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THE ADVANCEMENT OF SCIENCE Risk: A AJ'e IvklIdmls 
Science serves its readers as a forum for the presenta- 

tion and discussion of important issues related to the ad- Society is becoming increasingly well informed and anxiety-prone about 
vancement of science, including the presentation of mi- technology-associated risks, which leads to desire for their elimination. The 
nority or conflicting points of view, rather than by pub- logical and traditional approach is first to estimate the risk, a scientific task. 
lishing only material on which a consensus has been 
reached. Accordingly, all articles published in Science- Then comes the issue of risk acceptance, a most difficult step-moving from 
including editorials, news and comment, and book re- the world of facts to the world of values. Ideally, judgments involving risk 
views-are signed and reflect the individual views of the 
authors and not official points of view adopted by the acceptance should be made on society's behalf by a constitutionally appro- 
AAAS or the institutions with which the authors are af- priate body. But no such public decision-making process exists. We make 
fihiated. 
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