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THE ANDREW W. MELLON FOUNDATION, a Not-for-Profit Corporation underthe laws ofthe State ofNew York, is the result ofthe consolidation
onJune 30, 1969 ofOld Dominion Foundation into Avalon Foundation with
the name ofthe latter being changed to TheAndrew W Mellon Foundation.
Avalon Foundation had been founded by Ailsa Mellon Bruce, daughter of
Andrew W. Mellon, in December1940 as a common law charitable trust. In
1954 it was incorporated under the Membership Corporations Law of the
State ofNew York. Old Dominion Foundation had been established in 1941
under the laws of the Commonwealth of Virginia by Paul Mellon, son of
Andrew W. Mellon.
The purpose of the Foundation is to "aid and promote such religious,
charitable, scientific, literary, and educationalpurposes as may be in the furtherance of the public welfare or tend to promote the well-doing or well-being
ofmankind."
Within this broad charter the Foundation currently makes grants on a
selective basis to institutions in higher education; in cultural affairs and the
performing arts; in medical, public health, and population education and
research; and in certain areas ofconservation, natural resources, the environment, andpublic affairs.
Applications are considered throughout the year, and no specialforms
are required. Ordinarily a simple letter setting forth the need, the nature
and the amount ofthe request and thejustificationfor it, together with evidence ofsuitable classification by the InternalRevenue Service and anysupplementary exhibits an applicant may wish to submit, will suffice to assure
consideration. Applicants must realize, however, that the Foundation is able
to respondfavorably only to a smallfraction of the requests that it receives.
The Foundation does not awardfellowships or othergrants to individuals or
make grants to primarily local organizations.
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PRESIDENT'S REPORT
Tn last year's annual report, it was my privilege to review the major programs of The Andrew W. Mellon Foundation during the years when
John E. Sawyer was President, and in that way to pay tribute to his leadership. This year I would like to comment briefly on some current aspects of
the Foundation's programs and to call attention to new staffing arrangements that have been made. Then I would like to yield the balance of these
pages to the Executive Vice President of the Foundation, Neil L. Rudenstine, for a discussion of a new initiative undertaken by the Foundation in
the field of literacy.
Programs and Grants

The record of the Foundation's grants in 1988 is described in detail in
the program summaries, tables, and list of grants presented later in this report. In keeping with our plan to maintain a reasonable degree of continuity of
support, a number of these grants are renewals.
The Foundation's strong commitment to graduate education, for instance, is reflected in the large appropriation made again this year for the
Mellon Graduate Fellowships in the Humanities. Similarly, recent appropriations to The Center for Plant Conservation and The Trust for Public
Land illustrate the Foundation's long-term interest in Conservation and
the Environment. Grants for library preservation and for activities in the
field of population also demonstrate the Foundation's willingness to provide funding over an extended period when it is appropriate to do so.
The Foundation has believed for many years in institution-building,
and this continues to seem a wise approach-especially at a time when so
many pressures continue to push in the direction of project support. Targeted grantmaking is effective in many contexts, but we believe it is also
necessary to look directly to the health of major institutions that provide
settings for both the development of new ideas and the nurturing of talent.
Substantial grants made in 1988 to the Population Council and to the National Humanities Center in North Carolina are indicative ofthis emphasis.
Similarly, a modest officers' grant was made to The New-York Historical
Society to assist with the Society's planning process at a critical point in its
history.
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If resources are to be available for new initiatives, the Foundation must
also be willing to bring to an end other programs that have largely served
their purposes. Consistent with the natural rhythm of grantmaking, we
made a final series of appropriations in 1988 in support of teaching and research by young scientists in medical schools. This program has been very
successful, we believe, and more than $24 million has been invested in it
over the last 15 years, but the staff and Trustees decided (in part on the basis
of advice from those with whom we consulted) that the time had come to
bring it to an orderly conclusion.
Some new directions are also represented in grants made during 1988.
While the Foundation's resources will continue to be concentrated heavily
on institutions and activities within the United States, a very limited number of grants will be made abroad when such grants can reinforce broader
themes of the Foundation and address needs of particular urgency. Two examples can be given.
Appropriations to three of the leading "open" universities in
South Africa (the University of Cape Town, the University of the Witwatersrand, and the University of the Western Cape) were designed to
support their libraries and to assist-through faculty-development
programs-with the critical task of maintaining faculty morale during
exceedingly hard times. The broader objective was to raise at least a
small flag in support of beleaguered educational institutions of high
standards, working hard and courageously on behalf of core values
which we share: opportunity for all, without regard to race, and freedom of inquiry and expression under the most difficult conditions.
* Appropriations to the British Library and to the libraries of Oxford and Cambridge were intended to complement and reinforce the
Foundation's commitment to preservation and access in this country
by supporting a coordinated program of preservation-microfilming
among research libraries in Great Britain. The funds are to be spent
principally for the actual filming of materials-to archival standards
and for the attendant creation of adequate on-line bibliographic records.
No two libraries will film the same materials, and the bibliographic records will be accessible not just to the libraries in Great Britain, and perhaps
on the continent, but to those in this country as well. The long-term
goal is to link preservation efforts on an international scale, in order to
avoid redundancy and to spread the costs over a wider span of institutions and countries.
*
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The grants to the open universities in South Africa and to the British
university libraries had matching components, since in both instances we
sought to encourage fundraising efforts and to stimulate other donors to
help. Oxford and Cambridge are actively engaged in developing a better
balance between private and public sources of support, and we believe that
the interests of the academic community worldwide will be served if that
objective is achieved.
A different kind of initiative for the Foundation, directed to a pressing
problem in this country, grew out of a useful series of discussions with college and university presidents. When asked to identify the most serious
problems facing higher education, the lack of minority faculty members
was cited frequently. Following a considerable amount of additional research and consultation, which led us to conclude that this was indeed an
area in which new efforts were badly needed, the Foundation made initial
grants in December 1988 to eight colleges and universities to establish the
Mellon Minority Undergraduate Fellowship Program-with students to be
chosen and the program to be administered by the participating institutions.
This program is intended to encourage outstanding minority students to
pursue Ph.D. degrees in the arts and sciences. Careful selection of participants, close interaction with faculty members, and opportunities for summer
research are elements of the program. Provision is also made for repayment
of undergraduate loans as students make progress with their graduate studies-the objective being to remove the disincentive effect of accumulated
loan obligations when students consider teaching and research careers.
We are working closely with coordinators at the participating colleges
and universities to be sure that records are maintained on a consistent basis.
It is important, we believe, not only to monitor carefully projects of this
kind, but also to learn as much as we can from them about the factors that
influence the career decisions of exceptionally able minority students.
Right now, far too little is known to allow anyone to speak confidently
about the most effective ways of increasing significantly the representation
of minority scholars on the faculties of the leading colleges and universities.
We expect in time to develop complementary programs, involving other sets
of educational institutions, as we continue to examine alternative approaches.
In defining directions for the Foundation, we are committed to placing
a premium on research as a guide to the development of programs-but
without, we hope, making a fetish ofthis way of working. "Research" may
actually be too grandiose a term to describe what we have in mind. Under
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this heading, we include a wide variety of studies, some short in duration
and highly informal, others more elaborate.
To illustrate, our colleague, Carolyn Makinson, Program Associate in
Population and Public Affairs, is reexamining the field of population, to
which the Foundation has a long-term commitment. She is consulting with
experts in the field-including reproductive biologists, demographers,
and individuals with a primary interest in public policy-in order to sharpen our sense ofthose aspects ofthe field that are most promising and most in
need of the forms of support that we can provide.
We are also reviewing the Foundation's pattern of grantmaking in the
broad and rather amorphous area of public affairs. Stephanie Bell-Rose,
Program Associate for Public Affairs and Higher Education, is surveying
the current status of the major research organizations and "think tanks"
(principally in Washington and New York) and also examining the question
of what role, if any, this Foundation might play in the field of public education, looked at from the perspective of public policy. We are conscious of
the need to develop a more coherent approach in public affairs and are well
aware that there are difficult choices to be made. It is important, in our
view, to support efforts and organizations that enjoy strong leadership;
also, to the extent possible, we would like to develop more overlap between
the interests of the Foundation in public affairs and the activities of the
Foundation in other areas-or at least to recognize more consciously the
overlaps that already exist.
Neil Rudenstine has finished a most interesting study of trends in both
program directions and finances-and the intersections between the twowithin the world of the major art museums. His conclusions emphasize the
desirability of developing programs that will serve as counterweights to
other pressures-including, for example, those created by intensive special exhibition programs. We are now exploring ways to strengthen curatorial and related functions within major museums, and perhaps to assist in
increasing the ratio of "core" income to total income.
Finally, mention should be made of a large-scale study of prospects for
faculty staffing in the arts and sciences on whichJulie Ann Sosa (currently a
graduate student at Oxford University) and I have been working. The project began modestly enough as a means of informing ourselves about a set of
problems to which earlier programs of the Foundation had been addressedespecially faculty development. But it then took on a life of its own as we
learned of the availability of some unexpectedly rich sources of data and as
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we became more conscious of the need for a comprehensive analysis of the
changes that are likely to occur in supply/demand relationships over the
coming decades.
We have tried to build an apparatus that can be used to generate projections based on detailed age distributions of faculties and varying assumptions about such factors as retirement rates, population trends, enrollment
patterns, shifts in the popularity of fields of study, changing student/ faculty ratios, the duration of graduate study, and numbers of Ph.D.'s awarded.
The issues are intriguing, and the findings of this research (which are to be
published by the Princeton University Press in the fall of 1989) could have
implications for graduate schools and governmental policies as well as for
programs here at the Foundation.
Let me conclude this section by reaffirming the Foundation's responsibility to evaluate carefully the results of its grant programs, while resisting a
mechanical or bureaucratic approach. Within this context, the Foundation
will encourage prudent financial management when grants for endowment
are provided, and we are now exploring ways to achieve this end.

