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H.R. 4726—THE OPPORTUNITIES IN SCIENCE
AND TECHNOLOSY ACT OF 1992

TUESDAY, JUNE 23, 1992

Housk or REPRESENTATIVES,
CoMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND TECHNOLOGY,
SUBCOMMITTEE ON SCIENCE,
Washington, D.C.

The subcommittee met, pursuant to cal’, at 10:05 a.m., in room
2318, Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. George E. Brown, Jr.
[acting chairman of the subcommittee] presiding.

Mr. BROwN OF CALIFORNIA (presiding). The subcommittee will
come to order.

This morning the Science Subcommittee will obtain testimony on
H.R. 4726, the Opportunities in Science and Technology Act of
1992. This bill addresses the important subject of improving public
understanding of science and technology as well as the problem of
attracting greater student interest in careers in science and engi-
neering.

As the United States enters the twenty-first century, we will
need to work hard to ensure that we have a citizenry knowledgea-
ble in science and technology. H.R. 4726 focuses on some of the key
resources available to address that task—our Nation’s junior and
community colleges and science and technology centers.

These institutions, located in communities all across America,
too often lack the means to keep their educational activities up to
date, especially with the rapid advances occurring in science and
technology. Moreover, in many cases they are victims of their own
success in teaching the public: their facilities have become over-
crowded and outdated related to the growth in public interest and
participation.

I believe that it is an appropriate role for the Federal Govern-
ment to assist these national assets in meeting the challenge of fos-
tering increased knowledge and understanding of science and tech-
nology. I also believe that an effective means of providing this as-
sistonce is to make it the result of a coordinated national effort
that involves the agencies most directly involved in the sponsoring
of civilian science and technology—namely, the National Aeronau-
tics and Space Administration, the National Science Foundation,
and the Department of Energy.

This bill makes such coordination a keystone. In addition, it
makes assistance the result of a nationwide competitive merit
review rather than through earmarking, however well intention, of
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specific projects that have never been assessed on their merits rela-
tive to other possible projects.

I look forward to the testimony of our Federal and public wit-
nesses this morning and welcome you all to these proceedings.

I might say also that this is a very modest start on something
that is far more important than the amount of authorization con-
tained in the bill. On the other hand, I think it merely gives impe-
tus to something that is already going on in most of the igencies
which are involved here, and I want to commend them al. for the
efforts that they have made in trying to stimulate the improve-
ment of science and technology education through these institu-
tions and others.

We constantly confront the problem of how to address more ef-
fectively goals that we know are important to the country. We
rarely succeed in doing as much as we would like and hope we
don’t do any harm in what we are trying to do.

May I ask if there is a statement on the Republican side?

Mr. FaweLL. [ have no statement, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. BRownN oF CALIFORNIA. Do you have a statement?

We never want to miss a good statement.

I think your mike isn’t on.

Mr. GiLcHREST. One of the young people in charge of the micro-
phones didn’t get a good science education. He was asleep during
his electronics class, I think, maybe.

Mr. Chairman, I think this is an excellent subject that you have
brought before us this morning, and I want to commend and con-
gratulate you on this type of hearing.

For someone who has been a schoolteacher and has children at
home, there is some way that you can infuse curiosity in children.
It doesn’t have to be drowned when they get to school. When little
kids fi=st learn to walk, they are a hundred times more curious
than a ir.ewborn kitten, and if we can somehow hold on and make
fhat curiosity flower and grow in the classroom, the sky is the
imit.

Mr. BRowN oF CaLIFoRNIA. Thank you very much.

Now let me recognize the ranking member of the subcommittee,
Mr. Packard.

Mr. Packarp. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

I apologize for being a few moments late. I annually bring a
group of students back from each of my high schools, and I have 40
students here, and we had a full program this morning, that I
needed to make some introductions and then excuse myself, but I
appreciate the chance to be here.

Mr. Chairman, I want to commend you for your efforts on H.R.
4726, the goals of which are to enhance this Nation’s scientific lit-
eracy and to interest today's youth in pursuing the fields of sci-
ence, math, and engineering.

I think all of us can agree on the merits that are proposed in the
bill. There are many, however, with some disagreement, perhaps
on this side of the aisle, as to how we can best accomplish the goals
of the bill, and we will receive testimony today from three Federal
agencies that will be responsible for administering the program. I
will be interested in hearing about the ongoing programs of each of
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these agencies as they promote the growth of science and technolo-

The second panel of witnesses will be able to give us a first-hand
account of what is needed at both the community colleges and the
science and technology centers. And I want to particularly welcome
one of my dear friends from my district who is the president of the
American Association of Community and Junior Colleges, and he is
also the dean of the community college that resides in my district,
Palomar College, Dr. Boggs, and I want to particularly welcome
him here.

My thanks again to you, Mr. Chairman, for calling this hearing.
I anticipate that it will be a very important and very good hearing
and will provide us valuable information and perspective on the
bill, H.R. 4726.

I look forward to all of the witnesses, want to welcome them
here, and appreciate their involvement and input into this very im-
portant subject.

Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. BRownN oF CALIFORNIA. Thank you, Mr. Packard.

Let me first explain this morning that the chairman of the sub-
committee, Mr. Boucher, is temporarily detained at a markup in
another committee. Because of his great expertise and energy, he
serves on more committees than he should. And he sometimes gets
conflicts which will delay him, but he should be here shortly.

Mr. Thornton, who in a previous life was also chairman of this
subcommittee, is going to temporarily take over for me in a few
minutes, and I will recognize him for any opening statement he
has at this point.

Mr. THORNTON. Mr. Chairman, I don’t really have an opening
statement, except to congratulate you for bringing this legislation
to our subcommittee’s attention and to once again refer to the
pleasure that I personally have in having a dear friend on the
opening panel of witnesses, Dr. Luther Williams, who I tried to re-
cruit to Arkansas State University as dean of the College of Arts
and Sciences and then, while president of the University of Arkan-
sas System, tried to recruit Dr. Williams to be the chancellor of our
Pine Bluff campus, unsuccessfully in both instances, to my great
regret. And so I had to come back to Washington in order to get in
a position of working with Dr. Williams. I am delighted that he is
here today as well as Dr. Brown and Mr. Stephens and look for-
ward to their testimony.

Mr. BRowN oF CaLIForNIA. Thank you very much, Mr. Thornton.

[The prepared statements of Messrs. Boucker and Costello
follow:]




STATEMENT BY THE
HONORABLE RICK BOUCHER, (D-VA), CHAIRMAN
SUBCOMMITTEE ON SCIENCE
ON THE
OPPORTUNITIES IN SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY ACT OF 1992
(H.R. 4726)

June 23, 1992

This morning the Science Subcommittee will consider the

Opportunities in Science and Technology Act of 1892, H.R. 4726.

The bill was introduced by the Chairman of the full Committee,

Rep. George Brown. It is focused on improving the facilities and
instructional equipment available at science-technology centers,
two-year colleges and other non-profit institutions engaged in

informal and formal education in science and technology.

In April of this year, the Subcommittee convened a hearing on
the problem of attracting a greater proportion of U.S. students to
graduate study in science, math and engineering. The main point
made by witnesses at that hearing was the need to improve the
precollege and undergraduate education of students in science

and math in order to increase their level of interest in these




subjects e..d to better prepare them for subsequent, more

intensive studies at the college level.

Reversing the downward trends in student interest and
performance in science and math is important not only to ensure

a future supply of scientists and engineers. As technology

becomes more pervasive in society, the number of jobs requiring

technical knowledge and skilis will also increase. Moreover,
scientific and technical literacy will become necessary for all

citizens to make informed judgements about public policy issues.

