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A Slippery Slor -! for Science 
Despite its upbeat rhetoric about 1997, White House budget projections through 2000 paint a grim 

picture for science and technology 

, Every- 
. . tion aies 1997. "It is merely a mechanical distribution ample, the Administration's figures show a - to put the best spin on its of cuts," says Deputy Energy Secretary decrease in spending, from $17.9 billion in 

CP budget request so that the Charles Curtis about the declining n u m b  1997 to $14.6 billion in 2000, in a broad bud- 
good news appears to outweigh for his department's research activities. And get category called general science, space, and 

the bad. This yem the Clinton White House Gibbons himself downplays the White technology. That account includes most of 
is trying to do that in its discussion of R&D House's own projections. Those [outyear] the funding fbr the NSF, the National Aero- 
spending by focusing on its upbeat proposals numbers are not set in concrete," he said nautics andspace Administration (NASA), 
for next year, rather than on the fiscal crisis when the budget was unveiled. and civilian research within the Department 
projected for many areas of science by the of Energy (DOE). By comparison, the Re- 
close of the decade. Storm warnings publican budget resolution approved by the 

Last week, the White House submitxed a Ironically, that's not the m e  Gibbons and House last Ma). h a s h p  drop in 
1997 r e q w  that would add $1 billion to other Administration officials were singing 1S7, to $16.3 Miion, f d I o d  by mure 
overall spending on civilian R W ,  including &r Republicans passed a budget resolution modest cuts that would leave the account at 
increases of about 4% for theNational h t i -  last spring that projected a 33% cut in re- $14.9 billion by 22000. (Nmc d these nurn- 
tutes of Health (NJH);tnd the National Sci- search over the next 7 years. Vice President bers takes into account inflation, which is 
ence Fwdatjon (MSF) (+, 22 March, projected to erode spendmg power by 
p. 1658). These numbers, said h i d m  15 A  at ~ubrre? about 3% a year.) 
Clinton's science adviser, Jd Gibbons, Within thii catkgozy, programs f u  
prove that "the president steadbtly oppow 2 cused strictly on science and b i c  re- 
cuts in science and techn01ogy." But buried 8 . g search would decrease frotn $45 billion in 
in the fine print of the documents are projec- a 1997 to $4 billion i n p ,  according to 
tions that spell out simblecedwtions for many 1 6 the Cliiton budget ifrojeciorts. Even 
science and technology pmgmms as the gov- more dramatic cuts are mvbioned for .. 
emment inches toward a balanced b&et 3 space flight and supporting ~~tidt ies  in- ! 

N d y ,  pmjtxtions of spending in the duded in this account. T h t  tmq wouklg 
so-called "out pears" have little meaning. But 96 97 98 9s m-m~&RID piunmw from $13.4 biuidRl nab year to 
budget analyst8 s;nr that these figures indicate $10.5 b h  in 2000. 
the &vesiGaf& budget sque&e facing sci- 
ence as a d t  of an agreement between the 
White House and the c o m a 1  leader- 
ship to balance the budget by 2002. Part of 
that agreement involves a cut of nearly $300 
billion over the next 6 yem in previously 
planned domestic disctetimary spending- 
an assortment of programs ithag contains the 
entire $34 billion federal civilian R&D en- 
terprise. (This year, domestic c j k r e t i q  
spending is running at abwt $255 bairn)  
'The [science and txdmd~1 ,hdget is go- 
ing down," a c k n o w L ~  one White House 
official. "It is just a matter of how much." 

Given that trouMing message, it is not 
surprising that Administration &ci& are 
dwelling m the rash mas term rather daan 
on the grimmer bwe. H d d  Varmus, di- 
rector of NIH, praises the "generous" m- 
crease requested in 1997 for his agency whik 
professing little concern for the flat NIH 
budget projected for Ehe rest of the decade. 
T h e  outyear numbers have changed every 6 
months since I've been bere," Varmus notes. 
"The one thing I've learned i s  &at you worry 
about the budget] year ymke in, not the 
next year." Those at age!ncks&m budgets 
are projected to shrink are even mare dis- 
missive of the White House numberg beyond 

get urn aft& 2090. (Bo 
putewtrlle ~ e c o ~ ~ ~ z h a t  
shape trade in civilian spending. 

d Ciare; fm example, jw last month lam- 
baSredthoseproposedcur~'andpt.omi that 
the Abinistmtion would provide "generous 
amounts" in funding compared with the Re- 
publican-plan. Gildiws rstnforced that m e  
sage Iasr week-saying ;Cjlitg~ "doesn't be- 
lieve cutting science is a good way to head 
into the 21st century." 