Staffing
As readers of these reports will know, J. Kellum Smith, Jr. has served
with distinction as Vice President and Secretary of the Foundation, and as
the staff member with the principal responsibility for population, medicine,
and public health, since 1974. On December 31, 1988, Mr. Smith retired
from these positions. While all of his colleagues recognize that he deserves a
respite from the heavy day-to-day administrative duties that he has discharged so admirably for so long, we are also well aware ofhow hard it will be
to sustain the professionalism and standard of care that have marked his work.
It is reassuring to be able to report that Mr. Smith has agreed to continue
to advise me and others at the Foundation, while pursuing his own writing
projects. At their December meeting, the Trustees voted with enthusiasm
to confirm the appointment of Mr. Smith as the first "Senior Fellow" of the
Foundation. I would add this personal note: I will be forever grateful for
the gentle tutoring that I have received from Mr. Smith during my first year
at the Foundation, and for his friendship. Fortunately, neither need end.
Mr. Rudenstine has succeeded Mr. Smith as chief "contact person" (not
our phraseology!) at the Foundation, in addition to serving as general deputy to the President and leading the Foundation's activities in the arts and
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humanities. Mr. James M. Morris has succeeded Mr. Smith as Secretary,
while continuing to serve as Program Director for Higher Education.
The character and quality of the staff of any organization make a decisive difference to what can be accomplished. That simple proposition holds
with particular force in the case of this Foundation because the professional
staff is both so small and so important in developing programs for review by
the Trustees.
Following extensive searches, five new staff members were appointed
in 1988:
* Rachel Bellow joined the Foundation as Program Associate for the
Arts, with particular responsibility for the performing arts, having previously worked with issues of arts policy and with programs designed
to assist individual writers and artists.
* Stephanie Bell-Rose, whose background is in law and public affairs, is now Assistant Secretary of the Foundation, Program Associate
for Public Affairs and Higher Education, and the lawyer among us.
* Henry Drewry accepted appointment as Program Associate for
Higher Education, with special responsibility for a new program of undergraduate fellowships for minority students (described briefly
above), after having worked for many years in the field of teacher preparation at the same time that he was teaching history in both secondaryschool and university settings.
* Carolyn Makinson, who previously directed a population survey
in Burundi and did research on child mortality and health in Egypt, is
now Program Associate for Population and Public Affairs.
* Roberto Ifill, now serving as Lecturer in Economics and Dean of
Freshmen at Williams College, will join the staff in mid-1989 as Program Associate for Higher Education and Public Affairs with particular responsibility for liberal-arts colleges.
In my judgment, we are very fortunate to have attracted such outstanding
new colleagues. The double titles carried by some reflect our desire to take
full advantage of the broad interests of staff members and to be alert to
grantmaking opportunities that cut across standard program categories.
We have also arranged for Gardner Lindzey, a distinguished psychologist who is concluding ten years as Director of the Center for Advanced
Study in the Behavioral Sciences in Palo Alto, to work with us in the field of
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literacy, and for Harriet Zuckerman, Professor of Sociology at Columbia,
to advise us in the broad field of science and society. The willingness of such
able and experienced individuals to participate in particular aspects of the
work of the Foundation enables us to extend our reach without (we hope)
creating new complications for our grantees or for ourselves.
The remainder of this part ofthe annual report is devoted to a discussion
of the field of literacy and the Foundation's activities within it. Mr. Rudenstine has been exploring the dimensions of the field-reviewing the literature and consulting with knowledgeable people-and his conclusions, as
they affect the programs of the Foundation, are summarized below.
Literacy
I.

The Foundation's primary commitment in education has been-and
will continue to be-to liberal-arts colleges, universities, and research institutions. During the past few years, however, a small number of grants
have been made to organizations concerned with helping to improve the
quality of secondary-school education. Then, in the spring of 1988, the
Foundation began a more intense review of pre-college education, focusing
particularly upon questions related to the ability of students (as well as other
groups within American society) to write intelligently, to read thoughtfully, and to understand (as well as apply) basic mathematical concepts and
operations. At its December 1988 meeting, the Board of the Foundation
approved three major grants in the field of "literacy."
Of course, considerable attention has been given recently to the entire
range of topics and issues that have come to be defined as literacy. The past
two decades witnessed a steady decline in average College Board scores
(through the mid-1980s), a set of heavily publicized results indicating comparatively weak student performance on other forms of standardized tests,
and some striking evidence that United States students do less well than
their peers from several other nations on examinations designed to measure
a variety of fundamental skills and types of knowledge (particularly in
mathematics).
In addition, a number of reports (beginning with A Nation at Risk in
1983) have highlighted important interrelated problems, including the ex-
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tent to which economic productivity is linked to literacy-especially in societies that are increasingly dependent upon the creation of new ideas and
on technological innovation as essential means of remaining competitive.
The Carnegie Corporation has made valuable contributions on this topic
(and others), particularly through the work of the Carnegie Forum on Education and the Economy. Perhaps the most detailed efforts to define and
evaluate the state of literacy in the United States have been carried out by
the National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) unit at the Educational Testing Service.
The main conclusions of these and other studies are sobering, even if one
allows for inevitable imperfections in the assessment process. For example:

More than 96 out of 100 White young adults are estimated to read at or
above the level of the average fourth grader; however, roughly 92 out of
100 Hispanic and only 82 out of 100 Black adults are estimated to have
attained or exceeded this roughly basic level. At about the level of the
average eighth grader, there are 85 in 100 White adults, as compared
with 71 in 100 Hispanic and only 53 in 100 Black adults. By grade 1 1, the
numbers for White, Hispanic, and Black adults drop to 68 in 100, 52 in
100, and 31 in 100 respectively.
(I. Kirsch and A. Jungeblut, Literacy, NAEP, 1986, p. 41.)

International comparisons of student achievement, completed a decade ago, reveal that on 19 academic tests American students were never
first or second, and in comparison with other industrialized nations,
were last seven times.
Some 23 million American adults are functionally illiterate by the simplest tests of everyday reading, writing, and comprehension.
About 13 percent of all 12-year-olds in the United States can be considered
functionally illiterate.
(A Nation at Risk, Commission on Excellence in Education, 1983, p. 8.)

II.

Although the picture presented by the data just cited-and those contained in several other surveys-is itself cause for serious concern, the situ-
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ation is obviously not a static one, nor is there by any means unanimity of
opinion concerning a number of the most important points at issue (including
the definition of literacy itself).
For example, widespread efforts at school reform during the last few
years have led to a good deal of healthy experimentation, and have produced some quite concrete effects, including changes in teacher-certification
procedures, improvements in teacher compensation, new curricular designs, mid-career "renewal" opportunities for teachers, and the exploration
of promising uses of technology. Very recently, moreover, the NAEP unit
has reported clear progress-measured in terms of rising annual scores
on the part of minority students in mastering basic literacy skills.
Finally, although the current rates of semi-literacy or functional illiteracy
are disturbingly high, there is little doubt that these rates are less high than
those of a quarter-century ago-and far less high than half a century ago. In
one sense, the literacy situation in America, viewed in historical perspective,
can be seen as somewhat reassuring: very large segments of the population
were once clearly illiterate, and this is simply no longer the case; concomitantly, larger proportions of the population are now achieving basic
(fourth-grade) and intermediate (eighth-grade) levels of literacy than ever
before-granted that it is not necessarily adequate to conceive of literacy as
an isolated set of skills that can be effectively measured in terms of standard
grade-levels.
III.

If there is much that is reassuring, why is there so much intense concern
about the state of literacy in America? There are several reasons:
1. In spite of the fact that some improvements are now underway, and
that a backward glance reveals evidence ofgenuine progress over the course
of the last several decades, it is nonetheless the case that the demands and
expectations of our society are changing rapidly, and are in fact currently
outpacing the capacity of our educational system to respond. More situations
in ordinary life-and certainly in the world of employment- require individuals to read instructions, directions, correspondence, and other forms
of communication than ever before. In addition, we routinely expect individuals to take messages and summarize them in writing, or to cope with
train and bus timetables, or checkbooks and bank statements, income-tax
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forms, safety instructions and manuals, and a host of other materials that
are part of modern life and that were far less pervasive in earlier eras.
2. There are serious differences of opinion among scholars concerning
the extent to which literacy (in all its various forms) is critical to economic
progress and greater productivity. Cross-cultural analyses reveal quite differentiated patterns. What seems more clear, however, is that highly developed
societies are increasingly dependent upon skilled workforces, even in those
industries that once employed significant numbers of illiterate or barely literate individuals. Moreover, in a knowledge-based, service-oriented society such as ours, the proportion of total jobs that demands higher levels of
"literacy sophistication" has increased in recent decades, and there is no
discernible reversal of this trend in sight. Thus, while we may not have an
"illiteracy" problem, we do have a literacy problem. As Kirsch and Jungeblut
have suggested: "By the standards of the information age, we should press
harder for more rigorous education and training in the knowledge and information-processing skills that now limit the flexibility of . . . 50 percent
or so of our adults" (Literacy, pp. 5-6).
3. Whatever solace we may take concerning our own progress as a nation-over the course of several decades-in the sphere of literacy, that
solace cannot help but be offset to some considerable degree by the sobering
statistics of how United States students fare when compared to their peers
in the international arena.
4. Averages can obviously be misleading. Time-series data that indicate
progress in combating illiteracy and even semi-literacy must be disaggregated to be properly understood; when they are, the gaps revealed between
the achievement levels of different ethnic or racial groups are striking, and
the extraordinary problems of many inner-city (and rural) school systems
are thrown into sharp relief when compared to the relative stability and solidity of many suburban systems. Data concerning the low level of literacy in
analogous segments of the adult population are equally disturbing. Hence,
whatever the general picture may suggest, the problems faced by large numbers of individuals and members of specific groups remain enormous.
5. Even those advances which have in fact been made in average levels of
literacy achievement have generally taken place at quite basic levels. It is
perhaps heartening to know that a high proportion of adults (in nearly all
ethnic and racial groups) demonstrate a mastery of certain literacy skills ordinarily expected of fourth-graders. But the percentages drop significantly
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as soon as one shifts to the eighth-grade level, and they drop even more dramatically if one imposes an eleventh-grade standard.
Although "basic" elementary-school skills are important-indeed essential-it is obvious that they are not sufficient to provide for the kind of continued personal and vocational growth which most individuals wish to sustain
throughout their lifetimes, and which much of American society expects
and indeed requires. Yet the challenge of improving the capacity of our educational system, in order to equip individuals to move from mastery of basic to
more complex literacy skills, is immense. As the 1984 NAEP assessment of
writing skills indicated:
One of the most distressing findings is the continuing difficulty older
students have explaining and defending their ideas. Even at grade 11,
relatively few students were able to provide adequate responses to analytic writing tasks....

A major conclusion to draw from this assessment is that students at all
grade levels are deficient in higher-order thinking skills. . . . Because
writing and thinking are so deeply intertwined, appropriate writing assignments provide ideal ways to increase experience with such types of
thinking.
(The Writing Report Card, ETS, p. 11.)