Both science-technology centers and two-year colleges
contribute to overcoming the problem of low student interest in
science and in helping to prepare future scientists and engineers.
Science-technology centers, which may include museums,
planetariums and zoos, offer interactive exhibits and
demonstrations designed to increase public understanding of

science and technology and to illustrate the interactions of science




and technology with society.

Two-year colleges enroll a large percentage of all
undergraduates in the nation’s institutions of higher education,
including a larger proportion than other institutions of minority
groups which are underrepresented in science and engineering.
The cuality of science instruction in these institutions is important
since it influences students’ career choices and may be the only
exposure to science that most students receive in their coliege

studies.

The goal of H.R. 4726 is to strengthen the capabilities of
science-technology centers and two-year colleges to foster
knowledge of science and technology by providing support for
facilities and equipment. The federal witnesses represent the three
agencies charged in the bill, jointly, to implement and administer

the facilities and equipment program. We have asked these

witnesses to review how the new program relates to their agencies’




current educational activities. The public witnesses have been
asked to comment on the contribution the bill would make to the
effectiveness of the programs at their institutions. And finally, all
witnesses have also been asked for an assessment of the
likelihood of the bill achieving iis objectives and for

recommendations for improvements to the legislation.

We welcome our witnesses today and look forward to your

testimony on this important subject.
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HR. CHAIRMAN, THANK YOU FOR CALLING THIS HWARING TO EXAMINE H.R.
4726, THE OPPORTUNITIES IN SCIENCF AND TECHNOLOGY ACT OF 1992.

I AM PLERSED TO BE HERE AS WE DISCUSS CHAIRMAN BROWN'S BILL. T
WOULD LIKE TO TAKE THIS OPPGRTUNITY TO WELCOME OUR PANEL OF

EXPERT WITNESSES. I AM LOOKING FORWARD TO HEARING FROM DOE,

NSF, AN NASA. I AM ALSO LOOKING FORWARD TO THE TESTIMONY THAT
WILL BE PROVIDED BY REPRESENTATIVES FROM THE EDUCATIONAL
COMMUNITY.

IT IS MY UNDERSTANDING THAT THIS BILL IS FOCUSED ON IMPROVING
THE FACILITIES AND INSTRUCTIONAL EQUIPMENT AT SCIENCE-TECHNOLOGY
CENTERS, TWO-YEAR COLLEGES AND OTHER NON-PROFIT INSTITUTIONS
PARTICIPATING IN INFORMAL AND FORMAL EDUCATION IN SCIENCE AND
TECHNOLOGY., AS WE HAVE DISCUSSED AT PRIOR HEARINGS, THERE HAS
BEEN A DOWNWARD TREND IN INTEREST OF U.S., STUDENTS PURSUING
CAREERS IN SCIENCE AND ENGINEERING. THERE HAS ALSO BEEN A
DECLINE IN THE CHOICE OF SCIENCE AND ENGINEERING MAJORS BY U.S.

COLLEGE 5TUDENTS.

IN MY OWN DISTRICT IN SOUTHWESTENN ILLINOIS, TWO~YEAR COLLEGES
THIS STATIOMERY PRATLO OH PAPTA MAGH OF MECYCLED FIBERS
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ARE NOTICING THIS STEADY DECLINE AND FACE DIFFICULTIES IN

PROVIDING ADEGJATE OPPORTUNITIES IN THE AREA OF SCIENCE AND

TECHNOLOGY TO LIMITED NUMBERS OF STUDENTS. I AM INTERESTED IN
HEARING TO WHAT DEGREE THE WITNESSES BELIEVE THE BILL WILL

CONTRIBUTE TO THE EFFORTS OF INSTITUTIONS ENGAGED IN IMPROVING
SCIENCE LITERACY AND INCREASING STUDENT INTEREST IN SCIENCE AND

TECHNOLOGY.

AGAIN, MR. CHAIRMAN, THANK YOU FOR CALLING THIS HEARING AND FOR
YOUR CONTINUED LEADERSHIP OF THIS SUBCOMMITTEE.
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Mr. BrRowN OF CaLIFORNIA. Let us begin with Dr. Brown, the
deputy associate administrator for the Office of Human Resources
and Education of NASA.

We will have your testimony and then Mr. Williams’ and Mr.
Stephens’—in that order—and then, when you have completed
your statements, we will interrogate you as a panel at that time.

Mr. Brown.

STATEMENTS OF ROBERT W. BROWN, DEPUTY ASSOCIATE AD-
MINISTRATOR, OFFICE OF HUMAN RESOURCES AND EDUCA-
TION, NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE ADMINISTRATION,
WASHINGTON, D.C.; LUTHER S. WILLIAMS, ASSISTANT DIREC-
TOR FOR EDUCATION AND HUMAN RESOURCES, NATIONAL SCI-
ENCE FOUNDATION, WASHINGTON, D.C.; AND RICHARD E. STE-
PHENS, ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR, OFFICE OF ENERGY RESEARCH,
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY, WASHINGTON, D.C.

Dr. BRowN. Mr. Chairman, thank you for the opportunity to tes-
tify on H.R. 4726, the Opportunities in Science and Technology Act
of 1992.

The general goal of the proposed legislation—that of enhanced
scientific and technological literacy for students and adults as we
move towards the twenty-first century—is entirely consistent with
the goals of the National Aeronautics and Space Administration. If
the United States is to remain at the forefront of space science and
aerospace research and technology, we must help students, teach-
ers, and the general public to develop the knowledge and skills
that they will need in this highly complex environment in which
we work now and in the future. The next generation, from our per-
spective, of science research and technology can only be as good as
the next generation of scientists, engineers, technicians, and, yes,
an informed public.

I am also pleased to be here today with my colleague, Dr. Wil-
liams, and Dr. Stephens. Each of us 1s on the Committee on Educa-
tion and Human Resources of the Federal Coordinating Council on
Science, Engineering, and Technology. This 16-member committee,
as I'm sure you know, is now in its third year, and it has been an
excellent resource for our agencies to coordinate our activities.

I would like to briefly describe how NASA, through our NASA
visitor centers and our educational outreach to science museums
anc. community colleges and others, is already supporting the goals
of H.R. 4726. Although our aerospace education program in NASA
does not involve grants for upgrading facilities and equipment, per
se, we do provide other kinds of support for both informal and
formal education to promote science and technology literacy.

First, our visitor centers. The activities of our visitor centers—
and we have nine of those in each one of our NASA locations
around the country—represent an example of our informal science
and technology education outreach. They offer the general public a
unique opportunity to see the past, the present, and the future of
aeronautics and space research first hand.

For example, out at Goddard, nearby in Greenbelt, Maryland, in
its visitor center, we have models of research and communications
satellites. We have a display where a visitor can actually retrieve a
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satellite in space or a person can experience the sensation of how a
spacecraft is controlled by steering a gyro-chair.

At our Spaceport U.S.A. in Florida, the Kennedy Space Center,
we feature an art gallery displaying over 250 renderings of paint-
ings and sculpture by artists commissioned by the NASA Art Pro-
gram.

Last year at our Langley Research Center, we moved the visitor
center to the new Virginia Air and Space Center there, combined
it, provided some financial support, and transferred a number of
our activities there. There is room for classrooms, conferences, and
it aslso has a teacher resource room that was commissioned by
NASA.

As a final example of our visitor centers, the Ames Research
Center in Moffett Field, California, is housed in a former hyper-ve-
locity flight facility. Among its extraordinary displays is an un-
manned HiMat test craft, one of the most maneuverable flight ve-
hicles ever built.

