with research management experience like
Edward Frieman, director of the Scripps In-
stitution of Oceanography. In his letter,
Frieman urges NSF to “seize the opportunity to
play a key and fundamental role in helping to
forge the nation’s new overall R&D posture,”
arguing that it is the agency best suited to take
on the task. He makes several suggestions for
orchestrating the “new order,” predicting “an
enormous amount of community support.”

Assembling all those divergent opinions
into a consensus statement will be a tough
job—all the more so because the NSFs special
commission has just the next 2 weeks for the
task. Indeed, even members of the NSB, such
as Charles Hosler, senior vice president for
research at Pennsylvania State University, have
grumbled openly that the strategy is being
cobbled together with undue haste.

For NSF traditionalists, it will only get
worse next year. The House Science Com-
mittee is planning a 12-hearing review of the
NSF's programs and objectives, and the Sen-
ate, too, will be taking a close look because
the NSF’s 5-year reauthorization comes due
in 1993. And this scrutiny of federal science
is likely to be more intense in coming years
because R&D will be supported by a weak
economy, predicts Edward David Jr., retired
chief of research for Exxon and former White
House science adviser. He believes the cold
war’s end will bring a period of deflation,
with a depressing 25% to 30% drop in fund-
ing for R&D. “It’s been 50 years since we've
operated a peacetime economy and we have
no idea how to do it—no idea,” David says. In
the private sector, big companies like Chrysler
have already closed central labs, and others
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will follow suit, he expects. David doesn’t
expect NSF-supported research at universi-
ties to be immune. “Downsizing,” David
warns, may be the theme of the decade. “I'm
not advocating any of these terrible things,”
he says. “It’s just the way things are going.”
And Massey says he has done his best to
elicit reaction from the community. Though
he concedes that he was “a little surprised” by
the number of critical comments and by the
overwhelming concern “that we might do
something to damage the foundation,” he
notes that, “I was deliberately provocative”
in presenting the issues to the public and the
science board last summer. “I wanted to make
sure the issues were addressed sharply,” Massey
says, “and I must say | have been very success- -
ful in that.”
—Eliot Marshall