6. Not only have our society's expectations and requirements with respect
to literacy altered, but the meaning of the term itself has changed significantly, especially in recent years. A century ago, the accepted test for distinguishing the literate from the illiterate was an individual's ability to write his
or her name. Later, as more and more of the national population attended
school-for longer periods of time-the standards related to literacy shifted.
The ability to read as well as to write, and to do so at some recognized minimal level, was a natural and inevitable extension of earlier standards. Now
(as already indicated) there are far more sophisticated conceptions of literacy, as well as a far greater awareness of the difficulty of assessing literacy
skills (or of defining acceptable standards) with any accuracy.
For example, "literacy" has recently been perceived less and less as a set
of disembodied processes ("reading" or "writing") that can or should be
learned-beyond very basic levels-as if they were freestanding subjects
in themselves. Instead, there has been an increasing awareness of the extent
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to which an individual's ability to make substantive progress in writing or
reading depends deeply upon his or her ability to think in aprobing and precise way, to master the content or subject-matter of specific fields of
knowledge, and to learn what forms of evidence or proof (and what forms
of exposition) are appropriate to different disciplines.
At a common-sense level, we all know that many of the skills required
to read, analyze, and write intelligently about a poem are different from
those needed to write an essay about the main causes ofthe American Revolution-or to write a report describing a complex experiment in Biology.
The thinking and the writing in every case require some substantial knowledge of how one goes about such tasks in each of the different disciplines,
and they also demand that one have a good deal of relevant information
concerning the content of the subject at hand. Much recent research and experimentation in literacy have consequently tended to focus upon ways in
which "process" and "subject-matter" can be taught and learned in tandem,
in order to deepen students' awareness and mastery of the full set of intertwined skills necessary to progress from very basic to more sophisticated
forms of literacy. Finding effective means to bring about such progress,
however, is an extraordinarily daunting challenge. In short, we have a
clearer sense of what needs to be accomplished educationally, but we are
still a very considerable distance from knowing how to achieve the ambitious goals we have set for ourselves.
IV.

It was against this background that the Trustees of the Foundation recently approved funding for a limited number of new initiatives in the field
of literacy. This action was taken after the Board had reviewed staff reports
on the current state of the literacy field, in an effort to determine what kinds
of projects might prove to be most promising. Clearly, there were many alternatives, and all too many needs. The main challenge, therefore, was to decide
upon a set of priorities and to develop a program that possessed sufficient
clarity and coherence to offer the potential of yielding long-term benefits.
Broadly speaking, there were several possibilities: one might have chosen
to single out specific population-groups (adult literacy; broadly defined "atrisk" groups; college-age students; elementary- through secondaryschool students; pre-school children); or certain programmatic approaches
(curricular re-design, textbook revision, new methods of assessment, devel-
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opment of new technologies, etc.); or programs that stressed teacher education and "renewal" (through summer institutes, collaborative arrangements with nearby colleges and universities, etc.) or school restructuring.
There are also other considerations. For example, much of the impetus
for practical reform in the field of literacy-and much that has contributed
to our more sophisticated understanding of the concept of literacy itselfhas in fact derived from significant research carried on at a number of centers
and universities during the past quarter-century. We know far more now, as
compared to the 1960s, about the entire process of how students learn to
read (and therefore how they can be taught more effectively), and we have a
much greater appreciation of the need to take into account the role of the
student as an active agent in the learning process-as someone who inevitably
brings to that process a great deal in the way of formal and informal knowledge, opinions, attitudes, forms of reasoning, and varieties of literacy.
Some progress has also been made in helping to bridge the gap between
the culture and implicit values of formal school-situations, and the often
very different cultures and values which increasingly heterogeneous
groups of students bring with them from their homes and communities. In
short, while much of the research in literacy and cognitive science may appear
to be highly specialized and recondite, it has (like basic research in other
fields) gradually had a very significant cumulative impact on how many
"generalists" and even ordinary citizens now think about the entire process
of education.
Recently, for example, more than one statewide board of education has
elected to substitute traditional stories and serious literature as the basis of
its elementary- and middle-school reading curriculum, in place of the simplified "basal reader" textbooks which had been used previously. It is highly
unlikely that this change would have happened if a number of research
projects-resulting in books such as Learning to Read in American
Schools, edited by Professor Richard Anderson and his colleagues at the
Center for the Study of Reading at the University of Illinois-had not
demonstrated the urgency of making such a change.
Even highly popular books of a rather general kind have drawn heavily
on such research in order to advocate quite explicit programs of curricular
reform: E. D. Hirsch's Cultural Literacy, for example, devotes major
chapters to "The Discovery of the Schema" and "Research on Background
Knowledge," drawing heavily on the work of Professor Robert Glaser
(Co-Director of the Learning and Research Development Center at the
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University of Pittsburgh), Professor Richard Anderson, and others.
Whether one agrees with Professor Hirsch's own proposals for reform is
not the issue. The point, rather, is that basic research in the field of literacy has
now begun to reach a point of maturity and substantiality, and its results are
beginning to be broadly disseminated. Teachers, administrators, schoolboard members, and others-who may never have read the original research
reports or technical studies-are being influenced by such work, simply because of the gradual diffusion process that has taken place in recent years.
While an investment in significant new research was one possible alternative for the Foundation, it seemed equally important to consider ways in
which actual school practice might be affected even more directly. Were
there important projects-involving efforts to re-design the ways in which
individual schools or entire school-districts approached aspects of literacy-that were in need of support? If so, how could one identify the best
such projects-those which seemed thoughtfully conceived, that were informed by recent research, and that were also concerned to monitor and
evaluate the results of their efforts? Here, the problem was not any lack of
current experiments; instead, the question was how to make thoughtful
choices, since a major goal of the Foundation's literacy program was to assist projects that might possibly have a broad and general impact on the field
as a whole.
V.

What emerged from this process of analysis is a Foundation initiative in
literacy that has the following points of focus:
First, the goal of the program is ultimately a practical one: to undertake
a carefully selected number of projects intended to help improve the literacy
skills of school students, in the hope that such students can gain increased
opportunities to lead more effective, productive, and satisfying lives.
Second, while the needs in the field of adult literacy are extremely important and pressing, the Foundation has decided to concentrate primarily
on schoolchildren in grades K-8, with possible extensions into the highschool years or pre-school years.
Third, some substantial part of the Foundation's program will be devoted to the special difficulties confronted by "at-risk" students, and to the
complex challenges (experienced by teachers and students alike) which often exist in classrooms and schools that are highly diverse from an ethnic,
cultural, or racial point of view.

21

Fourth, the conception of literacy will include the development of both
fundamental and advanced skills in a set of linked fields-including reasoning and argumentation, speaking, reading, and writing-across the
major subject-matter areas relevant primarily to the K-8 curriculum. Consequently, the Foundation's program will be concerned with important aspects of literacy in humanistic subjects (such as literature), in some social
sciences (especially history), and in selected sciences and mathematics.
Fifth, the program will seek to strike a balance between support for significant research, for experimental or "demonstration" projects undertaken
collaboratively by researchers and schoolteachers, and for more applied
projects that can put into practice ideas and approaches that have proven to
be effective in certain contexts and are ready to be adapted-sensitively and
flexibly-to new situations.
VI.

In keeping with the priorities and guidelines just described, the Trustees of
the Foundation approved three initial grants at the December 1988 meeting. Each has a strong research component, but each also involves collaboration between research groups and public schools.
One grant-to the Learning Research and Development Center at the
University of Pittsburgh-focuses upon the social sciences and will explore the kinds of reasoning or thinking characteristic of work in subjects
such as history. How do "experts" in such fields go about the task of sifting
and organizing materials and of constructing persuasive arguments? How
can young students be taught to identify and evaluate evidence that is pertinent to a particular historical event? How can they be taught to marshall evidence and ideas in order to prove important points? Once they have gained
experience in argumentation, how can they be helped to write essays that
are more coherent, precise, and compelling?
A second grant, to Carnegie-Mellon University, will concentrate upon
specific aspects of scientific literacy. The project will include research into
the kinds of difficulties which many young students experience as they begin to study certain topics in science and mathematics. This research will be
closely linked to quite practical projects, including an analysis of how important scientific materials are presented and explained in textbooks as well
as in teacher presentations. Finally, a great deal of emphasis will be placed
on student writing, with particular attention paid to the problems that stu-
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dents have in mastering and using scientific terms and in organizing scientific facts or evidence in a clear and logical manner.
A third grant was awarded to the recently established Literacies Institute,
a collaborative effort involving teachers from several public-shool districts
and faculty members from a number of Boston-area institutions (including
Boston University, Harvard, BBN Laboratories, MIT, and the Education
Development Center [EDC]). The Institute is located at EDC and will
focus specifically on children in school settings that are highly diverse from
an ethnic or racial point of view. Research is intended to increase our
knowledge of the ways in which the information, attitudes, and literacy
"styles" of students from different cultural backgrounds interact with the
expectations, structures, and culture of school settings. Student storytelling, writing (especially of narratives), and the reading of different types of
literature will provide one important context for the pursuit of such research. Analogous projects will focus on social-science materials and on
selected topics in science. An equally important characteristic of the project will be the extent to which researchers and schoolteachers will work together as teams-usually in classrooms, but in special workshops as well-in
order to develop and refine curricular and pedagogical approaches that can
work more effectively in multi-cultural school settings.
VII.

The Foundation expects its Literacy program to remain relatively modest
in scale and scope, and we do not want to raise false expectations concerning the number of new proposals that can be funded. Particularly during
this initial stage, there are no detailed program guidelines or explicit "Requests for Proposals. " Dr. Gardner Lindzey, currently the Director of the
Center for Advanced Study in the Behavioral Sciences at Palo Alto, California, will be working with the Foundation as its chief advisor for the program.
He will chair a panel of experts-composed of individuals with different
kinds of experience in the literacy field-whose purpose will be to evaluate
projects which the Foundation might support. The number of such projects
will remain small, and the main responsibility for soliciting proposals will
rest with Dr. Lindzey, assisted by members of the Foundation staff and the
special panel.
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The Andrew W. Mellon Foundation

Summary of Grants, 1988
Unpaid

Unpaid

Jan. 1,
1988

Appropriated

Dec. 31,
Paid

Conservation and the
Environment

Cultural

Higher

...........

Projects

.........

Education

........

