program, and assume
additional responsibilities within their region for interlibrary
loan and reference and other assistance. Selective depositories
may choose certain classes of information to receive, depending
upon the needs of their user communities.

The GPO Depository Library Program provides for a convenient,
equitable, widely dispersed system for public access to government
information collected, organized, and disseminated at taxpayer
expense. Government information of public interest should be
disseminated through this long-standing systea by whatever means
the information is publicly disseminated by a government agency.
Beyond providing for public access through depository programs,
government information should be available in usable form at no

QL3
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more than the incremental cost of distribution to users,
institutions, and the private sector.

Other federal agencies cperate specialized depository library
systems; examples include the Environmental Protection Agency, ths
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, and the Patent and Trademark Office.
Depository libraries are intensive users of and customers for other
federal information dissemination mechanisms, such as the Commerce
Department's National Technical Information Service. In addition,
depository libraries purchase additional copies of heavily used
government information materials, and purchase from the private
sector value-added versions of certain government information, and
indexing tools and other products and services which enhance access
to government information.

RATIONALE

Applications for government information in the proposed
legislation would carry out an explicit provision of the High~
Performance Computing Act, which states in section 101{a)(2) (E)
that the National High-Performance Computing Program shall "provide
for improved dissemination of Federal agency data and electronic
information."™ Purther, OSTP is given responsibilities in
coordinating the activities of appropriate agencies and departments
to promote the development of information services that could be
provided over the network, including "data basaes of unclassified
Federal scientific data." H. Rept. 102-66, Part 1, elaborated:

The intention is that both federally generated,
unclassified data bases, as well as data bases and
services from private sector sourcss be included...

The types of unclassified federal data bases
available on NREN are not specified in the bill except
for scientific data bases, which in general are intended
to be accessible. The bill neither requires nor forbids
any agency or department to develop or disseminate to the
public any particular information product or service.
The Committee expects information services to be provided
by agencies in accordance with applicable federal
statutes, regulations and directives governing
information dissemination activities. (pp. 23-24)

The NREN was established by the HPCA to provide access to
computer and information resources. The information resources of
federal, state, and local government agencies should be among the
first resources to bs made available. A logical and affordable
place to start is to link the mechanism--the NREN--to the existing
partnership betvean the federal government and depository libraries
for public access to government information.

INTENDED RESULTS

The intent of the proposed new section is to extend to key
depository libraries the NSF Connections Program which supports
first-year start-up costs for full node network connections. First
priority might be given to those regional depository libraries
which are not yet connected, and to depositories in areas with
little connectivity. Such increased connectivity for depository
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libraries would dovetail nicely with other recent or pending
activities such as the NTIS Fedworld pilot project for electronic
access to federal bulletin boards, and the GPO WINDO/Gateway/AcCass
legislation for federal database access.

Since electronic government information could theoretically be
accessible from any point, why libraries? Among the reasons:
libraries provide access sites for those who do not otherwise have
the equipment or connectivity; 1libraries provide professional
assistance for those who need personal help with equipment,
software, use of information resources, or with navigating the
networX; libraries are sources of and developers of information
resources which may be used in conjunction with government
information; 1libraries are the connections between electronic
information and hard-copy resources; and libraries are the training
centers for the “electronic citizenry."

Pilot projects would foster creativity in solutions to the
challenge of developing more efficient dissemination mechanisms and
fostering use of government information in the electronic networked
environment. Such projects should be planned for replicability and
for use as models; implications of many projects would be expected
to extend beyond government information. Examples of possible
projects: Exploration of new kinds of electronic networked
assistance by regional depository libraries to other libraries and
uzers of government information in a state or region; models of how
state government information could be widely disseminated within a
state and shared by other states; development of improved software
for community and civic networking to serve the needs of urban, and
of rural and sparsely populated areas; development of a network of
computerized community information and referral, social services,
employment and training services, and commerce and business
information files maintained by public libraries.

American Library Association February 12, 1993
Washington office
Phone: 202-547-4440; Fax: 202-547363; E-mail: alawash@cua.edu
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February 2, 1993

Congressman Rick Boucher, Chairman
Subcommiliee on 3cience, Space and Technology
U. 8. House of Representatives

Room 2320

Rayburn House Office Bullding

Washington, DC 20515

Dear Congressman Boucher and Committee members,

Thark you for the opportunity to submit this written testimony on the
federal High Performance Computing Program (HIFC). 1 represent two
organizations very concerned about the need for involvement of K-12
education in the FIPC's National Research and Education Network (NREN)
initiztive. These crganizations are the Consortium for School Networking
(CoSN) and the Texas Education Network (TENET).