Let me say a word now about our outreach to science museums.
We have a very active program of assistance to science museums
and related facilities such as planetariums and other civic organi-
zations, large and small. We loan hardware and equipment to these
science museums, many of whom are members of the Association
of Science and Technology Centers—ASTC. In fact, several of our
NASA field centers became members of ASTC to facilitate their
interaction with this national and important international organi-
zation.

A few examples: The Kansas Cosmosphere and Space Center in
Hutchinson, Kansas, which has perlLaps the largest collection of
spacesuits in the country. Many of the exhibits are on permanent
loan from the Kennedy Space Center.

The Chicago Museum of Science and Industry. There we have
NASA displays of the Apollo 13 command module, a lunar lander,
space suits, a moon rock, and numerous other science and other
aeronautical artifacts.

The Challenger Center for Space Science Education has received
assistance from NASA in developing their very innovative Learn-
ing Science Center.

One site, the Howard B. Owens Center, in Greenbelt, Maryland—
every fifth-grade student in the Prince Georges County system
there has an opportunity to participate in a simulated crew mis-
sion. Last year, Mr. Chairman, you might recall I had the pleasure
of accompanying you and Congressman Cramer out to that center.

Then at the Davis Planetarium in Jackson, Mississippi, our aero-
space education specialist from NASA assisted the planetarium
there in developing, in my judgment, one of the most innovative
student space station projects that we have seen. Approzimately 30
sixth- and seventh-grade students are selected each summer to par-
ticipate in an intensive 14-week seminar involving science and
mathematics, and it culminates in a simulated space station mis-
sion. During the mission, a crew of eight students and their teach-
ers stay for three days in a simulated space station made from an
old oil tanker. While there for the three days, they eat, sleep, exer-
cise, conduct various experiments. And then the remaining stu-
dents form a rotating ground crew upstairs in the planetarium and

15
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manage the mission control simulation. It is a very innovative
project.

Finally, as an example of .ur science outreach, we have devel-
oped special exhibits to illustrate the interaction between science
and technology in society. One exhibit called “Discovering Space
for America’s Economic Growth” spent two years touring museums
around the country.

I might just say in a quantitative term I spoke first about our
visitor centers. We handle about four and a_ half million people
each year in the NASA visitor centers. If you look at our traveling
exhibits to various facilities around the country, those numbers are
considerably larger.

Turning finally now to our outreach to community colleges, we
are expanding our involvement with the community colleges, recog-
nizing that these institutions are very important links to the sci-
ence and engineering work force. I understand that about 25 per-
cent of the approximately five million students in these community
colleges around the country are enrolled in mathematics and statis-
tics courses, for example. Also, over two-thirds of the blacks, His-
panics, and Native Americans who are involved in higher educa-
tion are also enrolled in these instituticns, and from our perspec-
tive any effort to increase and enhance the science and engineering
pipeline will have to include the important community colleges in
that process.

As an example of our involvement with community centers,
down at Langley Research Center in Virginia, they have developed
a 10-year program with community colleges designed to generate
technicians for the aerospace industry at Langley. At our Johnson
Space Center in Houston, we are working there with three of the
nine local community colleges to establish a two-year degree pro-
gram in aerospace technology.

Then at the Kennedy Space Center, that has been working with
Brevard Community College for many years, we have worked out
an arrangement where the majority of the technician contractors
who work at the NASA facility there have been trained by Brevard
Community College. In addition, many of the civil servants at the
Kennedy Space Center participate in the college programs ranging
in specialties from shuttle tile technology to quality control.

Finally, as an example of our outreach to community colleges,
our relatively new National Space Grant College and Fellowship
Program is helping to expand our partnership with community col-
leges beyond the immediate facility of our NASA field centers. For
example, such efforts are under way with the Nevala Space Grant
Consortia and the Colorado Space Grant Consortia.

And we provide other kinds of support, coming to a conclusion,
Mr. Chairman. We have an extensive network of teacher resource
centers, and we also have NASA Select, which is our internal tele-
vised service that reaches schools and organizations around the
country. A number of our teacher resource centers are located in
museums such as the Kansas Cosmosphere, the Chicago Museum of
Science and Industry, and the National Air and Space Museum
right here in Washington. Our NASA Select televised system
reaches many aspects of the community, and each day has a three-
hour segment devoted to education.

16
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So in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, while we applaud the intent of
H.R. 4726, many of its objectives are already being achieved under
existing programs and authorities. NASA itself does not need new
legislation or new legislative authority and already has the funds
to carry out many of the bill’s activities. Therefore, H.R. 4726, in
our estimation, should not be reported out by the subcommittee.

In these times of shrinking budgets, NASA and other agencies
must carefully economize to ensure that they can conduct their
missions and not extend themselves beyond the ability to produce
successful results. In addition, a joint program like this would not
yield appreciably greater results than existing efforts, at least not
enough to satisfy another level of administration.

Again, I applaud the committee’s concern for the state of our
education institutions and pledge our continued efforts to further
these objectives within the means provided us.

Mr. Chairman, I would be glad to answer any questions that you
may have or other members of the committee.

[The prepared statement of Dr. Brown follows:]
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Statement of
Dr. Robert W. Brown
Deputy Associate Administrator
Office of Human Resources and Education
National Aeronautics and Space Administration

before the
Subcommittee on Science
Committec on Science, Space and Technology
United States House of Representatives

June 23, 1992

Mr. Chairman, thank you for the opportunity to testify today on H.R. 4726, the Opportunities in
Science and Technology Act of 1992. The genera' © - of the proposed legislation, that of
enhanced scientific and technical literacy for studes .nd adults as we move toward the 21st
century, is entirely consistent with NASA’s goals. If the United States is to remain at the forefront
of space science and aerospace research and technology, we must help students, teachers, and the
general public to develop the knowledge and skills they will need in the highly complex and
technical workplace of the future. The next generation of science, research, and technology can
only be as good as the next generation of scientists, engineers, technicians, teachers, and an
informed public.

I am also pleased to be here today with our interagency colleagues, Dr. Luther Williams from the
National gcicnce Foundation and Mr. Richard Stephens from the U.S. Department of Energy.
Each of our agencies is represented on the Committee on Education and Human Resources of the
Federal Coordinating Council for Science, Engineering, and Technology. This committee of 16
Federal agencies, now in its second year, is evolving into an excellent resource to help coordinate
Federal science, mathematics, and technology educarion programs.

I would like to briefly describe how NASA, through our educational outreach to science museums
and community colleges, is already supporting the gencral goals of H.R. 4726. Although our
aerospace education program mission does not involve grants for upgrading facilities and
equipment, we do provide other kinds of support for both formal and informal education to
promote science and technology literacy.

We support programs that promote scientific literacy through informal education activities. The
NASA Visitor Centers, located at all NASA Field Centers, offer the public a unique chance to see
the past, present, and future of U.S. acrospace research first hand, by visiting the institutions
around the country where the work is actually conducted. The spectacles of the Space Age come
alive for the visitor who touches real vehicles used in space flight or inspects a moon rock billions
of years old. NASA Visitor Centers have on display hundreds of artifacts, scale models, and
pieces of actual flight equipment, from spacesuits and astronaut food to the gigantic launch towers
from which rockets and Space Shuttles have blasted off into orbit.

As cxamples: The Goddard Visitor Center features models of rockets and spacecraft, an eight-
screen theater for viewing scenes of Earth and neighboring planets and stars, as well as displays
where a visitor can retrieve a satellite "in space” or experience the sensation of how spacecraft are

controlled by steering a gyro- chair. Model rocket launches are held on the first and third Sunday
of every month.

Spaceport USA at the Kennedy Space Center features a NASA Art Gallery displaying more than
250 paintings and sculptures created by artists commissioned by the NASA Art Program. Atthe
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Exploration Station, one of Kennedy's most popular featares, students participate in hands-on
aerospace experiments and demonstrations.