1988

$ 4,652,000

$ 1,691,970

$ 6,395,000 $ 3,434,970

$ 6,913,780

$ 4,081,425

$ 3,722,148 $ 7,273,057

$30,562,667

$41,264,500

$36,913,516 $34,913,651

$

$14,658,000 $12,664,250 $ 2,443,750

Medicine, Population,
and

PublicIpealth

Public Affairs

.....

450,000

500,000 $ 3,910,000 $ 3,060,000 $ 1,350,000
Totals $40,118,417 $70,308,925 $59,794,884 $50,632,458

............

$
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The Andrew W. Mellon Foundation

Classification of Grants
Unpaid

Unpaid
CONSERVATION AND
THE ENVIRONMENT

Jan. 1,
1988

Appropriated

Dec. 31,
1988

Paid

Bermuda Biological Station
for Research, Inc.,
Ferry Reach, Bermuda:
Matching endowment for its
library ....................

50,000 $

-

California Institute of
Technology,
Pasadena, Cal.:
For use by the Environmental
Quality Laboratory for research on transport and fates
of groundwater pollutants

-

300,000

Carnegie Institution of
Washington,
Washington, D.C.:
For use by its Departnent ofPlant
Biology in support of a training
program in plant biology ....

-

465,000

$

S

50,000

300,000

465,000

Center for Plant Conservation,
Jamaica Plain, Mass.:
Matching grant in support of its
permanent plant-preservation

fund .............................
To expand its information system
and data-base compatibility
efforts ...........................
Center for Resource Economics,
Covelo, Cal.:
For the publications program of
Island Press ....................

116,970

500,000

116,970

47,000

47,000

50,000

50,000

500,000

-
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CONSERVATION AND
THE ENVIRONMENT
(continued)

Unpaid

Unpaid
Jan. 1,
1988

Appropriated

Paid

_

300,000

300,000

150,000

150,000

Dec. 31,
1988

Clean Sites, Inc.,
Alexandria, Va.:
For its Technical Advisory Board
programs .......................

Cornell University,
Ithaca, N.Y.:
For a program of research on the
ecology of microorganisms in
sol ...............................

Hudson River Foundation for
Science and Environmental
Research,
New York, N.Y.:
For use by the Woods Hole Research Center in a research program on the world's carbon
cycle .............................

International Council
of Scientific Unions,
Paris, France:
For use by the Scientific Committee on Problems of the Environment toward support of
analyses of international environmental problems ...........
Marine Biological Laboratory,
Woods Hole, Mass.:
Matching endowment for its
library ...........................

Missouri Botanical Garden,
St. Louis, Mo.:
For a program of botanical research, and for the Latin
American Plant Sciences
Network ........................

75,000

75,000

177,000

177,000

500,000

500,000

_

950,000

-

National Conference of State
Legislatures,
Denver, Colo.:
In support of its groundwater
protection project ..............

85,000

85,000

950,000
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CONSERVATION AND
THE ENVIRONMENT
(continued)

Unpaid
Jan. 1,
1988

Organization for Tropical
Studies, Inc.,
Durham, N.C.:
For its program of training in
tropical ecology ...............
To strengthen its programs in
Latin America .................

150,000

Unpaid

Appro-

priated

-

Paid

100,000

10,000

10,000

-

127,000

127,000

Smithsonian Institution,
Washington, D.C.:
In support of the Cooperative
Smithsonian InstitutionUniversity Programs in Structure and Evolution of Terrestrial
Ecosystems ....................

-

700,000

Texas Christian University,
Fort Worth, Tex.:
For research on forest ecology

.

-

34,000

34,000

Trust for Public Land,
San Francisco, Cal.:
For its waterlands-preservation
efforts ...........................

-

750,000

750,000

University of California,
Santa Barbara, Cal.:
For a project to estimate the biomass of eastern deciduous forests of North America ........

-

320,000

320,000

Dec. 31,
1988

50,000
-

Pennsylvania State University,
University Park, Pa.:
For a program of research on

plant/soil ecology .............

University of Miami,
Coral Gables, Fla.:
Matching grant to strengthen Caribbean and South American collections in the Rosenstiel School
of Marine and Atmospheric
Science Library ................

100,000

700,000

-

-

100,000
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Unpaid

Unpaid
Jan. 1,

CONSERVATION AND
THE ENVIRONMENT
(continued)

Appropriated

Paid

-

445,000

445,000

-

25,000

25,000

-

460,000

1988

Dec. 31,
1988

University of Minnesota,
Minneapolis, Minn.:
For a program of ecological research, and to involve faculty
members and students from
liberal-arts colleges in that
program ........................

For use by the Department of
Geology in support of a study
of climatic change .............

Wilderness Society,
Washington, D.C.:
For use by its Resource Planning
and Economics Department
toward costs of studies of the
changing economics of publicland management .............

460,000

-

Woods Hole Oceanographic
Institution,

Woods Hole, Mass.:
Matching endowment to support
research in oceanography
....

700,000

-

200,000

500,000

300,000

200,000

Yale University,
New Haven, Conn.:
For use by its School of Forestry
and Environmental Studies in
a program of training and research in ecology and natural
resources

500,000

......................

Total-Conservation and
the Environment $ 1,691,970

$

6,395,000 $ 3,434,970

$

4,652,000
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CULTURAL PROJECTS

Unpaid
Jan. 1,
1988

Baltimore Museum of Art,
Baltimore, Md.:
Matchingendowmentforresearch
and publication ................$

300,000 $

-

$ 200,000 $

100,000

Brooklyn Institute of Arts
and Sciences,
Brooklyn, N.Y.:
Matchingendowmentforresearch
and publication at the Brooklyn
Museum ........................

400,000

-

300,000

100,000

310,000

545,000

Carnegie-Mellon University,
Pittsburgh, Pa.:
For use by the Mellon Institute in
support of the Research Center
on Materials of the Artist and
Conservator ...................

Unpaid

Appropriated

Paid

Dec. 31,
1988

-

855,000

-

165,000

165,000

75,000

75,000

Columbia University,

New York, N.Y.:
For use by the Research Center
for Arts and Culture in support of the Artist Training and
Career Project .................

Dance/USA,

Washington, D.C.:
For a series of archivemanagement and preservation
workshops .....................
Fine Arts Museums Foundation,
San Francisco, Cal.:

Matchingendowmentforresearch
and publication at the Fine Arts
Museums of San Francisco....

400,000

_

400,000

Foundation of the American
Institute for Conservation
of Historic and Artistic
Works, Inc.,
Washington, D. C.:
Toward costs of publishing papers
from the Gilding Conservation
Symposium

.....................

25,000

25,000
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CULTURAL PROJECTS
(continued)
Founders Society Detroit Institute
of Arts,
Detroit, Mich.:
Matching endowment for research
and publication at the Detroit
Institute of Arts ...............

Unpaid
Jan. 1,
1988

Unpaid
Appropriated

Paid

50,000

400,000

Dec. 31,
1988

350,000

Harvard University,
Cambridge, Mass.:
For use by the University Art
Museums as matching endowment for research and publication

..............................

300,000

-

300,000

KQED, Inc.,
San Francisco, Cal.:
Toward costs of the American

Landscape Project

30,000

............

30,000

Lincoln Center for the Performing
Arts, Inc.,
New York, N.Y.:
In support of the public-television
series "Live from Lincoln
Center" .........................

205,618

-

205,618

Metropolitan Museum of Art,
New York, N.Y.:
Toward production costs of the
public-television film "The
Genius of Place" ..............

250,000

-

250,000

500,000

-

250,000

-

Metropolitan Opera Association, Inc.,
New York, N.Y.:
In support of its Young Artist

Development Program .......
Municipal Art Society,
New York, N.Y.:
In support of a conservationintern training program ......
National Arts Stabilization Fund,
New York, N.Y.:
For its program to strengthen the
financial resources of arts institutions

..........................

35,000

-

2,500,000

35,000

250,000

-

2,500,000
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Unpaid

Unpaid

Jan. 1,
1988

priated

1,000,000

_

Nelson Gallery Foundation,
Kansas City, Mo.:
Matching endowment for research
and publication at the NelsonAtkins Museum of Art .......

300,000

-

North Carolina School of the Arts
Foundation,
Winston-Salem, N.C.:
Matching endowment in support
of faculty and curriculum
development ...................

300,000

CULTURAL PROJECTS
(continued)

Appro-

Paid

Dec. 31,
1988

National Gallery of Art,
Washington, D.C.:
Matching endowment for its conservation program and in support of various conservation
program

activities

.............

Palace of Arts and Science
Foundation,
San Francisco, Cal.:
For the Exploratorium's publication program ...................

_

350,000

200,000

Philadelphia Museum of Art,
Philadelphia, Pa.:
Matching endowment for research
and publication ................

400,000

Princeton University,
Princeton, N.J.:
Matching endowment for research
and publication at its Art
Museum ........................

175,000

-

300,000

_

200,000

250,000

_

Peabody Museum of Salem,
Salem, Mass.:
Matching endowment for research
and publication ................

Smithsonian Institution,
Washington, D.C.:
Matching endowment for research
and publication at the Center
for Asian Art ...................
Matching endowment for research
and publication at the CooperHewitt Museum ...............

-

-

1,000,000

50,000

300,000

350,000

-

200,000

400,000

-

175,000

-

300,000
62,229

137,771
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CULTURAL PROJECTS
(continued)

Unpaid
Jan.1,
1988

Studio Museum in Harlem,
New York, N.Y.:
In support of curatorial services
for its James VanDerZee
collection .......................

Unpaid
Appropriated

35,000

Toledo Museum of Art,
Toledo, Ohio:
Matching endowment for research
and publication ................

36,974

Trustees of the Corcoran Gallery
of Art,
Washington, D.C.:
Matching endowment for research
and publication ................

250,000

Dec. 31,
Paid

1988

35,000

36,974

250,000

-

University of Delaware,
Newark, Del.:
Matching endowment for the
conservator training program
at the University and the

Winterthur Museum

.........

355,000

University of Denver,
Denver, Colo.:
For a conference at the Rocky
Mountain Regional Conservation Center .....................

-

11,425

Walker Art Center, Inc.,
Minneapolis, Minn.:
Matching endowment for research
and publication ................

250,000

Whitney Museum of American Art,
New York, N.Y.:
Matching endowment for research
and publication ................

