
t on domestic programs. 
ials and many physicists oppose for fusion-energy sciences. 
It would be a bad thing for the Elsewhere, the National Science Founda- 

point there is no indication that they share Environmental Protection Age 
, the science panel's concerns. shop would receive an increase 

be as excited about the initiative as we are." 
Despite these reservations, the commit- 

tee is fairly generous to overall agency bud- 

Fcience May Gain in Station Melee 
worried that a long hiatus would leave them 
ill prepared m conduct space-station experi- 
ments (Science, 14 March, p. 1558). Extra 
flights will at least "conserve the vidity of 
U.S. researchn while preparing scientists for 
the station era, says Claude Canizares, an 
astrophysicist who chairs the National Re- 
search Council's S ~ a c e  studies Board. 

Winning over Congrw may not be so 
easy, however. NASA officials told the 
House Science Committee last week that 
they are delaying the initial launch because 
the Russian government has failed to fund 
construction of the station's service module. 
Lawmakers are furious-at the Russian gov- 
ernment for breaking its repeated fundiig 
pledges, at NASA for wanting more money 
to compensate for Russian-caused delays, 
and at the White House for letting the prob- 
lem fester. Winning continued support for 
the station later this spring will be difficult, 
supporters and opponents agree, if NASA 
can mlonger promise robust Russian partici- 
pation, a fixed schedule, and level costs. 

The current situation is a far cry 

Representative Dana Ruhrab 
denounced Russian officials as 
and "dundethabn He said, 
for their mistakes, not the peop 

commitment, space flight chief Wi 
Trafron told lawmakers. 




