
California Bans Affirmative Action 

nalleqing 209, but state universi- 
esmust prepare to comply imrnedi- 
rely. That means "significant de- 
in=" in the number of minority 
:udents at the most competitive 

tan Prussin, director of the minority-targeted Professional Develop- million to $5 million in such fellowships, says Lifka. Fe 
lent Program at UC Berkeley. "It has been a very hard fight" to fellowships that mandate minority preference will be exempt 
m crease ethnic diversity in science programs, he says, "and I have 209, but may be up for change themselves. Recent court deci 
reat fear of what they are going to lmk like in the next year." have restricted affirmative action, and last year the Nattona 

The chilly climate for affirmative action began in California Science Foundation compiled a list of 24 programs-with a tota 
ven before the elections, when the UC regents last year ordered annual budget of roughly $100 million-that target by race or 
l e  removal ofrace and gender from admissions and hiring criteria gender and so may be at risk. But officials note that a 1980 law 
Science, 9 February, p. 752). The rules on undergraduate admis- orders NSF to try to boost diversity in the scientific work force, 
.ons were to be postponed until 1998-but Proposition 209 which may protect those programs from legal challenge. 
xces them to take effect immediately, erasing any hope for a For now, no one can fully predict whether the rest of the 
:versalofthe regents'decision. The greatest impact will be at top country will follow California's lead. But science educators 
JC campuses that accept only a small fraction of applicants and nationwide wlll be watching anxiously as Proposition 209 

with the Science Committee. 
Meanwhile, Representative Joe Knollen- 

berg (R-MI), whose R&D track record is thin, 
is in the running to lead the appropriations 
panel that oversees Department of Energy 
(DOE) funding after the retirement of Repre- 
sentative John Myers (R-IN). In the Senate, 
John McCain (R-AZ) likely will take over as 
chair of the Commerce, Science, and Trans- 
portation Committee following the defeat of 
Senator Larry Pressler (RSD) .  McCain has 
opposed some technology funding and has 
been a critic of the Energy and Commerce 
departments. Senator Pete Domenici (R- 
NM), however, remains in a strong position to 
defend DOE and the two DOE labs in his state 
as chair of the Budget Committee and of the 

energy spending panel. Senator Dan Coats 
(R-IN), another relative unknown in science 
circles, h o ~ e s  to chair the Labor and Human . A 

Resources Committee, which oversees NIH, 
after the retirement of Senator Nancy 
Kassebaum (R-KS). 

The first challenge to R&D supporters will 
be to ensure that the House and Senate Budget 
Committees divide up the spending pie with- 
out sacrificing large chunks of science and 
technology spending. And Brown, despite his 
antipathy toward Walker, says that Walker's 
absence from the House budget panel will cre- 
ate a Dower vacuum that could allow Dane1 
members from both parties to wield their fiscal 
axes on science and technology. That, in turn, 
could set the tone for appropriators. 

Ultimatelv. the bi~artisan desire to end , . 
the federal deficit may prove an ovenvhelm- 
ing force. "We shouldn't have any illusions- 
the push for a balanced budget will have an 
effect on R&D," says Erich Bloch, a former 
NSF director and now a distinguished fellow 
at the Council on Competitiveness. And a 
little streamlining might do more good than 
harm, he adds. But R&D advocates are hoping 
that the exam~le  of Sensenbrenner and 
Brown's quiet dinner-for which the future 
chair graciously paid-is a sign that legislators 
will have the appetite to fight together for 
continued support of science. 

-Andrew Lawler 

With  additional reporting by Jeffrey Meruis. 

SCIENCE VOL. 274 15 NOVEMBER 1996 