When Langley Research Center had to move its Visitor Center off-site, it joined with the Virginia
Air and Space Center in a special partnership. In - .tum for Langley’s contribution to the operating
budget for the Virginia Air and Space Center, the Center will continue Langley's acrospace
education and outreach programs. The building houses classreoms and conference areas, and
teachers will be able to take advantage of a Teacher Resource Center replete with computer
software, audiovisual matcrials, and publications.

The Ames Research Center's visitor center is housed in a former hypervelocity flight facility. This
unique facility is open to the public and showcases the unmanned HiMat test craft, the most
maneuverable flight vehicle ever built, along with a model of the Space Station and a U-2 spy
plane. These and other exhibits arc designed to show the range of NASA and Ames rescarch to
teachers, students, and the general public.

We also offer exhibits for loan to schools, museums, civic groups, and other organizations. Many
of the members of the Association of Science and Technology Centers (ASTC) enjoy long-term
loans of NASA hardware and exhibits. In fact, many of the NASA Field Centers are members of
ASTC to facilitate their interaction with ASTC's approximately 300 members worldwide.

For example, the Kansas Cosmosphere and Space Center in Hutchinson, Kansas, boasts the
largest collection of spacesuits in the country. Many of its exhibits are on permanent loan from the
NASA Kennedy Space Center. The U.S. Space and Rocket Center in Huntsville, Alabama, hasa
wide variety of NASA hardware on display, including the 363-foot, three-stage Saturn V rocket
which took a total of 27 astronauts to the Moon. At the Chicago Museum of Science and Industry,
displays include the Apollo 13 command module, a lunar lander, spacesuits, a Moon rock, and
numerous other space artifacts.

Smailer, less-well-known science and technology centers also take advantage of the natural draw
space exhibits have for the general public. The William Weinman Mineral Muscum, in
Cartersville, Georgia, has borrowed items from the NASA Langley Research Center, includinga
1/3 Viking Lander Model and an exhibit entitled "Exploring the Plancts.”

At the Davis Planetarium in Jackson, Mississippi, NASA acrospace education specialists have
helped develop one of the most innovative student space station projects in the country. In this
program designed to improve student competence in science and mathematics, 31 competitively
selected sixth and seventh graders participate in an intensive 14-day workshop that culminates in a
simulated space flight mission. During the mission, a crew of eight students and their teacher stay
in the space station for four days, where they eat, slecp, exercise, and conduct science
experiments. With the space station located immediately outside of the Davis Planetarium, the
remaining 23 students form a rotating ground crew of technical personnel situated in a Mission
Control Simulator on the upstairs floor of the Planetarium.

NASA has also developed special exhibits to illustrate the interactivis of science and technology
with society. One such exhibit, "Discovering Space For America's Economic Growth," spent two
years on tour in smaller museums across the United States—from the Schenectady Museum and
Planetarium in Schenectady, New York to the Bradbury Science Museum in Los Alamos, New
Mexico. Exhibits like this help the public understand the extent to which science and technology
impact our everyday lives.

The Challenger Center for Space Science Education, an ASTC member, is making a measurable
impact on the quality of science, mathematics, and technology education offered to students.
NASA scientists, engineers, and education specialists helped Challenger Center to develop the




Q

ERIC

PAFullToxt Provided by ERIC

17

innovative and highly-effective acrospace education curriculum modules utilized in their Learning
Centers located across the United States and Canada. To date, more than 150,000 students have
gone through a Challenger Center simulation, and each onc walks away from it with experience in
teamwork, cooperation, and success in a highly technical scientific undertaking. At one site, the
Howard B. Owens Scicnce Center in Greenbeit, Maryland, every fifth-grade student in Prince
George's County (Maryland) experiences a simulated space mission.

To facilitate the Agency's impact on the national education system, NASA is developing a presence
in every state. This national network is the mechanism through which we reach out to the entire
education community, including teachers, students, parents, and all lifelong learners.

In the mid-1980's, NASA began the Teacher Resource Center Network, which provides
dissemination points for the distribution of NASA information and education materials such a
videotapes, slides, software, posters, and teacher’s guides. There are 10 Teacher Resource
Centers located at the NASA Field Centers. In addition, more than 25 Regional Teacher Resource
Centers are housed in universities, community colleges, muscums, and science and technology
centers across the country. These institutions inc..de the Mississippi Delta Community College in
Moorehead, Mississippi, Bossier Parish Community College in Bossicr City, Louisiana, the
Kansas Cosmosphere, the Chicago Muscum of Science and Industry, and the National Air and
Spac;ll Museum. The NASA Teacher Resource Center Network serves over 90,000 teachers
annually.

NASA Select, the Agency's internal communication service, is another valuable teaching resource.
It offers informational and educational programs as well as real-time mission coverage, accessible
in both the classroom and the home via satellite dishes and cable television systems. Three one-
hour segments are reserved each day #xclusively for sixty-minute classroom-suitable programs.
All programs may be taped. Aimed at inspiring students to achieve in math and science, these
programs range from live interaztive shows, to "Launch Box," a series produced by the
Nickelodeon cable network axd NASA. We are working closely with the cable industry to make
NASA Select available to schools nationwide.

We recognize that community colleges are an important link in the science and engineering
workforce pipeline. There are nearly 1,400 two-year colleges in the United States with a total
enrollment of nearly 5 millicn students, 25% of whom are enrolled in mathematics or statistics
courses. Collectively, two-year colleges enroll nearly 40% of all undergraduate mathematics
course eprollments. Over two-thirds of Black, Hispanic, and Native American students in higher
education are enrolled in community colleges. Clearly, any cffort to sirengthen the science and
engincering education pipeline and recruitment of more underrepresented minority students must be
carried out in a manner that includes two-year colleges as full partners.

NASA's community college initiatives benefit all participants. Students receive an excellent,
practical education including experience on state-of-the-art equipment. These programs, in tum,
provide us with a pool of well-trained personnel, resulting in significant cost-savings in training
time for new personnel. In addition, the educational institutions are able to offer their students an
education which will truly prepare them as the workforce of the next century. In particular, many
of these programs are aimed at training the next generation of acrospace technicians.

As cxamples: At the NASA Langley Rescarch Center in Hampton, Virginia, a three-phase, 10-
year program has been developed to generate the technicians that will be needed by the acrospace
industry generally, and Langley Research Center specifically. The first phase of the program is a
5-year pilot containing several projects designed to identify, involve and mentor middle and high
school students toward technician training. The second phase of the program will develop, pilot,
assess and implement a regional associate degree program. The third phase will seek to export the
prototype throughout the United States.
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At the NASA Johnson Space Center in Houston, Texas, three of the nine local community colleges
are establishing a 2-year degree in serospace technology in anticipation of future workforce needs.
The curriculum is currently under development using a committee of local representatives from
industry, NASA, and academia.

The community college initiative at NASA's Goddard Space Flight Center in Greenbelt, Maryland
has two thrusts: 1) to provi.e advanced technician training by Maryland's community colleges to
technicians already employed at the Center, and, 2) to increase the technician pipeline. Current
major players in the beginning stages of this initiative are the Goddard Contractor Working Group
and the State Board of Com:nunity Colleges. As the initial step in this process, the State Board has
been asked to survey its cotleges to determine current offerings as well as possible future
innovations.

The NASA Stennis Space Center in Mississippi and its contractors have tcamed with Pearl River
Community College to give hands-on training to students in their vocational-technical program.
The students spend $6 hours training in specialty shops at Stennis. The students include
carpenters, diesel mechanics, electricians, HVAC technicians, machinists, and welders.