216,188

119,723

235,277

11,425

250,000

105,563

110,625

Yale University,
New Haven, Conn.:
Matching endowment for research
and publication at the Yale
175,000
Center for British Art ........
Total-Cultural Projects $ 6,913,780 $ 4,081,425 $ 3,722,148

175,000
$

7,273,057
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Unpaid

Unpaid

Jan. 1,
1988

HIGHER EDUCATION

Appropriated

Dec. 31,
1988

Paid

A Better Chance, Inc.,
Boston, Mass.:
To strengthen its programs and
secure long-term financial
support .........................

$

American Academy in Rome,
New York, N.Y.:
Matching endowment in
support of the Rome Prize
Fellowships ....................
Matching endowment in
support of its library .........

150,000

1,000,000

$

-

-

76,000

$

100,000

250,000

$

50,000

750,000

76,000

American Council of Learned
Societies,

New York, N.Y.:
For new program initiatives ....
For its American Studies

Program

........................

Matching endowment in support
of IREX ........................
Toward editorial costs of the
American National Biography ............................
In support of IREX-sponsored
collaborative programs between
American and East European
scholars in the humanities and
social sciences

.................

250,000

-

250,000

200,000

-

200,000

-

1,500,000

1,000,000

-

1,000,000

1,000,000

-

-

400,000

400,000

-

American Philosophical Society,
Philadelphia, Pa.:
Matching grant for projects to
promote access to and use of
collections in its library ......

75,000

American University,
Washington, D.C.:
Matching grant to strengthen
teaching and curricula in the
arts and sciences ..............

200,000

American University of Beirut,
New York, N.Y.:
For faculty development .......

325,000

500,000

75,000

-

100,000

100,000

175,000

150,000
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Unpaid
HIGHER EDUCATION
(continued)
Amherst College,
Amherst, Mass.:
To improve the teaching of foreign
languages and cultures .......

Jan. 1,
1988

-

Association of American
Universities,
Washington, D.C.:
For data collection on doctoral
education .......................

250,000

Atlanta University,
Atlanta, Ga.:
Matching grant to improve programs in the humanities ......

134,500

Barnard College,
New York, N.Y.:
To improve the teaching of foreign
languages and cultures .......

-

Unpaid
Appro-

priated

Paid

300,000

300,000

-

250,000

-

350,000

350,000

Bethune-Cookman College,
Daytona Beach, Fla.:
Matching endowment for a
Fund for Faculty and Curriculum Renewal in the arts and
sciences

.........................

Bowdoin College,
Brunswick, Me.:
To improve the teaching of foreign
languages and cultures .......

350,000

-

Dec. 31,
1988

350,000

-

275,000

275,000

British Library,
London, England:
For a coordinated program of
preservation-microfilming
activity among research libraries in Great Britain .......

-

1,500,000

1,500,000

Bryn Mawr College,
Bryn Mawr, Pa.:
For an undergraduate fellowship
program to increase the number
of minority students who enroll in Ph.D. programs in fields
of the arts and sciences .......

-

187,000

187,000

134,500
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HIGHER EDUCATION

(continued)
California Institute of Technology,
Pasadena, Cal.:
Matching grant in support
of postdoctoral instructorships in the humanities .......

Unpaid

Jan.),
1988

Appropriated

550,000

Unpaid

Paid

_

Carleton College,
Northfield, Minn.:
To improve the teaching of foreign
languages and cultures .......
For an undergraduate fellowship
program to increase the number
of minority students who enroll in Ph.D. programs in fields
of the arts and sciences .......

_

300,000

300,000

-

137,000

137,000

Carnegie-Mellon University,
Pittsburgh, Pa.:
To establish a Literacy in Science
Center ..........................

-

1,500,000

_

500,000

500,000

-

290,000

290,000

Center for Advanced Study in
the Behavioral Sciences,
Stanford, Cal.:
In support of a fellowship program for scholars from Eastern
Europe ..........................
To assist the Foundation to develop a program in the field
of literacy .......................

_

Dec. 31,
1988

550,000

1,500,000

Clark College,
Atlanta, Ga.:
Matching endowment for a
Fund for Faculty and Curriculum Renewal in the arts and
sciences

.........................

50,000

College Entrance Examination
Board,
New York, N.Y.:
For a National Hispanic
Scholar Awards Program .... 1,778,000
In support of fellowships for highschool teachers participating
in the Advanced Placement
Program Summer Teaching
Institutes .......................
300,000

50,000

4,000,000

978,000

4,800,000

-

150,000

150,000
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Unpaid
HIGHER EDUCATION
(continued)

Jan. 1,
1988

Columbia University,
New York, N.Y.:
In support of programs for juniorfaculty and graduate-student
development ................... 1,000,000
Matching grant to sustain a
capacity for advanced research
and training in Russian/Soviet
and East European Studies..
500,000
Matching endowment for advanced research and training
on East Asia ....................
383,333
For the Conservation Education
Programs in the School of Library Service ...................
_
In support of research and other
activities in the area of "Science
and Society" ...................
For use by the Avery Library to
create on videodisc a computerized catalogue of architectural drawings .................
In support of preservation-

Appropriated

-

-

Paid

Unpaid
Dec. 31,
1988

465,000

535,000

150,000

350,000

225,000

158,333

350,000

350,000

250,000

250,000

100,000

100,000

administration internships in

the University Library .......
To explore ways of enhancing
school science teaching in the
New York area .................

-

80,000

80,000

-

28,500

28,500

Commission on Preservation
and Access,
Washington, D.C.:
For program support ............

-

1,500,000

1,500,000

Community College Humanities
Association,

Philadelphia, Pa.:
For expansion of its membership and programs ............

25,000

25,000

Cornell College,
Mount Vernon, Iowa:
Matching endowment for a
Presidential Discretionary
Fund ............................

25,000

25,000
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HIGHER EDUCATION
(continued)

Cornell University,
Ithaca, N.Y.:
For a program to attract undergraduate liberal-arts majors
to public-school teaching ....
For an undergraduate fellowship
program to increase the number
of minority students who enroll in Ph.D. programs in fields
of the arts and sciences .......
Council for Basic Education,
Washington, D. C.:
In support of its fellowship
program in the humanities for
secondary-school teachers

Unpaid
Jan. 1,
1988

Unpaid
Appro-

priated

200,000

Paid

-

Dec. 31,
1988

200,000

-

200,000

200,000

-

180,000

120,000

60,000

500,000

150,000

300,000

900,000
400,000

Council of Chief State School
Officers,
Washington, D.C.:
To encourage collaboration
between schools and
colleges or universities ........

650,000

Council on Library Resources, Inc.,
Washington, D.C.:
For general support ..............
For its research program ........

1,200,000
400,000

-

_

-

Cumberland College,
Williamsburg, Ky.:
Matching endowment for a
Fund for Faculty and Curriculum Renewal in the arts and
sciences

.........................

Dartmouth College,
Hanover, N.H.:
Matching grant toward costs of institutes in the humanities .....

25,000

300,000

25,000

300,000
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HIGHER EDUCATION
(continued)
DePauw University,
Greencastle, Ind.:
Matching endowment for a
Presidential Discretionary
Fund ............................
Education Development
Center, Inc.,
Newton, Mass.:
For development of an institute
to coordinate research and
school-practicein literacy skills,
concentrating on grades
K-8 ..............................

Unpaid
Jan. 1,
1988

Unpaid
Appropriated

25,000

-

Paid

Dec. 31,
1988

25,000

1,500,000

-

1,500,000

Eleutherian Mills-Hagley
Foundation,

Wilmington, Del.:
Matching grant for the Hagley Library to promote access to and
use of its collections ...........

75,000

25,000

50,000

150,000

100,000

Emory & Henry College,
Emory, Va.:
Matching endowment for a
Fund for Faculty and Curriculum Renewal in the arts and
sciences

.........................

250,000

Fisk University,
Nashville, Tenn.:
Matching endowment for faculty
and curriculum renewal ......

350,000

Five Colleges, Incorporated,
Amherst, Mass.:
To establish the Five College
Foreign Language Resource
Center ..........................

150,000

Folger Shakespeare Library,
Washington, D.C.:
Matching grant for its
cataloguing function ..........

300,000

-

350,000

-

90,270

150,000

209,730
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Unpaid
HIGHER EDUCATION
(continued)

Jan. 1,
1988

Frick Collection,
New York, N.Y.:
To improve bibliographic services in its Arts Reference
Library .........................
Furman University,
Greenville, S.C.:
Matching endowment for a
Presidential Discretionary
Fund ............................

Grinnell College,
Grinnell, Iowa:
To improve the teaching offoreign
languages and cultures .......
Hamilton College,
Clinton, N.Y.:
To improve the teaching of foreign
languages and cultures .......

Unpaid
Appropriated

25,000

87,500

Paid

Dec. 31,
1988

25,000

87,500

-

275,000

275,000

-

270,000

270,000

Hampton University,
Hampton, Va.:
Matching endowment for a
Fund for Faculty and Curriculum Renewal in the arts and
sciences

.........................

Harvard University,
Cambridge, Mass.:
Matching endowment for advanced research and training
on East Asia ....................
Matching grant to sustain a
capacity for advanced research
and training in Russian/Soviet
Studies ..........................
For use by the Graduate School
of Education to attract undergraduate liberal-arts majors to
public-school teaching ........
Historical Society of Pennsylvania,
Philadelphia, Pa.:
Matching endowment to promote
access to and use of its
collections ......................

350,000

-

350,000

500,000

-

118,337

381,663

500,000

-

230,729

269,271

_

200,000

200,000

100,000

100,000
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Unpaid

Jan.),

HIGHER EDUCATION
(continued)

1988

Hunter College,
New York, N.Y.:
For an undergraduate fellowship
program to increase the number
of minority students who enroll in Ph.D. programs in fields
of the arts and sciences .......

-

Appropriated

Paid

242,000

242,000

Unpaid
Dec. 31,
1988

Huntington Library,
San Marino, Cal.:
Matching grant to promote access
to and use of its collections

200,000

-

154,500

45,500

Indiana University,
Bloomington, Ind.:
Matching grant to sustain a
capacity for advanced research
and training in Russian/Soviet
and East European Studies

350,000

-

100,000

250,000

250,000

150,000

...

Johns Hopkins University,
Baltimore, Md.:
For research fellowships at the
National Foreign Language
Center ..........................
Matching grant for the
SAIS Central American
and Caribbean Program ......
In support of workshops for representatives of the colleges in
the Foundation's foreignlanguage program .............
Kalamazoo College,
Kalamazoo, Mich.:
To improve the teaching of foreign
languages and cultures .......