But the-on's own budget doat- 
rnents dww that the White House projem 
substantial cuts in the late 1990s to a host of 
science and technology programs. For ex- 

As a result, NASA, which conducts 
both science and space-flight efforts, 
would be particularly hard hit, with a bud- 
getplungingfsom $13.8 billionin 1997 tot; 
$11.6 billion in 2000. ~dministrator 8 
Daniel Goldin, who has accepted major 
bu$et reductions impmd by the white a 
House and Congress durhg recent years, " 
told reporters last week that he 

to 1 ignore the mtyw i$pm for now and fo- 
cus on his agency's 1997 budget. 

NASA supporters such as Representa- 
tives George &own (D-CA) and Jerry 
Lewis (R-CA) are dung the projected 
outyear cuts more ser idy,  however. 
Lewis, who chairs the Hause Appropria- 
tions panel which fun86 the agency, told 

Scimce thaf thenumbers "are m&sticn given 
the overall budget gun&, and' he vowed to 
oppose such massive reductions. A similar 
mesage corncornea h White Hou~e budget 
analyst Steve Isalrowitz, who warned a Na- 
tional Research Council panel recently that 
"thisisastam that isnotgoingtopass." 

DOE'S science and txdmok programs 
also face a steel, drop if the budget projections 
come to pass. They w& decline from $2.5 
billion in 1997 co $19 &ion in 2000, and 
general science ~rograms wouid fall from $1 
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Spring Rush on Capitol Hill 
W i t h  the ink barely dry on President Bill Clinton's 1997 -1 C this year's $6.9 billion to $7.3 billion. The additions 
budget request, Congress is moving at a pace that leaves funding, say staffers, would come from applied program 
little room for all but the most essential legislation. The like the Commerce Department's Advanced Technolog 
speed is due to a truncated budget season that began 6 Program (ATP), which many Republicans oppose. 
weeks late-a casualty of the prolonged fight over spending y In contrast, Clinton's budget continues the Administra 
for the current fiscal year-and that will end in time for lawmak- tion's fight for programs that it says are essential to help companies 
P+S to go home in October and campaign for re-election. transfer basic research findings into commercial products. That in- 

The rush means that neither side will have much time to stake cludes a $345 million request for A T ,  which would return it to 1995 
out new positions on R&D issues. Republicans again this year will levels, as well as a $434 million environmental technologies initia 
push for increases in basic research at the expense of applied tive and a $288 million Partnership for a New Generation of Ve- 
programs, while the Administration will continue to champion hicles. "There's really been no change in our priorities," says Mary 
government and industry partnerships, say congressional staffers Good, Commerce undersecretary for technology. "With budgets as 
and agency officials. But there will be new twists on old fights. tight as they are, everything that's left is a priority." 

The House Science Committee, for example, last week asked The fast pace on the Hill also means that freshman Republt 
the House budget committee to call for a 5% increase in basic cans are unlikely to make headway in their efforts to shut down 
research in 1997. The budget panel is working feverishly on a the Energy and Commerce departments, or smaller agencies like 
resolution to guide appropriators when they divvy up 1997 federal the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS). Commerce Secretary Ron 
spending later this spring. The big winners under the Science Brown says, "The move to eliminate the department has lost all 
Committee plan would be the National Science Foundation's its momentum. We're here to stay." And USGS Director Gordon 
(NSF's) research account, the Department of Energy's general Eaton told the House interior appropriations subcommittee last 
science program, and space science at the National Aeronautics week that "it's our sense we are off the endangered species list, at 
and Space Administration. Overall, basic research for the civil- least for now." gg + -  g:--*: 
ian. nonmedical promams under its iurisdiction would rise from *"& 4 f -A*, 

spendmg in the Admin 
long-term spending plan, in part 

billion in 1997 to $760 million in 2000. But years may never happen. '3 dl depends an 
Curtis plays down such proposed cuts, saying how~ously~~~taltbof~~lrtgtbE 
they "do not reflect policy judgments." 

One policy judgment reflected in the 
+tt4 =*aa*-*fGo@od 

budget document, to spare NSF, still means a 
slight drop in the agency's budget, from 
$3.33 billion in 1997 to $3.29 billion in 
2000. NSF Director Neal Lane acknowl- 
edges that these an enemies list last ' 

sence of a final bud smem. There &a whiny 
me t aqahg  science, but &at'$ && 

How real? inaec~l~~a." 
It is hard to get a cl Got&gmnmd st&?%% 
overall science and warn, h~evet ,  bt&& 