The NASA Kennedy Space Center in Florida has enjoyed a beneficial working relatonship with L4
Brevard Community College (BCC) for ncarly 30 years, The majority of contractors who work

for Kennedy are trained through the BCC Space Technology program. This nationally recognized

training program provides special technical raining opportunities for both the KSC workforce and

potential employees in specialites ranging from tile tcchiiology to quality control.

The National Space Grant College and Fellowship Program is helping to expand our partnerships
with community colleges beyond the immediate area of the Centers. The Nevada Space Grant
Consortium includes four community colleges, and the Colorado Space Grant Consortium includes
one. Space Grantalso has a significant public service component through which these institutions
use NASA funds to promote scientific and technological literacy throughout their states.

All of NASA's community college initiatives have one factor in common—they directly address the
future workforce needs of the space program by channelling more students into science,
mathematics, and technology careers through career-specific coursework and hands-on work
experience. The proliferation of these programs is a testament to the success of NASA's educaticn
program.

These examples are only a few of the many, many programs NASA offers to both the education
community and the general public to promote science and technology literacy for all citizens of this
Nation.

As Iindicated at the beginning, Mr. Chairman, while we applaud the intent of this legislation,
many of its objectives are already being achieved under exist 1g programs and authorities. NASA
docs not need new legislative authority and already has fun .s to carry out many of the bill's
activities. Therefore, H.R. 4726 should not be reported by the Subcommittee. In these times of
shrinking budgets, agencies like NASA must carefully economize to ensure that they can conduct
their missions, and not extend themselves beyond their ability to produce successful results. In
addition, & joint program such as this would not yield appreciably greater results than existing
efforts—at least not enough to justify another level of administration.

Again, 1 applaud the committee's concern for the state of our educational institutions, and pledge
our continued efforts to further these objectives within the means provided to us.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Iwould be pleased to answer any questions you or the other members
of the Committec may have.
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Mr. THORNTON (presiding). Thank you, Dr. Brown.

We will proceed to hear from each of the opening statements
before we have questions, and I do appreciate your fine testimony.

From my standpoint, it is easier to grasp the idea that when you
have limited resources you should apply them to those areas that
are really doing well and producing good results, but I do appreci-
ate your concern about whether additional resources could be put
to good use. We will come back to that at a later point.

Dr. Williams.

Dr. WiLLiaMs. Mr. Chairman and members of the subcommittee,
I too am pleased to be here today with my colleagues from NASA
and the Department of Energy to discuss the activities of the Foun-
dation regarding two-year colleges and informal science education
centers as they relate to H.R. 4726, the Opportunities in Science
and Technology Act of 1992.

The National Science Foundation recognizes and appreciates the
critical issues concerning opportunities in science and technology
raised by H.R. 4726, and accordingly certainly we are in agreement
i)vith and applaud the goals and objectives as proposed in the legis-
ation.

To be sure, the two-year colleges have a broad central mission to
provide access to quality education and achievement in science,
mathematics, and technology to students in general and especially
students drawn from their local communities. So, in my judgment,
these institutions have a unique niche within the education pro-
gram and activities of the National Science Foundation. Corre-
spondingly, the science centers obviously make significant contribu-
tions to the achievement of our overall goals.

The Education and Human Resources Directorate of the Nation-
al Science Foundation supports the purchase of equipment for sci-
ence, engineering, technology programs through either science and
technology centers or two-year colleges and institutions through
primarily two existing programs. At the undergraduate level, the
program is Instrumentation and Laboratory Improvement, obvious-
ly available to two-year as well as four-year institutions, and in the
instance of the science centers, the Informal Science Education
Program.

Despite these two programs, I will readily concede that there are
many other needs and opportunities that must be met in order to
more effectively address science and education needs and chal-
lenges before the country. We are committed to providing this sup-
port to the institutions consistent with our overall resources and
program objectives.

I believe that the amount of funding which will realistically
become available can be most effectively awarded through the ex-
isting programs of the National Science Foundation with emphasis
on the following: where provision for the equipment is coupled with
a program rather than creating an equipinent program, per se.

To extend my comment, equipment purchase independent of a
larger educational goal, in my judgment, will have an impact short
of the intent. There may, for example, be no extensive plan for the
use of the equipment, per se. Witness—while indeed this is not the
case in two-year colleges and most assuredly science centers, but it
is a relevant issue. Witness the substantial underutilization of hun-
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dreds and, in some cases, thousands of computers donated to public
school systems without the provision for placing those equipments
in the context of an organized program.

We therefore have two programs in which we are making sub-
stantial contributions in this regard, but the equipment is support-
ed in the context of an overall program. Through various programs
focusing on the two-year colleges, we support instrumentation
equipment as it relates to math and science education. To put that
in context, in fiscal year 1990, within the total portfolio in the Di-
rectorate, we made 49 individual grants to the two-year college
sector. In 1991, we were able to increase that level of support to
some 85 grants. We clearly anticipate in the next year—in the cur-
rent fiscal year, fiscal year 1992—to exceed those numbers.

I will readily concede that within the undergraduate arena of the
Foundation in the case of math, science, engineering, and technolo-
gy education, historically, the two-year sector has been under-
served, and the results I just gave you represent a conscious effort
on our part, starting about a year and a half ago, to increase the
resource base to the two-year college sector. I anticipate that in the
near term it simply will become a larger part of our ortfolio, and
most assuredly as a part of those programs we will address needed
equipment.

The informal science education effort that is relevant to the bill,
or what is proposed here, as I indicated earlier, provides a variety
of educational resources in the form of exhibits, media, strategies
for meetings—for addressing large numbers of individuals in order
to stimulate parents and other adults to become informed advo-
cates of higher education, high quality math and science education,
to support the school curriculum as it relates to informal science
education, and deal with the broad issue of science literacy.

We, in fact, provide funding under this pregram for the purchase
of equipment, equipment that is integral to an exhibit or program
of an institution that is involved in informal science education. Ex-
plicitly, so far for the current fiscal year, equipment purchases
under larger programs have totaled about $1.5 million. To put that
in context, the total informal science education budget for this
fiscal year of the Foundation is $35 million. Of that amount, ap-
proximately $12 million goes to the development of exhibits. Broad-
ly put, that is relevant in terms of science and technology centers.

In addition to that, the program has also supported over $4 mil-
lion to three very large projects which are designed to enable devel-
oping, newly developed science centers to acquire a proven set of
science museum exhibits from existing centers. Obviously equip-
ment is involved.

For example, the Pacific Science Center in Seattle, Washington,
has developed a traveling science program called Science Carnivals
to bring science into experience, including exhibits, science demon-
strations, and teacher workshops to rural areas in Washington,
Idaho, Oregon, and Montana. Developing museums can acquire
copies of the Science Carnival along with technical assistance and
staff through this very large grant.

In summary, we have within the context of the informal science
education program in the Foundation a substantial effort directed
to science and technology centers.
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With respect to the joint management obligated under the pro-
gram, my general comment is essentially consistent with what was
indicated by Dr. Brown from NASA. As I understand the proposal
in fiscal year 1992, what would be authorized is roughly equal to
what the NSF alcne has expended in this area for our science and
technology centers or under our informal science education pro-
gram this fiscal year. Certainly there is less than enthusiasm as re-
gards the overhead and associated administrative costs that each of
us would have to mount to accomplish a goal that I suspect could
be accommodated by collaboration between the three agencies if we
elected to do so through the existing FCCSET education and
human resources structure.