Library Company of Philadelphia,
Philadelphia, Pa.:
Matching grant to promote access
to and use of its collections
...

400,000

170,000

-

-

50,000

50,000

-

250,000

250,000

100,000

33,000

170,000

67,000
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Unpaid
HIGHER EDUCATION
(continued)

Jan. 1,
1988

Appropriated

Unpaid
Paid

Dec. 31,
1988

Library of Congress,
Washington, D.C.:
Toward costs of a study to reassess
the Library's mission, strategies, and management practices ..............................

50,000

50,000

For an international symposium
on the preservation of serial literature, and for a film on
preservation binding ..........

27,000

27,000

Marquette University,
Milwaukee, Wis.:
Matching endowment to
strengthen teaching and
curricula, primarily in the
humanities

.....................

250,000

-

250,000

Mars Hill College,
Mars Hill, N.C.:
Matching endowment for a
Fund for Faculty and Curriculum Renewal in the arts and
sciences

.........................

Massachusetts Historical Society,
Boston, Mass.:
Matching grant to promote access
to and use of its collections ...

100,000

-

200,000

53,000

100,000

147,000

Massachusetts Institute of

Technology,
Cambridge, Mass.:
For use by the Institute Archives
in developing a documentation
strategy for college and university records .....................
For use by the Consortium on
Financing Higher Education in
addressing faculty-retirement
issues

............................

30,000

30,000

6,000

6,000

Mid-Atlantic Preservation

Service,
Bethlehem, Pa.:
In support of its research-anddevelopment program ........

-

750,000

750,000
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HIGHER EDUCATION
(continued)

Middlebury College,
Middlebury, Vt.:
To improve the teaching offoreign
languages and cultures .......
National Academy of Sciences,
Washington, D.C.:
For a field-research project
in rural China ..................

Unpaid
Jan. 1,

Unpaid

1988

Appropriated

Paid

_

300,000

300,000

175,000

-

100,000

Dec. 31,
1988

75,000

National Faculty of Humanities,
Arts and Sciences,
Atlanta, Ga.:
To expand the activities of its
Northwest Region Program .............................

-

200,000

200,000

National Humanities Center,
Research Triangle Park, N.C.:
For use as bridging generalsupport funds ..................
For its fellowship program ......

_

675,000
900,000

300,000
900,000

25,000

25,000

National Information
Standards Organization,
Gaithersburg, Md.:
For research projects on
preservation-standards
development ...................

375,000

New School for Social Research,
New York, N.Y.:
Matching grant for appointments
to the Graduate Faculty in

philosophy and historical
studies ..........................
Matching endowment in support
of appointments to the Graduate Faculty ....................
New-York Historical Society,
New York, N.Y.:
Matching grant to strengthen
the capacity to catalogue
its collections ..................
For a self-study of institutional
needs and priorities ...........

45,000
-

45,000

750,000

-

750,000

175,000

175,000
50,000

50,000
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Unpaid
HIGHER EDUCATION
(continued)
New York Public Library,
New York, N.Y.:
Matching grant toward cataloguing materials in nonRoman script ..................

Unpaid

Jan. 1,
1988

Appropriated

1,000,000

-

Paid

200,000

Dec. 31,
1988

800,000

New York University,
New York, N.Y.:
Matching grant for a model of
how to manage and provide
access to information on a research-university campus ....

Newberry Library,
Chicago, Ill.:
Matching grant in support
of its cataloguing function

...

Oberlin College,
Oberlin, Ohio:
Matching endowment for a
Presidential Discretionary
Fund ............................
To improve the teaching of foreign
languages and cultures .......
For an undergraduate fellowship
program to increase the number
of minority students who enroll in Ph.D. programs in fields
of the arts and sciences .......

125,000

300,000

125,000

-

-

25,000

100,000

25,000

_

350,000

350,000

-

200,000

200,000

Occidental College,
Los Angeles, Cal.:
To improve the teaching of foreign
languages and cultures .......

-

275,000

275,000

Pomona College,
Claremont, Cal.:
To improve the teaching of foreign
languages and cultures .......

-

275,000

275,000

PREP, Inc.,
New York, N.Y.:
In support of its precollege
Summer Program for
Minorities ......................

275,000

200,000

-

275,000
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HIGHER EDUCATION
(continued)

Unpaid
Jan.1,

Unpaid
Dec. 31,

1988

Appropriated

Paid

Princeton University,
Princeton, N.J.:
Matching endowment for advanced research and training
on East Asia ....................

400,000

_

_

Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute,
Troy, N.Y.:
Matching grant to restructure
its undergraduate core
curriculum .....................

100,000

_

100,000

Research Libraries Group, Inc.,
Mountain View, Cal.:
For use as a development
reserve fund ....................

250,000

-

121,973

1988

400,000

-

128,027

Rice University,
Houston, Tex.:
For undergraduate curriculum

development ...................
St. John's College,
Annapolis, Md.:
Matching endowment for a
Presidential Discretionary
Fund ............................
Smith College,
Northampton, Mass.:
To improve the teaching of foreign
languages and cultures .......

_

350,000

350,000

50,000

50,000

_

350,000

350,000

_

500,000

500,000

-

50,000

50,000

Social Science Research Council,
New York, N.Y.:
For the Joint Committee on Soviet

Studies ..........................
Toward costs of a supplementary
volume to the International
Encyclopedia of the Social
Sciences .........................

Southern Education Foundation,
Atlanta, Ga.:
To strengthen libraries at
private black colleges .........
In support of the Black College
Library Improvement
Project ..........................

1,900,000

-

50,000

950,000
50,000

950,000
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Unpaid
HIGHER EDUCATION
(continued)

Jan. 1,
1988

Spelman College,
Atlanta, Ga.:
Matching endowment for a
Fund for Faculty and Curriculum Renewal in the arts and
sciences .........................

150,000

Stanford University,
Stanford, Cal.:
Matching grant to sustain a
capacity for advanced research
and training in Russian/Soviet
and East European Studies ...
Matching endowment for advanced research and training
on East Asia ....................

Unpaid
Appro-

priated

Paid

-

350,000

Dec. 31,
1988

150,000

350,000

300,000

300,000

250,000

250,000

Matching endowment for advanced research and training
on Latin America ..............
Matching endowment for a

junior-faculty fellowship
program at the Stanford
Humanities Center ............
For a program to attract undergraduate liberal-arts majors to
public-school teaching ........
Swarthmore College,
Swarthmore, Pa.:
For an undergraduate fellowship
program to increase the number
of minority students who enroll in Ph.D. programs in fields
of the arts and sciences .......
Teachers College Columbia
University,
New York, N.Y.:
For a program to attract undergraduate liberal-arts majors
to public-school teaching ....

Tougaloo College,
Tougaloo, Miss.:
Matching endowment for a
Fund for Faculty and Curriculum Renewal in the arts and
sciences

.........................

240,000

-

240,000

200,000

-

200,000

200,000

197,000

197,000

-

200,000

250,000
- 250,000
250,000
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Unpaid
Jan. 1,

HIGHER EDUCATION
(continued)

1988

Tufts University,
Medford, Mass.:
For a self-study of models for institutional consolidation .....

Unpaid
Appropriated

35,000

Paid

35,000

Tulane University,
New Orleans, La.:
Matching endowment for advanced research and training
on Latin America ..............

200,000

United Negro College Fund, Inc.,
New York, N.Y.:
To support the Premedical
Summer Institute at Fisk
University ......................

115,000

115,000

750,000

250,000

University of California, Berkeley,
Berkeley, Cal.:
Matching grant to sustain a
capacity for advanced research
and training in Russian/Soviet
and East European Studies
Matching endowment for advanced research and training
on East Asia ....................
Matching endowment for advanced research and training
on Latin America ..............
For preservation-microfilming
of embrittled humanities collections in the library ..........
For use by the Bay Area Writing
Project in support of the National Writing Project ..........
...

University of California,
Los Angeles,
Los Angeles, Cal.:
Matching endowment for advanced research and training
on Latin America ..............

-

500,000

200,000

-

233,334

166,666

-

500,000

500,000

-

350,000

350,000

150,000

Dec. 31,
1988

500,000

500,000
66,668

150,000
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Unpaid
Jan. 1,
1988

HIGHER EDUCATION
(continued)

University of California,
Riverside,
Riverside, Cal.:
For planning costs of an English
National Union Catalogue to
1800 .............................

University of California, San Diego,
LaJolla, Cal.:
Matching grant for its Center for
U.S. -Mexican Studies ........

Unpaid
Appro-

priated

25,000

350,000

-

University of Cambridge,
Cambridge, England:
To increase private-sector support for the University .......
For a program of preservation
microfilming in conjunction
with other research libraries
in Great Britain ................

_

1,000,000

University of Cape Town,
Rondebosch, South Africa:
For faculty development and to
strengthen the library ........

_

900,000

UniversityofCapeTown Fund, Inc.,
New York, N.Y.:
Matching funds for faculty development and to strengthen
library collections at three open
universities in South Africa

-

750,000

..

University of Chicago,
Chicago, Ill.:
Matching endowment for advanced research and training
on East Asia ....................
Matching endowment for advanced research and training

35,000

430,000

Paid

Dec. 31,
1988

25,000

125,000

225,000

35,000

_

1,000,000

900,000

_

750,000

_

430,000

on Latin America ..............

150,000

150,000

Matching endowment for advanced research and training
on South Asia ..................

333,000

333,000
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Unpaid

Unpaid
Jan. 1,
1988

HIGHER EDUCATION
(continued)

Appropriated

Paid

200,000

200,000

Dec. 31,
1988

University of Chicago,
Chicago, Ill.:

(continued)
For an undergraduate fellowship
program to increase the number
of minority students who enroll
in Ph.D. programs in fields of
the arts and sciences ..........

University of Florida,
Gainesville, Fla.:
Matching endowment for advanced research and training
on Latin America ..............

University of Illinois at UrbanaChampaign,
Urbana, Ill.:
For the Committee on Institutional Cooperation's Summer
Research Opportunities Program for Minority Students
For use by the Committee on Institutional Cooperation in support of its graduate Minorities
Fellowships Program .........
For use by the Committee on Institutional Cooperation in a
coordinated preservation..

microfilming project

-

175,000

150,000

300,000

_

..........

University of Iowa,
Iowa City, Iowa:
In support of book-conservation
apprenticeships and training
workshops for experienced
book conservators ............
University of Maryland at
College Park,
College Park, Md.:
Toward costs of humanities
summer institutes for finearts teachers in Maryland
high schools ....................

