NEWS & NOTES

® AEC DECLASSIFICATION DRIVE
MOVES ON: The Atomic Energy Com-
mission has undertaken a major effort
to declassify its nationwide files. Al-
though the AEC has been declassifying
“areas of information” since the early
1950’s, this is not to be confused with
declassification of the actual files and
records, which is the purpose of the
current drive. Of the more than 2.1
million documents that have been re-
viewed (from AEC and contractor files
in Tennessee, Washington, New Mex-
ico, and Illinois), 53 percent were de-
classified. Review of the records at
AEC headquarters is soon to be com-
pleted. Files in Nevada, California,
South Carolina, New York, and Ohio
are still to be examined.

® NEW ASSISTANT DIRECTOR AT
NSF: The long-vacant post of assistant
director for education at the National
Science Foundation has been filled by
Lowell J. Paige, who was nominated by
President Nixon in August and con-
firmed by the Senate on 11 October.
The assistant directorship had been va-
cant for more than 2 years after the
resignation of Lloyd G. Humphreys
(Science, 17 September 1971) in pro-
test of NSF science education budget
cuts. Paige was formerly dean of phys-
ical sciences and professor of mathe-
matics at the University of California
at Los Angeles.

e CEQ CHIDES AGENCIES: A
memorandum put out by the Council
on Environmental Quality states that,
under the National Environmental
Policy Act, responsibility for the pub-
lic availability of environmental impact
statements rests on the originating fed-
eral agencies. Some agencies have tried
to make the National Technical Infor-
mation Service (NTIS) the primary
distributor of impact statements to the
public. The CEQ memo states further
that “Initial printings of the statement
should be sufficient to meet the antici-
pated demand not only of agencies,
organizations, and individuals who
must receive copies as required by
CEQ guidelines, but also for a reason-
able number of additional requests.
NTIS should be considered a secondary
source. . . .” The agencies are also
urged to make every effort to make the
statements available to the public with-
out charge. Some statements run to
several thick volumes.—S.B.M.
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often dictated by ‘“legislative formulas
or administrative restrictions” rather
than student choice. Furthermore, fund-
ing mechanisms have, in effect, made
the federal government “direct operator
or general financial patron of institu-
tions,” influencing growth and decision-
making which should properly be in
the school’s own or the state’s domain.
Examples are an institution’s account-
ing and financial practices, faculty ac-
creditation, publishing of research, and
the method in which it handles student
disorders.

A key assertion of the report is that
grants, in most cases, should go to stu-
dents rather than institutions. If gradu-
ate fellowships and training money to
institutions were replaced by “portable
fellowships” to students, the task force
believes, schools would be freer to fol-
low their own bent. Also suggested is a
“G.I. Bill for Community Service” de-
signed to “legitimate breaking the edu-
cational lockstep” for postsecondary
students, who could accrue educational
benefits during a period of work in
some national or regional service pro-
gram. The task force says more stu-
dents in work-study and internship pro-
grams should receive support, and that
federal restrictions on student aid, such
as age and time limits, should be lifted.

A major thrust of the report is the
need to loosen up the system so it can
become more responsive to the de-
mands of the student market. “We be-
lieve,” says the task force, “that the
federal government will have an in-
creasingly important role to play as an
agency of anti-trust in education.” By
this is meant, in the words of task force
member Russell Edgerton, the govern-
ment should use the tools already avail-
able to counter the danger that higher
education is turning into a “big service
bureaucracy.” Not only is innovation
being strangled by the bureaucratic
paraphernalia of grantsmanship, but the
proliferation of professional guilds and
accrediting agencies is unnecessarily
tightening access routes to many profes-
sions. The report says the government
should encourage states to investigate
licensing and accrediting mechanisms
with an eye to removing educational
requirements that are irrelevant to
needed proficiencies. In keeping with
this attitude the task force believes de-
grees should be awarded on the basis
of competence rather than educational
credits.

As Newman points out, the federal
government is already into higher edu-
cation “up to its ears.” What it needs

to do, says the report, is stop reinforc-
ing current rigidities and instead use its
financial leverage to encourage diversi-
fication and competition among institu-
tions, both public and private. One
suggestion is that grants be used to
lower the tuition differential between
public and private schools. The task
force proposes that federal matching
grants be given to states for student aid
programs and experimental educational
and administrative approaches. Thus,
states would be encouraged to “develop
strategies for accountability which rely
more on competitive forces and incen-
tives,” than on direct management. The
idea is that schools will then thrive ac-
cording to how well they meet the needs
of their students rather than how they
stack up in relation to administrative
criteria.

Too often . . . federal attention has
been devoted primarily to organizational
tidyness and bureaucratic convenience. . . .
With every passing year, our postsecondary
education system becomes further en-
tangled in laws for licensing, educational
requirements for credentials, and more
specialized procedures. Each year the role
of private, municipal, and community-
controlled higher education diminishes.
Each year, the autonomy of the campus
erodes as influence or control over some
further aspect of the educational process
moves toward a multi-campus system
headquarters, a governing board, a licens-
ing agency, a faculty union, a state or
federal court, or a legislature.

The report sees possible unpleasant-
ness on the horizon for minority
groups—‘new resistance for minority
progress in graduate school admissions”
is appearing as a result of increased pres-
sure for admission from white males
and “newly liberated women.” This
could be particularly unfortunate be-
cause “the relationship between higher
education and mobility for minorities
seems more direct than for white stu-
dents.” The report suggests that more
graduate-level fellowships be made avail-
able for minority students, and, to nur-
ture educational diversity, that more
federal aid be targeted to black and
ethnic colleges, whose important roles
have diminished as more talented facul-
ty and students have been drawn to pre-
dominantly white institutions.

The report also notes that the present
glut of college graduates will continue
through the decade, so many will be
“underemployed” in clerical or service
professions. Whether this phenomenon
will enhance the quality of service or
create a stockpile of raw material for
the revolution the report does not
say.—CONSTANCE HOLDEN
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