For all of the reasons indicated, those reasons being: one, we
have a program that gives attention to the two-year institutions,
that will certainly increase as a part of our portfolio; B, or second,
there is a major effort under way supporting science and technolo-
gy centers, the amounts | indicated earlier; third, it would appear
to the Foundation that the proposed three-agency structure is not
necessary. Rather, our position is that—certainly with encourage-
ment of this proposal—is that we extend our existing efforts in sup-
porting the two broad institutional sectors, science and technology
centers on the one hand, and, two-year institutions on the other;
and therefore, while, as I indicated earlier, we applaud and agree
with the intent of the bill, we would not recommend that it be pur-
sued further.

Thank you.,

[The prepared statement of Dr. Williams follows:]
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Dr. Luther Williame
Assistant Director for Fducation and Human Resources
National Science Foundation
before the
Houre Science Bubcommittue
Committ®ses on Bcience, S8pace and Technology
June 23, 1992

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Bubcommitias, I am pleased tn
be hers today with my collesagues from NASA and the Department of
Energy to discuse the activities of the Poundntion 1egarding two-
year colleges and informal ecience centers and how these relate to

K.R. 4726, the Opportunitiss in Science and Techolougy Act of 1992. . .
; )
4 The National Science Foundation (N8F) recognizes and ’

appreciatee the critical issuss concerning opportunities in science
(’ and technology raised by H.R. 4726. Ia large part bscause of the

revolution in information-processing technoclogies, the nation is -

- axperiencing a virtual explosion of ecientific discoveries and

. techrological advances. For our nation to continue to bensfit from
the production of new knowledge, we must devise nevw and bestter ways
to provide learnsrs and tsachers across the country with squitable
access to the tools, expertise, materials, and methode of new
information~processing tschnologiss. We, thereforse, applaud the
goals and objectives of the legislation proposed.

Two-year colleges have a broad, central miseion: to provide
access to quality education and achisvement in science,
mathematice, and technology for all Americans within their local
communities. Science centers aleo contribute eignificantly to
these goals. The Directorate for Education and Human Resources

. (EER) witain N8B¥ provides a variety of weupport. for the

) incorporation of technological advances in two-ysar colleges and

/ inetitutions involved in informal science sducation, as well aes
other inetitutione.

EHR ocurrentiy supporte the purchase of squipment for science-
techuology centers and two-year coilegss and inetitutions involved
in informal ecience esducation (e.g., ecience-technoicgy centers,
natural history mussume, socos, agquaria, botanical gardens, and
other community~centersd organieatione) through two existing
programs, the Inetrumentation and Laboratory Improvemsnt Program
(ILI) and the Informal Science Education Program (ISR).

Despite thess positive efforts, We recognisze that there are
many other nesds and opportunitiss that muet be Rst ae we
contribute to addressing tihis many ecisnce education challenges
facing the nation. Two~yeAr collegme and informal ecience
sducation centers have a valuable role to play iz theee efforte and
the PFoundation is committed to providing eupport for these
institutions within the exieting program etructure of the
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FPoundation. We believe that the amount of funding which will
realistically become available can be most effectively awvarded
through these existing EHR programs where equipment is coupled with
programmatic activities, rather than creating new programs.

Equipment purchased independent of a larger educational effort
will have little impact. There may be no extensive plan for the
use of the equipment and provisions for the maintenance and
replacement of the equipment may be inadequate. Advanced
technologies are of little use if educational applications have
been poorly developed or if teachers or college faculty are not
well-prepared to take advantage of the technologies; one need only
note the poor utilisation of hundreds of thousands of computers in
our public school classrooms.

Existing funding mechanisms used by EHR for the support of
advanced educational technologies have been effms~iive. The
equipment purchased through peer-reviewed grants from eithir the
ILI or IBE programs must be part of & iarger educational effort.
This provides some assurance that the equipment will be effactively
used and that its use will be dedicated to science and m«thematics
education, such as the reform of undergraduate science curriculum
or as a part of a science museun exhibit. The grants made through
the ILI programs have been effective in leveraging substantial non-
Federal support for upgrading laboratory instruction at the
undergraduate level. ISE grants involving technology have enhanced
the experiences of millions of museum visitors and have stimulated
the development of new exhibit techniques.

A third program in EHP, Applications of Advanced Technologies
(AAT), must also be cited for its central role in the applications
of technology to the improvement of acience and mathematics
education. The Office of Technology Assessment (OTA) stated in its
recent report, Power On, (1988), the only known overview of Federal
R&D in educational technology, "Nearly all the technological tools,
padagogies, and methodologies had their instructional origins in
these early N8F projects -- telecommunications and computer
networks, graphics, speech synthesis, programming languagas such as
Logo, 1laboratory instrumentation, instructional simulations,
interactive dialogues, economics modeling and gaming, social
science data analysis, interactive videodiscs, career counseling,
and computer literacy for educators." Thus, projeots funded
through the AAT program and earlier programs have been largely
responsible for the great advances which have been made in the use
of advanced learning technologies.

TWO-YEAR COLLEGES

Through various programs, NSF supports the role that two-year
colleges play in the preparation of transfer students, the training
and retraining of the technological workforce, and the improvement
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of the scientific literacy of other students. The Instrumentation
and Laboratory Improvement Program supports projects to generate
-oroécttoctivo and efficient approaches to laboratory and field-
\}nstruction in two-year institutions.

base

ILTI funding stimulates important laboratory instructional
improvements and helps laverage signiCicant non-Yederal resources
towards this end. substantial cost-sharing is required and
provided by the awardee institutions from their own resources,
privats foundations, states, squipment manufacturers, and other
elements of the private sector. In FY 1990, 49 awards vere made to
two-year colleges through this program; in FY 1991, there vere 52
awards. The typical ILI grant is relatively amall by Ns¥F
standards, but the reeults are significant. Kere are several
examples: ©

o The Montgomery County Community College (Pennsylvania)
received $43,183 to develop a computer laboratory with an
intelligent tutoring system for algebra, providing
students with opportunities to conduct experiments with
mathematics, the piloting of .new materials, and faculty
training.

Edison Community College (Ft. Myers, Plorida) received
$86,525 to develop a *"living" laboratory, which provides
undergraduates the opportunity to use sophisticated
analytical equipment to analyxe water samples and
biological field data, which forms a substantial part of
laboratory courses and which will ultimately provide an
ecological baseline of the waters in the region.

Saddlebrook College (Mission Viejo, California) received
$23,985 to purchase equipment which will allow students
to isolate cellular organelles and macromolecules in cell
biology, microbiology, and introductory biology
laboratory course, and to perform simple exercises in
recombinant DNA technology. The equipment will be used
in introductory biology courses and also in non-majors
biology courses in an effort to increase the scientific
literacy of general students in modern molecular biology.

Two-year colleges are also eligible to apply and receive
support from EHR'S Undergraduate Course and curriculur Progranm,
which provides funding for curriculum development, and
Undergraduate Faculty Enhancement Programs, which provides funding
for professional development for undergraduate faculty. (The
following table provides a breakdown of NS8F support of two-year
colleges) .
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N8F support to Two-Year Colleges
FY 1991

Number of Dollars in
Avards Millions

Instrumentation and Lab. Improvement 53 $1.71

Courss and curriculum 6 $ .36

Faculty Enhancement 2 $ .08

Other EHR Progranms 11 S .64
EHR TOTAL 72 $2.79
NSF Ressarch Programs 13 $ .56
NSF TOTAL 85 $3.35

EHR has taken significant steps to increase the role of two-
year collegss in its programs. EHR is supporting the NSF/Anerican
Association of community and Junior Colleges (AACJC) Fellows
program, in an effort to better inform the two-year college
community about NSF programs and funding opportunities. Through
this program, eight two-year college faculty have served in-
residence in EHR divisions where they have become familiar with the
broad range of existing programs and ongoing projects. These
Fsllows will maintain contact with NSF and communicats with their
colleagues through AACJC and other professional organizations,
Through presentations at professional neetings and two-year
colleges, NSF program staff are providing significant outreach to
introduce science, engineering, and mathematics faculty at two-year
collegss to funding opportunities within EHR. Workshops are also
bsing held to improve the number and quality of proposals from two-
ysar colleges.