-

50,000

750,000

_

370,000

370,000

140,000

140,000

50,000

175,000

150,000

750,000
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HIGHER EDUCATION
(continued)

University of Michigan,
Ann Arbor, Mich.:
Matching grant to sustain a
capacity for advanced research
and training in Russian/Soviet
and East European Studies
Matching endowment for advanced research and training
on East Asia ....................
Matching grant in support of
postdoctoral fellowships for
visiting scholars at its Institute for the Humanities ......
For editorial costs of The Middle
English Dictionary ............

Unpaid
Jan. 1,
1988

Appropriated

Paid

500,000

-

150,000

500,000

350,000
500,000

300,000
_

Unpaid
Dec. 31,
1988

50,000
950,000

250,000

950,000

University of New Mexico,
Albuquerque, N.M.:
Matching endowment for advanced research and training
on Latin America ..............

University of North Carolina at
Chapel Hill,
Chapel Hill, N. C.:
To strengthen humanities teaching
in high schools in the state ...
University of Oxford,
Oxford, England:
For a program of preservation
microfilming in conjunction
with other research libraries
in Great Britain ................
To increase the level of privatesector support for the University ...........................

University of Pennsylvania,
Philadelphia, Pa.:
Matching endowment for advanced research and training
on South Asia ..................
For an undergraduate fellowship
program to increase the number
of minority students who enroll
in Ph.D. programs in fields of
the arts and sciences

..........

150,000

150,000

100,000

50,000

50,000

500,000

-

1,000,000

500,000

-

35,000

35,000

89,000

267,000

-

200,000

200,000

-

178,000
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HIGHER EDUCATION

(continued)

Unpaid
Jan.1,
1988

Unpaid
Dec. 31,

Appropriated

Paid

1,650,000

1,650,000

1988

University of Pittsburgh,
Pittsburgh, Pa.:
For use by the Learning Research
and Development Center toward
costs of research, development,
and school-based literacy
programs .......................

University of Texas at Austin,
Austin, Tex.:
Matching endowment for advanced research and training
on Latin America ..............

-

175,000

50,000

125,000

University of the Western Cape,
Beilville, South Africa:
For faculty development and to
strengthen the library ........

-

450,000

-

450,000

University of the Witwatersrand,
Johannesburg, South Africa:
For faculty development and to
strengthen the library ........

-

900,000

-

900,000

University of Washington,
Seattle, Wash.:
Matching endowment for advanced research and training
on East Asia ....................

332,000

-

167,000

165,000

University of Wisconsin-Madison,
Madison, Wis.:
Matching endowment for advanced research and training
on Southeast Asia .............
Matching endowment for advanced research and training
on South Asia ..................

333,000

-

333,000

200,000

-

200,000

Virginia Historical Society,
Richmond, Va.:
Matching grant to promote
access to and use of its
collections ......................

100,000

-

100,000
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Unpaid
HIGHER EDUCATION
(continued)

Jan. 1,
1988

Unpaid
Appro-

priated

Paid

Dec. 31,
1988

Virginia Union University,
Richmond, Va.:
Matching endowment for a
Fund for Faculty and Curriculum Renewal in the arts and
sciences

.........................

Washington and Lee University,
Lexington, Va.:
To improve the teaching offoreign
languages and cultures .......
Wheaton College,
Norton, Mass.:
To improve the teaching of foreign
languages and cultures .......
Woodrow Wilson International
Center for Scholars,
Washington, D. C.:
Matching grant in support of
the Kennan Institute for
Advanced Russian Studies ...
Woodrow Wilson National
Fellowship Foundation,
Princeton, N.J.:
For the program of Mellon Fellowships in the Humanities

..

225,000

-

-

275,000

275,000

-

250,000

250,000

500,000

-

50,000

4,500,000

225,000

450,000

4,500,000

Xavier University of Louisiana,
New Orleans, La.:
Matching endowment for a
Fund for Faculty and Curriculum Renewal in the arts and
sciences

.........................

Yale University,
New Haven, Conn.:
In support of the Consortium
for Language Teaching and
Learning ........................
Matching endowment for advanced research and training
on East Asia ....................
Matchingendowmentforthe program of Directed Studies in the
Humanities .....................

350,000

-

350,000

550,000

-

250,000

300,000

430,000

-

198,041

231,959

-

1,500,000

1,500,000

51
Unpaid
HIGHER EDUCATION

(continued)
Yale University,
New Haven, Conn.:
(continued)
For preservation-microfilning of
embrittled humanities collections in the library .............
For the Clare College exchange

fellowships .....................

Unpaid

Jan. 1,
1988

priated

Paid

-

500,000

500,000

-

Appro-

Dec. 31,
1988

100,000
100,000
Total-Higher Education $30,562,667 $41,264,500 $36,913,516 $34,913,651
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Unpaid
Jan. 1,
1988

MEDICINE, POPULATION,
AND PUBLIC HEALTH

Unpaid
Appro-

priated

Paid

Dec. 31,
1988

Baylor College of Medicine,
Houston, Tex.:
In support of young research
faculty members and postdoctoral scientists in its Department of Cell Biology .........
For research in reproductive

$

600,000 $

600,000 $

-

330,000

330,000

Case Western Reserve University,
Cleveland, Ohio:
For use by its School of Medicine
in providing teaching and research opportunities for young
faculty members in the biomedical sciences ...............

-

225,000

225,000

Center for Population Options,
Washington, D.C.:
For research and other activities
concerned with the prevention
of adolescent pregnancy .....

-

275,000

-

700,000

500,000

-

700,000

700,000

-

325,000

325,000

biology ..........................

Columbia University,
New York, N.Y.:
For use by its College of Physicians and Surgeons as matching
support in providing teaching
and research opportunities for
young faculty members in the
biomedical sciences ...........
Toward costs of research and

-

$

275,000

200,000

training in its International In-

stitute for the Study of Human
Reproduction ..................
Cornell University,
Ithaca, N.Y.:
For use by its Medical School in
providing teaching and research
opportunities for young faculty
members in the biomedical
sciences

.........................

-
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MEDICINE, POPULATION,
AND PUBLIC HEALTH

(continued)
Duke University,
Durham, N.C.:
For use by its Medical School in
providing teaching and research
opportunities for young faculty
members in the biomedical
sciences .........................

Unpaid
Jan. 1,

Unpaid
Appropriated

Paid

-

400,000

400,000

-

500,000

500,000

25,000

25,000

-

350,000

350,000

-

450,000

450,000

-

500,000

500,000

1988

Harvard University,
Cambridge, Mass.:
For use by its Medical School in
providing teaching and research
opportunities for young faculty
members in the biomedical
sciences .........................

International Planned Parenthood
Federation-Western Hemisphere
Region, Inc.,
New York, N.Y.:
For a film on adolescent pregnancy

...........................

International Union for the Conservation of Nature and Natural
Resources,
Gland, Switzerland:
For the inclusion of population
concerns in its programs .....
International Women's Health
Coalition,
New York, N.Y.:
To provide training, technical
assistance, and other forms
of support to reproductivehealth projects in developing
nations

..........................

Johns Hopkins University,
Baltimore, Md.:
For use by its School of Hygiene
and Public Health for faculty
development in the environmental health sciences ........

Dec. 31,
1988
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Unpaid

MEDICINE, POPULATION,
AND PUBLIC HEALTH
(continued)

Jan. 1,
1988

Johns Hopkins University,
Baltimore, Md.:
(continued)
For use by its School of Medicine
in providing teaching and research opportunities for young
faculty members in the biomedical sciences ...............

-

Medical Research Foundation
of Oregon,
Portland, Ore.:
To develop a computerized system
for monitoring the flagellar
motion of mammalian sperm
.

Meharry Medical College,
Nashville, Tenn.:
To establish a clinical and epidemiological research unit in
the Department of Internal
Medicine ........................
New York University,
New York, N.Y.:
For use by its School of Medicine
in providing teaching and research opportunities for young
faculty members in the biomedical sciences ...............

Unpaid
Appropriated

Paid

500,000

125,000

38,000

38,000

450,000

_

-

325,000

325,000

-

3,250,000

3,250,000

_

330,000

330,000

Population Council,
New York, N.Y.:
For general support; postdoctoral fellowships in reproductive biology and in the social
sciences as they relate to population control; international
program development; research
on male reproductive physiology; an external grantprogram;
policy-oriented social-science
research, analysis, and technical assistance; and program
expansion in sub-Saharan
Africa ...........................
For research projects in reproductive biology ................

Dec. 31,
1988

375,000

450,000
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MEDICINE, POPULATION,
AND PUBLIC HEALTH
(continued)
Population Reference Bureau,
Washington, D.C.:
To strengthen its capacity for
research and analysis in
demography and population
policy ...........................

Unpaid
Jan. 1,
1988

Unpaid
Appropriated

Paid

-

375,000

-

450,000

450,000

400,000

400,000

-

Dec. 31,
1988

375,000

Princeton University,
Princeton, N.J.:
For use by the OfficeofPopulation
Research toward costs of a visiting faculty program, research
and training in demography,
and juniorprofessional research
appointments

..................

Stanford University,
Stanford, Cal.:
For use by its School of Medicine
in providing teaching and research opportunities for young
faculty members in the biomedical sciences ...............

University of California, San Diego,
LaJolla, Cal.:
For use by its School of Medicine
in providing teaching and research opportunities for young
faculty members and postdoctoral scientists in the Department of Reproductive
Medicine ........................

-

600,000

University of Chicago,
Chicago, Ill.:
For use by the Pritzker School of
Medicine in providing teaching
and research opportunities for
young faculty members in the
biomedical sciences ...........

-

400,000

400,000

University of Pennsylvania,
Philadelphia, Pa.:
For use by its School of Medicine
in providing teaching and research opportunities for young
faculty members in the biomedical sciences ...............

-

350,000

350,000

-

600,000
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MEDICINE, POPULATION,
AND PUBLIC HEALTH
(continued)

Unpaid

Unpaid

Jan. 1,
1988

Appropriated

Paid

-

225,000

56,250

85,000

85,000

-

225,000

225,000

-

350,000

350,000

For support of young research
faculty members and postdoctoral scientists in reproductive biology ................

-

750,000

750,000

Yale University,
New Haven, Conn.:
For use by its School of Medicine
in providing teaching and research opportunities for young
faculty members in the biomedical sciences ...............

