gantown, West Virginia; C. S. Butler,
Jr., of Miami, Florida; Paul R. Cannon of
Yorkville, Illinois; J. Gordon Carlson of
Knoxville, Tennessee; Harold D. Caylor
of Bluffton, Indiana; Robert Cockrell of
Berkeley, California; Kenneth S. Cole of
Woods Hole, Massachusetts; Robert I.
Cowen of Verona, New Jersey; Homer
Vince Craig of Del Rio, Texas; Roderick
Craig of Berkeley, California; F. F.
Dicke of Ames, Iowa; Tobias H. Dunkel-
berger of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania; W.
F. Dunning of Miami, Florida; Alexan-
der C. Finlay of Old Lyme, Connecticut;
John D. Guthrie of New Orleans, Louisi-
ana; Harry F. Harlow of Madison, Wis-
consin; Paul N. Harris of Indianapolis,
Indiana; S. Edson Haven of Chagrin
Falls, Ohio; William M. Hiesey of Cam-
ino, California; W. R. Hinshaw of Fred-
erick, Maryland; James G. Horsfall of
New Haven, Connecticut; Mabel S. In-
galls of New York, New York; Otto F.
Kampmeier of Redlands, California;
Charles E. Kellogg of Hyattsville, Mary-
land; John Austin Kerr of Washington,
D.C.; Cecil H. Kindle of Nyack, New
York; Wendell R. Koch of Dayton,
Ohio; Paul J. Kramer of Durham, North
Carolina; Edward Kurt of Royal Oak,
Michigan; F. W. Light, Jr., of Jones-
town, Pennsylvania; Rensis Likert of
Kailua, Hawaii; Edward W. Lowrance
of Columbia, Missouri; Louis J. Man-
niello of Syracuse, New York; M. G.
Mellon of West Lafayette, Indiana; Har-
old Morris of Washington, D.C.; O. R.
McCoy -of Columbia, Maryland; E. S.
McDonough of Milwaukee, Wisconsin;
Ronald B. McKinnis of Winter Haven,
Florida; Carroll V. Newsom of Danbury,
Connecticut; Thomas Park of Chicago,
Illinois; William M. Preston of Lincoln,
Massachusetts; Carl W. Rehfuss of El
Cerrito, California; Maurice Scheier of
St. Bonaventure, New York; Beatrice C.
Seegal of New York, New York; Eu-
stace Seligman of New York, New York;
Nathan W. Shock of Baltimore, Mary-
land; James Sinden of Worthington,
Pennsylvania; Paul W. Smith of Oklaho-
ma City, Oklahoma; A. K. Snelgrove of
Largo, Florida; Bruce J. Thornton of
Fort Collins, Colorado; Frederic L.
Troyer of Toronto, Canada; Anita Tuller
of Jamaica, New York; George L. Weil
of Washington, D.C.; and Helen L. Wik-
off of Columbus, Ohio.

AAAS and ISETAP

The AAAS Intergovernmental Re-
search and Development Project has
been under way since mid-1978. Coordi-
nated by the Office of Public Sector Pro-
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grams, the work has been in support of
the National Science Foundation (NSF)
and the Office of Science and Tech-
nology Policy in the Executive Office of
the President.

The Intergovernmental Science, Engi-
neering, and Technology Advisory Panel
(ISETAP) was established by the Na-
tional Science and Technology Policy
Act of 1976. Its creation was intended to
provide a policy focus for applying
R & D to the solution of problems at the
state and local levels and to expand the
involvement of state and local govern-
ments in federal research and develop-
ment activities.

Early in 1978, ISETAP began a pro-
gram identification and consolidation
process to identify and set priorities on
state and local government problems
which might be resolved or aided by sci-
ence and technology. Following the con-
solidation of the problems into functional
areas, the AAAS conducted for ISETAP
and NSF a series of nine workshops to
determine the science and technology
components and implications of certain
high priority state and local issues.

The task of the workshops was to pre-
pare reports that analyzed the stated
problem areas and their relationship to
science and technology, characterized
the state of research, noted the areas
where available research seemed to be
adequate but dissemination or transfer
mechanisms were inadequate or absent,
and identified areas for further research.
These efforts were based on the idea that
the incorporation of state and local per-
spectives in federal R & D planning and
the exposure of their problems to the sci-
entific and engineering communities
would enhance the likelihood of useful
R & D results being produced.

At the conclusion of the workshop se-
ries, ISETAP and NSF requested that
the AAAS prepare analyses of the re-
sults and impact of three selected work-
shops and to perform a separate study on
the use of science and technology by
state and local governments. Preliminary
results of the studies, conducted during
the spring and summer of 1980, pointed
to the need for wider discussion and re-
view of a number of activities related to
the utilization of science and technology
by state and local governments.

At the same time that the AAAS was
conducting its three workshop evalua-
tions, the NSF and ISETAP were con-
ducting assessments of their own. The
purpose of these efforts has been to de-
termine how effective principal programs
have been and what improvements or
changes might be made.

Also during the past 18 months, ISE-

TAP has assessed the present state of
federal intergovernmental science and
technology activities and recommended
improvements. '

In summary, the work of ISETAP,
NSF, and AAAS was to identify prob-
lems, establish priorities, translate prior-
ity problems into R & D needs, transmit
R & D recommendations to federal
agencies, and, finally, to evaluate the re-
sults. A preliminary review of the accu-
mulated experiences of the 1970’s was
held by the AAAS at an Intergovern-
mental Science and Technology Con-
ference in Fredericksburg, Virginia, 19~
21 November 1980.

This conference brought together
more than 100 scientists, engineers, and
policy-level officials from federal, state,
and local governments, universities, and
the private sector. Their tasks were to
review and analyze the experience and
lessons learned in the 1970’s on influenc-
ing federal R & D planning and perform-
ance, and on the utilization of science
and technology by state and local gov-
ernments. From the conference discus-
sions, it was intended that goals and
strategies for the 1980°s be identified. A
final report of that conference and the
AAAS Intergovernmental R & D Project
will be available in the spring of 1981.

The basic premise for AAAS involve-
ment in the intergovernmental research
and development activities is the belief
that significant benefits will result to so-
ciety as a whole, and the scientific and
engineering communities in particular,
from strengthening ties between the
mainstream scientific and engineering
communities and those concerned in var-
ious ways with intergovernmental pro-
grams and activities. Included as an im-
portant part are the federal, state, and lo-
cal officials who must solve the many so-
cial problems besetting their govern-
ments.

There is also the long-term potential
for developing capabilities within the sci-
entific and engineering societies for more
direct application of these capabilities to
state and local problems. The AAAS role
has been that of a convener and coor-
dinator, bringing to bear the fundamental
capabilities and expertise which lie in the
various scientific and engineering dis-
ciplines and their related institutions.

For more information about the ac-
tivities and publications described in
‘“AAAS News,’”’ write to the appro-
priate office, AAAS, 1776 Massachu-
setts Avenue, NW, Washington, D.C.
20036, unless otherwise indicated.
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