EHR sought recommendations from two-year colleges in a
workshop held in May, 1991, on science, enginsering, ana
mathematics education at these institutions. An NSP rsport
entitlsd Matchi ons_a h (1992} transmitted the
recommsndations of the workshop. rinally, members of the EHR
Advisory Committee prepared a report at the request of EHR entitled
‘'suggestions to Increase Community College Participation with the
National gcience Foundation.®

Based upon these reports, zZHR is planning to atrengthen the
Undergraduate cCourse and Curriculum program to include a focus on
curriculum development on technology education and to strengthsn
the current emphasis on curriculum developmsnt activities which
ssek to improve the science literacy of all students, not just
those who are electing careers in science. This would capitalize
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on the strengths of two-year college faculty members in such areas
as collaborative learning, high quality teaching, hands-on
experiences, and work with underrepresented groups.

INFORMAL SCIENCE EDUCATION

within EER, the Informal Science gducation Program (ISE)
supports the important role of informal science institutions by
providing resources for educational exhibits, medis, and etrategies
reaching participants in settings outside of school. The goals of
1SE are to support projects which develop the interest of children
and youth, especially those <from underrepcesented groups, in
science, mathematics, and technolegy; stimulate parents and other
adults to b ome informed advocatee for higher quality science and
pathematics education; support the school curriculum with related
informal activities; and improve general science literacy. These
projects are funded primarily through grante supporting the
developuent of television and radio programs, science museum
exhibits and programs, and educational efforts carried out through
youth-eerving and community organigations.

IS5E has provided funding for the purchase of equipnent
integral to an exhibit or program of institutions engaged in
informal ecience education. we estimate tlhat about 10 perceant of
the funds awarded to non-profit institutions engaged in informal
science education are for equipment, which would total
approximately $1.5 million for FY 1992. For example, the New York
Hall of SBcience is developing an exhibit on audio technologies.
NS?¥ funds purchaeed some of the computer hardware needed for the
project, but the SONY Corporation ie donating much equipment and
technical aseistance to the project.

More often, ISE has supported projects where N8F funds were
directed towards the development of the software or programming
involved in an exhibit or program. This funding has often
leveraged the donation of substantial amounts of egquipment from
corporations or other non-Federal sources. For example, Ohio's
Center of Bcience .nd Industry's “iission to iare" project lets
visitors participate in a simulated space voyage, including science
experiments. Apply Computer donated the hardware for the
interactive computer stations in the exhibit; NSF funds supported
the development of thu software, which receatly won first place in
the annual competition sponsored by the smithsonian and
Computerworld Magasine.

In another projeot, ISE is eupporting the development of the
Playing to Win Network, whiah will provide technical assistance in
the development of software acd educational programs for voommunity
computing centers”, which orovide low-income and minority
comaunities with access to and tiraining in the use of computers and
other technology. Apple Computer and other corporations have
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donsted hundreds of computers to over 2 hundred such programs
across the country.

ISE has increasingly supported the development of the
"infrastructure" of informal science education through professional
development programs and through projects which help developing
museums acquire the fundamental "equipment' used by museums, that
is, high-quality, interactive science exhibits. Indeed, roughly
one~third of all ISE-funding (approximately $12 million in Fy 92)
goes towards the development of exhibits. Professional development
opportunities are now available for museum educators, staff and
board members of developing sciencs centers, and minority museum
staff, through projects supported by ISE.

The program has also committed over $4 million to three
projects which will enable developing science centers to acquire
proven sets of science museun exhibits from existing science
centers. For example, the Pacific Science Center (Seattle, WA) has
developed a travelling science Program called "science Carnival",
to bring the science center experience (including exhibits, science
demonstrations, and teacher workshops) to rural areas in
Washington, Xdaho, Oregon, and Montana. Developing museums can now
acquire copias of the *gcience Carnival', along with technical
assistance and staff training, through an ISE grant to the Pacific
Science Center.

In summary, ISE supports a broad range of projects which
involve the purchase of equipment, but more often supports the
development of software, curriculum, interactive media, or other
means which enable participants to make more effective use of
computers, interactive medis, and other technologies in relation to
learning about science and mathematics. NBF support leverages
considerable donations of computers and other high-technology to
non-profit institutions engaged in informal science education.

JOINT PROGRAM MANAGEMENT

H.R. 4726 provides that program activities authorized would be
jointly fundead by the NSF, NASA, and DOE. The FCCSET process by
its very nature encourages coordination, cooperation, and where
appropriate, joint ventures between its nember agencies. For
example, NSF has, in fact, recently signed a forual memorandum of
agreement with the NIH for joint funding of several programs. It
can work. It also takes time to establish operating procadures
which accommodate the idiosyncrasies of cooperating agencies.
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CONCLUSION

Within the nation's public schools, two-year colleges, and
universities, therc are tremendous needs for funding to bring
educational and research facilitias up to date to meet the demands
for the future. NSF's current programs in research and education
are highly competitive. The Federal funding available cannot meet
all the needs for these activities, nor is it primarily a Federal
responsibility. In addition to eguipment needs, continual research
and development is nesded to assure that our nation's classrooms
benefit from the latest advances in technology; without such
research, the return on the investments in new hardware will be
minimal.

while we support the general intent of the bill, it is our
belief that the National Science Foundation does not need new
authority to accommodate the legislation's intent and already, to
the extent that funds permit, carries out the activities described
in the bill. Therefores, we recommend that no further action be
taken on H.R. 4726. Thaak You, Mr. Chairman for the opportunity to
discuss these matters with you today.
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Mr. THORNTON. Thank you very much, Dr. Williams, and the
entire—without objection—the entire written statements of each of
the witnesses will be included as a part of the record, and our next
witness is Mr. Richard E. Stephens of the Office of Energy Re-
search.

Mr. Stephens.

Mr. StepHENS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. It’s a pleasure to be
here. Actually, it is a rare opportunity for my Department to testi-
fy before this particular subcommittee, and we certainly appreciate
the opportunity to do so.

As I'm sure members of the subcommittee know, however, DOE
has been very deeply involved in support for education since the
very earliest days of the Atomic Energy Commission. However, I
also want you to know that beginning in 1989, from Admiral Wat-
kins on down, the Department is absolutely firmly committed to
doing whatever we can to assist in achieving the national educa-
tion goals.

Since 1989, we have initiated a wide range of pre-university sci-
ence education programs principally, but not exclusively, centered
around our National Laboratories and research facilities. Many of
our initiatives include formal partnerships between our laborato-
ries and school districts at either the regional or in some cases
State-wide levels. Just two examples perhaps for your edification.

We have a partnership under way now with the Oakland Unified
School District in California involving all four of the DOE laborato-
ries in the Bay area. It involves every school, both elementary,
middle, and high schools,! and it involves most of the teachers.
And the kinds of activities we are involved with include summer
institutes for teachers; workshops; equipment loans; advice on de-
velopment of experiments that they can use in chemistry, biology,
and physics classes; internships for students; advice on curricula;
and a whole range of other ancillary activities.

That is kind of an example of what we would classify as a full
court press in some of our initiatives with school districts.

On the other hand, on the other end of the spectrum are what
we might call a one-on-one program involving staff at our Continu-
ous Electron Beam Accelerator Facility down in Newport News,
where every week during the school year we bring in four entire

sclasses of fifth-grade students from the Newport News school dis-
trict.? They spend the entire week at the laboratory, eight hours,
or basically a school day, learning about science—in this case,
physics—and doing a lot of interesting hands-on experiments.
Teachers are absolutely central to that particular program, and we
propose to expand that over the next several years actually to a
State-wide initiative in Virginia.

