
1 appears ready to drop a con&- I the labs and later donated it to I lished its National ~nergy strat- 
versial proposal to charge all re- 
searchers "user f d  for access 
to special Facilities at the national 
laboratories. A draft DOE re- 
port obtained by Science con- 
cludes that such kes would raise 
little money and might "destroy 
the many advantages resulting 
h m  the collaboration between 
industry, academia, and govern- 
ment researchers." 

The report, which is expected 
to be sent to Congress shordy, 
notes that companies might be 
discouraged fkom making some 
investments in hdlities such as 
Brookhaven's National Synchro- 
tron Light Source ifthey have to 
pay fbr fundamental research at 
the labs. (They already have to 
pay their way for pr@etary 
work.) The rcport points out, 
for example, that companies 
have bought experimental hard- 

I 

DOE for public use. 
DOE undertook this study at 

the request of Congress, which 
last year asked the department 
to find ways to "reasonably in- 
crease revenues." The congres- 
sional request s&ed first in 
the Omnibus Budget Reconcili- 
ation Act of 1990, and DOE 
seemed ready to sign on to the 

egy in February (Science, 1 
March, p. 1016). 

It was the disappointing bot- 
tom line, as much as any- 
thing else, that seems to have 
prompted DOE to change its 
mind. As it says in its report, 
"There is litde potential to in- 
crease net revenues to the fed- 

I Los A1 High technology at a low rate. I 
ahs Chanaes in Lab Manaaement I 

I . The University of Caiihmia is 
getting a bit edgy about its con- 
tracts fbr managing the Law- 
rence Berkeley, Lawrence Liver- 
more, and Los Alamos National 
Laboratories. UC Nns all three 
fbr DOE at a cost of roughly 
$2.3 billion a year. The contracts 
won't expire until September 
1992, but negotiations should 
start soon, and there could be 
problems. 

The main one is that UC could 
have some competitors for the 
first time. DOE'S chief, Admiral 
James Watkins, is cons ide~g 
putring the contracts up for bids 

1 rather than just extending them 
as in the pit. He expeas to get 
advice on this option soon h m  
fl ichd Claytor, the head of 

DOE'S weapons programs, and 
Stephen Wakefield, DOE'S gen- 
eral counsel. 

Then there are growing ten- 
sions between the university and 
DOE. In particular, the new 
crew brought in by Admiral 
Watkins is regarded at the labs as 
brash and tough, and not neces- 
sarily fond of the traditional way 
of doing things. Witness the ti- 
ger teams' search for violations 
of regulatory code (Science, 19 
April, p. 366). Even more gall- 
ing from the university's point 
of view is DOE'S recent heavy- 
handed management of public 
relations. During the Persian 
Gulf war, DOE ordered dl its 
labs and contractors to avoid 
discussing with the media "war- 

related research and issues"- 
including environmental re- 
search on Ruwait's oil fires. The 
order has since been amended 
but not lifted. Now a new 
memo, dated 28 March, has 
gone out to lab afficials. It points 
out that DOE policy prohibits 
lab personnel fkom speaking 
with national media unless they 
first obtain permission h m  the 
department. But this power to 
limit scientific communication is 
prefisely the kind of thing the 
university has resisted over the 
years, and in the past it has been 
s@cally omitted h m  DOE- 
UC contracts. DOE'S new em- 
phasis on security could make 
hture Contract negotiations-if 
they occur--more dif3icdt. 

I m e r  st&ng 2 years, h e  
Bush Administration has qui- 
etly requested $3 million in the 
1992 budget for the National 
Institutes of Health to begin 
work on a survey of the sexual 
behavior of Americans. But 
don't expect pollsters to start 
asking their questions anytime 
soon. Neither Congress nor the 
Administration is enthusiastic 
about the idea, and the plan 
is likely to get 
caught in a politi- 
cal Cstch-22. 

Epidemiolo- 
gists have been 
saying for years 
that a large, up- 
to-date behavim 
survey is crucial 
fbr designing in- 
tervention strategies to cope 
with the AIDS epidemic, and 
earlier this year the Institute of 
Medicine urged that such a sur- 
vey be undertaken. 

The National Institute of 
' 

Child Health and Human De- 
velopment first solicited propos- 
als for such a study in 1987, but 
its plans quickly drew conserva- 
tive fire. For example, Represen- 
tative William E. Dannemeyer 
(R-CA) said the survey would 
be more appropriate in the pages I 
of a pornographic magazine than 
in a f e d e m  sponsored d 
prow.  The Administraton was I 
not enamored of the idea either, 
so it promptly adopted the bu- 
reaucratic tactic of promising to 
give the survey a thorough re- 
view before going any further. 
Two years later, the Department 
of Health and Human !kvices 
saps that review isn't finished. 

By requesting funds to begin 
th$: survey, the Administration 
can argue that it is heeding the 1 
urgings of the medical estab- 
lishment in the fight against 
AIDS. But on the other hand, it 
knom that the House Appro- 
priations Committee is unlikely 
to approve funds for a proposal 
that's still under review. In this 
way, both branches of govern- 
ment can keep stalling fbr a 
long time. 
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