
made Cicolella a cause celebre on both sides 
of the Atlantic. Some researchers are claim- 
ing-though without any specific evi- 
dence-that INRS is attempting to muzzle 
him because he has been trying to draw at- 
tention to the occupational hazards of gly- 
col ethers. (For the past 4 years, Cicolella 
has run a Europe-wide research program 
on the effects of the compounds, widely used 
in semiconductor mhnufacturine. solvents. 
paints, and other applications.) L d  the flap 
has focused attention on potential conflicts 
of interest in the way INRS-roughly 
France's equivalent of NIOSH-is financed. 

Ostensibly, at least, Cicolella's problems 
with the INRS administration began with a 
disagreement with Michel Lanotte of the - 
Institute of Hematology at the Saint-Louis 
Hos~ital  in Paris. Lanotte and Cicolella had 
collaborated on a paper published in the 
iournal Leukemia in A~ril1992. demonstrat- 
ing that certain glycol'ethers and their acidic 
derivatives were toxic to cultures of develop- 
ing blood cells. 

Later, however, Lanotte discovered that 
one of the glycol ethers used in the experi- 
ments had been contaminated, possibly in- 
fluencing the vublished results. But he and - L 

Cicolella were not able to agree about the 
source of the contamination. or about the 
details of a correction that ~ g n o t t e  wanted 
to submit to Leukemia. Finallv. Lanotte , , 
complained to the scientific director of 
INRS's research center just outside Nancy, 
where Cicolella works. But when Cicolella 
was called to a meeting at INRS headquar- 
ters in Paris to explain the situation, he re- 
fused to attend. He later told Science he 
wanted the matter heard by a committee of 
scientific experts. The INRS administra- 
tion. considering this refusal to be insubor- - 
dination, brought disciplinary charges 
against him, which could potentially result 
in his being fired after 22 years at INRS. 
However. an internal advisow committee 
convened to hear the charges concluded on 
9 May that there were insufficient grounds 
to dismiss Cicolella. 

INRS officials insist that the proceedings 
against Cicolella are strictly an internal af- 
fair. "It has absolutely nothing to do with the 
symposium or with scientific matters," says 
INRS director-general Dominique Moyen. 
"It is purely a disciplinary question." A large 
number of Cicolella's colleagues at INRS 
have signed a petition supporting him, how- 
ever, and some French occupational-health 
experts, while praising Cicolella's scientific 
work, are claiming that the affair highlights 
obstacles facing occupational-health re- 
search in France. 

"Cicolella is very interested in occupa- 
tional cancer," says Bernard Cassou, profes- 
sor of public health at the Ren6 Descartes 
University in Paris, "and in France that is 
very difficult to talk about. He has dynamized 

this field and develoved an international col- 
laboration, but this work does not please the 
employers." For example, says Cassou, only 
about 150 workers are compensated for occu- 
pational cancer each year, "but experts esti- 
mate the prevalence to be actually about 
6000 to 7000 people per year. Yet if you point 
this out, you start to frighten people." 

Cassou's view is shared by Marcel Gold- 
bere. director of INSERM's unit for social ". 
and economic epidemiology in Paris. "I 
think the real problem is with the structure 
of the INRS," he says. INRS is funded by 
France's national health insurance scheme, 
into which both employers and employees 
contribute. And that, say Goldberg and a 
number of other French experts, can lead to 
conflicts of interest. "There should be an in- 
ternal mode of function that guarantees in- 
dependence for the [INRS] researchers, but 
it appears that this does not exist," Goldberg 
says. Moreover, he strongly supports Cicol- 
ella's demand that the dispute with Lanotte 

be resolved bv a scientific committee. 
~ o ~ e n r e j i c t s  charges that he has a hidden 

motive for his actions. "I'm not interested in 
being pressured, either by the employers or 
the unions," he says, insisting that the Ci- 
colella case is "just a stupid, banal, sad affair, 
about someone who cannot follow the rules." 

Meanwhile, some of Cicolella's fellow 
scientists in the United States-including 
Gray and University of California epidemi- 
ologist Shanna Swan-are are still trying to 
figure out what happened back inNancy. But 
that hasn't stopped them from taking sides: 
They are refusing to allow their presenta- 
tions at the meeting to be published in the 
symposium proceedings unless Moyen rein- 
states Cicolella. Moyen told Science that he 
would take the advisory committee's recom- 
mendation into account, but said "it is my 
decision to make." 

-Michael Balter 

Michael Balter is a science writer in Paris. 
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House Trims NSF Funding Plan 
T h e  buzzards have begun circling over the way should it be viewed as an attack onNSF." 
Administration's request to boost the $3-bil- The reauthorization must next clear the 
lion budget of the National Science Founda- Senate, and it may be several months before 
tion (NSF) by 6% in 1995. Their arrival, in a final version is approved by Congress. In 
the form of cost-conscious legislators, is a bad the meantime, the appropriations subcom- 
sign for any federal research agency hoping mittee that funds NSF and numerous other 
for a budget increase that out- 
paces inflation. 

Federal budgets proceed 
along two at times parallel 
tracks: Authorization bills set 
broad policy and budget guide- 
lines, while appropriations 
bills dish out cold hard cash. 
Last week, the House of Repre- 
sentatives moved ahead oithe 
first track, approving a bill to 
reauthorize NSF programs that 
would cut in half the Admin- 
istration's request for a $180- 

agencies may begin this week 
to draft a bill setting actual 
1995 spending levels. That bill 
must also be approved by both 
the House and Senate, and any 
differences reconciled before 
Congress adjourns in October. 
Still, NSF officials view the re- 
authorization vote as a warning 
sign of the anti-spending mood 
in Congress this year. "I may be 
new around here, but I'm told 
that it's rare for an appropria- 
tions committee to give an - 

million increase inNSF's $2.2- cost conscious. R ~ ~ ~ ~ -  agency more than its autho- 
billion research account. The sentative Boehlert supports rized level," says NSF Director 
227 to 197 vote came on an NSF, but not at any price. Neal Lane, who took up his 
amendment from Representa- post last fall. 
tive Shenvood Boehlert (R-NY), who 6 Boehlert's amendment caught the higher 
weeks earlier had failed to persuade the education community by surprise, largely 
House Science, Space, and Technology because university lobbyists have been focus- 
Committee to make a similar cut. Boehlert ing on defeating the Administration's pro- 
took his case to the House floor and con- posed 1-year freeze on overhead payments to 
vinced his colleagues that NSF's request for universities for the cost of supporting feder- 
an 8.3% increase for research was out of line ally funded research. The freeze, which was 
with a no-growth 1995 federal budget and included in the House bill, would cost NSF- 
efforts to reduce the deficit. funded universities an estimated $35 million 

"We offered something that wouldn't next year. University lobbyists haven't given 
alienate NSF supporters but would allow up, however. They will argue their case on 23 
members to express their desire to reduce the May at a closed-door meeting with White 
deficit," said David Goldston, a Boehlert House officials. 
aide on the science subcommittee. "In no -Jeffrey Mervis 
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