The oSN s a non-profit institutional membership organization chartered to
promote the use of national and international electronic networks as a means
to support school 1eform efforts and garner resources for K-12 educators and
students. Its membership includes State Departments of Education, school
distr.cts, professional educational organizations, universities, state and
regicnal networks, NSP regional networks. and members of the private
sector. The Consortium supports the use of computer networks to help
educators and stuclents use information and communications resources to
increase their proquctivity, professional competence, and opportunities for
learning and collaboration.

The Texas Education Network (TENET) is an Internet-based, state funded
computer network linking more than 18,000 K-12 educators in the state of
Texas. The network reaches more 90% of 1,058 school districts which serve
the 3.2 million stuclents in Texas. TENET, designed and operated by The
University of Texas at Austin for the Texas Education Agency, was the result
of strategic planning for a communications infrastructure to support needs of
K-12 education and the desire of the Texas State Legislature to be responsive
to those needs. TENET and the Texas Higher Bducation Network (THEnet)
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have created a synergy among other government agencies resulting in desire
for additional connectivity while realizing significant cost savings for the
state. It has enatled collaboration among all sectors of the government
including heaith care and education agencies.

The NREN initiative has already been the catalysis of greater collaboration
betvreen government entities ~ both state and i>deral. However, absent from
the mitiative has I>een a clear, indusive structure svhich facilitates broader
participation and input from multiple sectors of t e community. In additon,
funding levels for the current fiscal year have n~t been sufficient to see the .
connectivity include the broader population o. the educational community.

By establishing the NREN, researchers, educators, students, scientist and
community membess will have access to a wealth of resources as they
collaborate with ¢ach other. The school environment is an amazingly self-
contained, isolated one. It is has a culture which limits interaction between
stuclents and teachers in different classes and grade levels. The classroom has
historically isolated teachers who infrequently interact with their colieagues
within the same campus and with other adults outside the building. Wide
ares. networks like the NREN can break down the classroom walls, giving
stuclents and teacers access to resources both within and outside the
educational systein not available to them before. For example, in Texas at
Fredricksburg Middle School, children are learning how science lessons apply
to the real world. Kirk Beckendorf, a middle school teacher, comumented that
about 20 sclentist agreed to communicate with his students and answer their
questions via e-mail. He sald, "This has been very successful, you can
literally see the students seif esteem and interest in scdence expand when they
reccive a personal reply to thelr question from a sclenyst.”

The Information ‘nfrastructure and Technology Act introduced in the 102nd
Corgress offered the potential to develop more inclusive applications. As
new legislation is drafted we urge you provide the necessary monetary and
legislative support which will enable the K-12 community to be included. It
fs imperative thai the barrlers, issues, and needz which concern this
community be coisidered. Clearly, there exist a need to align federal, state,
local and private sector resources to achieve a natlonal communicatons
infrastructure. These resources should farget models that exhibit

“interoperability and demonstrate the ability to scale as the larger segments of
the population begin to integrate information technologies in their
workplace.

The K-12 community has traditionally not beent a consumer of
communications technoiogies. This is due in part to a number of barrlers
tha: were present. These barriers include the lack of access to phone lines and
computing equipment, numercus standards and protocols, cost and price
structures that ware not consistent with the needs of education, the lack of
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training and support, and the lack of an intuitive user interface. What is
more important, taere was a lack of an understanding of the benefits of
telecomputing to K-12 ecucation. Historically technology has been
introduced without consideration given to the educational outcomes. Even
where there has been statewide support, the absence of understanding the
educational benefit has been a major barrier to acceptance and use. Kurt
Steinhaus of the New Mexico Department of Education recently noted, "My
thecry is that the !ack of access has to do with the whole concept of systemic
change. The introduction of new technology in isolation is not acceptable.”

A National Information Infrastructure designed with a comprehensive
approach i imperative to the success and early adoption,  The success seen
in the rapid growth of the Texas Education Network exemplified the State’
commitment and investment of leveraging state and local moneys.
Moreover, this network has been open to the needs of the entire community
supporting K-12 education. My colleagues in other states such as Virginia,
California, New ‘York, and Florida have witnessed similar growth as they
have adopted the Internei as a common standard. Extrapolating from what
has happened at the state level, there 15 a need for a clear systemic approach ¢o
the design and iraplementation of the National Information Infrastructure.

The Consortium :or School Networking and the Texas Education Network
believe that the federal government role s to provide pilot money to expand
network models that will addresses the issue of how to scaling or grow the
network, provide a means for coordination of policy issues and standards,
and eslablish a growth path were we can move from isolated, scattered efforts
to & true National Information Infrastructure.

In this effort Congress has a pivotal role to play in addressing these issues.
Tiese early hearings by the 103rd Legislature recognizes how important this
issue Is. We suport the efforts that your committee has taken to initiate this
hesring and hope to offer assistance in the future.

Sincerely,

Coanie Stout

Ditector of the Texas Education Network
Chairperson of tae Consortium for School Networking

O

70-830 (224)
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