-

400,000

400,000

University of Rochester,
Rochester, N.Y.:
For use by its School of Medicine
in providing teaching and research opportunities for young
faculty members in the biomedical sciences ...............

University of Virginia,
Charlottesville, Va.:
For research projects in reproductive biology ................

Vanderbilt University,
Nashville, Tenn.:
For use by its School of Medicine
in providing teaching and research opportunities for young
faculty members in the biomedical sciences ...............

Washington University,
St. Louis, Mo.:
For use by its School of Medicine
in providing teaching and research opportunities for young
faculty members in the biomedical sciences ...............

Worcester Foundation for

Experimental Biology,
Shrewsbury, Mass.:

Dec. 31,
1988

168,750
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MEDICINE, POPULATION,
AND PUBLIC HEALTH
(continued)

Unpaid

Unpaid
Jan.l,
1988

Appro-

priated

Paid

Dec. 31,
1988

Yeshiva University,
New York, N.Y.:
For use by its Albert Einstein
College of Medicine in providing teaching and research
opportunities for young faculty
members in the biomedical
sciences .......................
225,000
225,000
Total-Medicine, Population,
andPublicHealth $ 450,000 $14,658,000 $12,664,250 $ 2,443,750
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Unpaid
Jan. 1,
1988

PUBLIC AFFAIRS

Unpaid
Appropriated

Paid

100,000 $

100,000 $

American Economic
Association,

Durham, N.C.:
Toward costs of a study of graduate education in economics $
.

-

$

American Society of International
Law,
Washington, D.C.:
Toward costs of a project on the
law of ocean-boundary dis50,000

50,000

......................

30,000

30,000

Center for Excellence in
Government,
Washington, D.C.:
For a project to identify and describe the most demanding
appointive federal jobs .......

35,000

35,000

-

800,000

800,000

-

250,000

250,000

100,000

100,000

putes ............................

Association of American
Universities,
Washington, D.C.:
Towards costs of a project to
assess the consequences for
colleges and universities of
ending mandatory faculty
retirement

Children's Television Workshop,
New York, N.Y.:
Towards costs of a public-television series on mathematics for
schoolchildren .................

Council on Foreign Relations, Inc.,
New York, N.Y.:
For its International Affairs Fel-

lowship Program ..............
Independent Sector,
Washington, D.C.:
For a project to gather and analyze data on the voluntary
sector ............................

Dec. 31,
1988
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PUBLIC AFFAIRS
(continued)

Unpaid
Jan. 1,
1988

Morehouse College,
Atlanta, Ga.:
For a study of alumni of colleges
in the Atlanta area .............
National Academy of Engineering,
Washington, D.C.:
Matching grant in support of its
fellows program ...............
National Academy of Sciences,
Washington, D.C.:
To endow a program ofAcademyinitiated studies that address
issues of significance to the
nation ...........................
In support of its GovernmentUniversity-Industry Research
Roundtable ....................

Appro-

priated

40,000

250,000

Paid

40,000

-

250,000

_

1,000,000

-

1,000,000

_

300,000

300,000

-

250,000

250,000

-

265,000

265,000

New York Academy of Sciences,
New York, N.Y.:
For a series of meetings on issues
of science policy ...............

5,000

5,000

Princeton University,
Princeton, N.J.:
Toward costs of a study of faculty
retirement, pension plans, and
related issues of academic planning in higher education.

140,000

140,000

National Bureau of Economic
Research,
Cambridge, Mass.:
Toward costs of a study of American economic policy in the
1980s ............................
Toward costs of the study "The
Well-Being of Children:
Economic and Policy Perspectives" .......................

Unpaid
Dec. 31,
1988
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Unpaid
PUBLIC AFFAIRS
(continued)

Scientists' Institute for
Public Information,
New York, N.Y.:
To expand its program of information services ................

Unpaid

Jan. 1,
1988

Appropriated

Paid

_

395,000

395,000

Dec. 31,
1988

University of Virginia,
Charlottesville, Va.:
For the Law ofthe Sea Convention

Commentary Project .........

250,000

-

150,000

100,000

Earl Warren Legal Training
Program,
New York, N.Y.:
To provide public-interest law
scholarships for black stu150,000
dents ............................
150,000
Total-PublicAffairs $ 500,000 $ 3,910,000 $ 3,060,000 $ 1,350,000
Grand Totals $40,118,417 $70,308,925 $59,794,884 $50,632,458

FinancialStatements
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REPORT OF INDEPENDENT ACCOUNTANTS
To the Board of Trustees of
The Andrew W. Mellon Foundation
In our opinion, the accompanying balance sheet and the related statement of income,
expenses and changes in principal balance present fairly in all material respects the
financial position ofThe Andrew W. Mellon Foundation atDecember 31,1988 and
1987 and its income, expenses and changes in principal balances for the years then
ended, in conformity with generally accepted accounting principles. These financial statements are the responsibility ofthe Foundation's management; our responsibility is to express an opinion on these financial statements based on our audits.
We conducted our audits ofthese statements in accordance with generally accepted
auditing standards which require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance about whether the financial statements are free of material misstatement. An audit includes examining, on a test basis, evidence supporting the
amounts and disclosures in the financial statements, assessing the accounting principles used and significant estimates made by management, and evaluating the
overall financial statement presentation. We believe that our audits provide a reasonable basis for the opinion expressed above.

PRICE WATERHOUSE

New York, New York
March 20, 1989
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The Andrew W. Mellon Foundation
Balance Sheet
ASSETS
Decer Piber31
1988
1987
Investments:
Bonds and notes .....................................

$ 562,383,372 $ 540,575,466
499,325,938

Equities .747,369,199

Investment securities (approximate market value
of $1,410,105,000 and $1,322,714,000 at December 31, 1988 and 1987, respectively) (Note 2) .... 1,309,752,571 1,039,901,404
Interest in coal properties (Note 1) ......................
1,118,052
1,149,923
Interest in limited partnerships (Note 1) ...............
60,367,176
47,155,392
Total investments ................................. 1,371,237,799 1,088,206,719
Cash .......................................................
31,984
639,923
Dividend and interest income receivable ..................
10,019,385
10,418,202
Coal property income receivable ...........................
2,401,749
3,621,429
Receivable from unsettled securities sales .................
15,247,715
1,278,076
Property, at cost less accumulated depreciation
of $220,000 and $209,000 at December 31, 1988
and 1987, respectively ...............................
3,171,462
1,551,000
Total assets ......................................... $1,402,110,094 $1,105,715,349

LIABILITIES AND PRINCIPAL BALANCE
Grants payable ................................................ $ 50,632,458
$ 40,118,417
Federal excise tax payable (Note 3) ........................
1,231,435
757,397
Payable from unsettled securities purchases .............
25,841,733
2,049,478
Accrued expenses payable ..................................
1,199,114
1,106,628
Total liabilities .....................................
78,904,740
44,031,920
Principal balance .............................................. 1,323,205,354 1,061,683,429
Total liabilities and principal balance ......$..... 1,402,110,094 $1,105,715,349
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The Andrew W. Mellon Foundation
Statement of Income, Expenses and
Changes in Principal Balance
For the year ended

December31

1988

Income:
Interest on bonds and notes .............................. $
Dividends ...................................................
Income from coal properties .............................
Income from limited partnerships ......................
Less investment advisory and custody fees ............

Expenses:
Salaries and provision for employees' pensions.
Other administrative and office expenses
including maintenance and depreciation
of property ............................................

Federal excise tax ...........................................

1987

46,791,692 $
25,501,728
10,243,537
2,699,192
85,236,149
3,579,074
81,657,075

42,827,535
24,060,436
15,339,700
1,943,439
84,171,110
3,023,365
81,147,745

2,254,367

1,326,825

1,572,114
3,826,481
6,477,560
10,304,041
71,353,034

1,250,698
2,577,523
3,557,397
6,134,920
75,012,825
69,830,200

Income available for grants ..................................
Program grants ................................................
70,308,925
(100,000)
Cancellation of prior-year grants ..........................
5,282,625
and
1,044,109
...............
over
grants
Excess of income
expenses
260,477,816
96,904,434
Net gain realized on sales of investments ..................
102,187,059
261,521,925
Excess for the year .......................
959,496,370
Principal balance at beginning of year ..................... 1,061,683,429
Principal balance at end of year ............................. $1,323,205,354 $1,061,683,429
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The Andrew W. Mellon Foundation
NOTES TO FINANCIAL STATEMENTS

NOTE 1-SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES:
The financial statements ofThe Andrew W. Mellon Foundation have been prepared on
an accrual basis. The significant accounting policies followed are described below.
Investments:
Investments in securities are carried at cost or fair market value at dates of acquisition.
Coal properties, which were appraised in 1987 by an independent engineering firm at $129
million, are carried at fair market value at date of acquisition, less accumulated depletion. Investments in limited partnerships, which are carried at cost, were made under agreements to
participate in limited marketability investments. Due to their nature, the market value of
these investments is not readily determinable.
Grants:
Grants are recorded in full when approved by the Trustees.
Property and officefurnishings:
Buildings are depreciated over their useful lives, generally twenty-five years. Cost of
office furnishings and equipment is consistently charged to expense when incurred because
the Foundation does not deem such amounts to be sufficiently material to warrant capitalization and depreciation.
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NOTE 2-INVESTMENT SECURITIES:
Investment securities held at December 31, 1988 and 1987 are summarized as follows:

December31, 1988
Book
Approximate
Value
Market Value

December31 1987
Book
Approximate
Value
Adarket Value-

Bonds and notes:
United States and
its agencies
$ 201,233,642 $ 197,974,000 $ 288,907,548 $ 295,238,000
Commercial paper
95,970,074
95,970,000
135,020,345
135,020,000
Other money market instruments
68,605,553
68,606,000
1,548,251
1,548,000
Mortgage-backed
44,052,612
42,803,000
18,530,758
17,837,000
Corporate and
other
152,521,491
148,543,000
96,568,564
89,015,000
562,383,372
553,896,000
540,575,466
538,658,000
Equities
747,369,199
856,209,000
499,325,938
784,056,000
Total
$1,309,752,571 $1,410,105,000 $1,039,901,404 $1,322,714,000
NOTE 3-FEDERAL EXCISE TAXES:
Under federal tax law, the Foundation is subject to a 2% excise tax on net investment
income, including realized gains, as defined in the law. Accordingly, federal excise taxes in
the amounts of $6,477,560 and $3,557,397 were charged in 1988 and 1987, respectively.
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