Many of these initiatives actually came out of a conference we
sponsored back in 1989 at the Lawrence Hall of Science, and as the
chairman of the committee, Mr. Brown, recalls, it was a three-day
process, a very intense discussion on the role of DOE in achieving
national education goals, and many of the initiatives we have start.
ed certainly began at that particular conference.

!Mr. Stephens intended to add “in Oakland, California.”
*Mr. Stephens intended to say nd the Hampton, Virginia school district."”
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All of these activities, including our new programs, are described
in our new education catalogue, of which I believe copies have been
made available to members of the subcommittee. This is a fairly
good representation of the range of programs the Department of
Energy is currently involved with, but not all, because many of our
activities involve individual volunteers at our laboratories working
one-on-one with teachers, students, and parents in a very informal
way of assisting in science and math education improvement.

Now as members of the committee certainly know, there are a
number of serious issues which confront us in science and math
education. Two are of particular concern in today’s hearing. Let me
phrase the one the following way. And that is the continued low
representation of women, minorities, and those with disabilities in
most scientific and technical disciplines must be corrected over the
next 10 to 15 years, or we will have serious consequences for the
continued vitality of U.S. science.

Community colleges, noted in H.R. 4726, are particularly well po-
sitioned to assist in this effort to better prepare more minority stu-
dents particularly for future careers in science, engineering, and
related fields.

The second issue is the appalling level—I need to underscore
that word—the appalling level of scientific illiteracy on the part of
the American public. This has serious implications for our ability
to make public policy decisions on issues which are inextricably
interwoven with science, technology, and even math.

Regarding our support for community colleges, we have several
modest but growing initiatives that I do want to make sure Mem-
bers are aware of. One is, we have a program that has gone on for
a number of years called the Pre-freshman Enrichment Program,
which is a series of summer institutes on campus for middle school
women and minority students, enrichment programs in science and
math. Beginning in fiscal year 1993, the eligibility will be changed
so that community colleges will be eligible to compete directly for
awards rather than partnering with four-year colleges with de-
greed programs.

We also provide equipment loans—actually, equipment grants,
rather—to community colleges through our Used Energy-Related
Equipment Program. DOE has somewhat unique legislative author-
ity to provide access to excess scientific equipment at our National
Laboratories to universities and colleges on a first come/first
served basis. And we note over the last several years that many
smaller and two-year colleges have really benefited from that par-
ticular program.

We also have started some interesting initiatives in one of the
particular areas of growth in the Department, which is our Envi-
ronmental Restoration and Waste Management Program, which, as
you all know, deals with not only the science and technology of en-
vironmental cleanup but also the manpower required to achieve
these goals. We find that we cannot literally identify the cadre of
people that we need for our facilities for the next number of years
without going back in and beginning to prime the pump, particu-
larly at the community college level in establishing two-year
degree programs on environmental waste management.

s
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One unique initiative beginning in California involves the Law-
rence Livermore National Laboratory and all the California com-
munity colleges as well as colleges in Nevada and Arizona, working
together to develop new curricula at the two-year level in hazard-
ous waste management.

Regarding our concerns with public science literacy, this concern
cuts across all of the Department’s pre-college initiatives. We
strongly believe that the best defense against scientific illiteracy is
a well educated, highly motivated, personally challenging math
and science teacher beginning in the early primary grades all the
way through high school. Every one of our pre-college initiatives
involves teachers, and every one of those initiatives provides a
background and focu: tor helping those teachers really begin to
excite and challenge their students, many of whom will not go on
to become scientists and engineers and ideally will become more
literate citizens in this particular environment.

We also have three interrelated programmatic approaches to
helping improve science literacy. Like NASA and the National Sci-
ence Foundation, we also have a Museum Science Education Pro-
gram we have started several years ago providing competitive
awards to science museums and science centers. Attached to my
formal testimony are the list of awards made both last year and
Just last week in this current fiscal year.

I do want to note that several of these awards ayc jointly spon-
sored with NSF and other private organizations. In fact, we contin-
ually seek out opportunities to leverage our funds with other agen-
cies and with private organizations so that we can bring together
an interesting overview of various issues in science and technology
representing different perspectives.

Our second approach is also beginning to develop along the lines
of assisting in the development of interesting instructional and
public television programming on science and math. And my testi-
mony has numerous examples of what we have done in the past;
let me just cite two. One is the series called Futures, which in-
volves Jaime Escalante, the award-winning teacher from Los Ange-
les, now in Sacramento, which is an instructional series—15-
minute videos on how important math is, no matter whatever
career you choose. The Department, along with NSF and ARCO
and IBM,2 is very much involved in supporting that series, and just
recently PBS has indicated this is the most successful instructional
TV series ever in the history of the system.

We also are involved in underwriting the production of education
materials for a PBS series called The New Explorers, which is
hosted and moderated by Bill Kurtis from Chicago. Bill essentially
illustrates how scientists do science. What we have done through
the Argonne National Laboratory, working in partnership with 14
Chicago-based educational institutions, have developed curricular
materials for use in middle schools that illustrate how science is
actually done, which includes a field trip for the students to actual-
ly see the science described in the particular video that they are
watching.

3Mr. Stephens indicates that the Department of Labor also provides funding for Futures,
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The Chicago education partners include all the museums in Chi-
cago, the two zoos, the planetaria, several research laboratories,
and, of all things, even one of the police precincts as one of the
shows dealt with forensic science.

Both of these series, Futures and New Explorers, are designed to
stimulate student interest in math and science, particularly to indi-
cate how important to them science and particalarly math will be
to whatever future careers that they choose.

Finally, in our public science literacy, we have engaged our lab-
oratories again in outreach programs to their local communities.
Most of our Laboratories not only have partnerships with local
school districts but, as part of that, have partnerships with commu-
nity groups, parents organizations, churches—wherever there are
organizations that would basically benefit from the type of involve-
ment of our scientists in reaching out in a nontraditional way to
parents and their students.

Many of our programs—for example, in Sandia in Albuquerque—
require as a price of admission for a student to participate in a pro-
gram, they have to bring a parent along. And that is absolutely an
interesting way to underscore the connection we need to make with
family life in terms of math and science.

Finally, let me talk briefly about H.R. 4726, which certainly has
very laudable goals. As I have noted, we have continued to expand
the involvement of both science museums and community colleges
in our various programs, and we certainly are actively involved in
seeking out potential collaborative opportunities with NSF, NASA,
and other affiliated agencies involved and the Committee on Edu-
cation and Human Resources that Dr. Brown referred to.

DOE currently has formal memoranda of understanding in sci-
ence education with six Federal agencies—working on a seventh
with the U.S. Department of Agriculture—where we have agreed
to work with our resources, mainly people, to assist those agencies
in achieving their own educational goals by providing the kind of
input from our Laboratories that helps intensify the education ex-
perience provided by the other agencies.

We do believe that the intent of H.R. 4726 is certainly laudable,
but it seems to us that the administrative provisions would be un-
wieldy at best and would not seem to bring any value added to
what is already going on in the relationships between and among
these three agencies.

To summarize, Mr. Chairman, the Department is very much in-
volved, as I hope I have pointed out, in efforts to improve science
and math education, both those that are focused on attracting
more students into careers in science and engineering, but certain-
ly more broadly based on the need to begin to raise public literacy
in science and technology, which I do believe is certainly one of the
more critical problems we face in this whole area of education.
Thank you for the opportunity to be with you.
[The prepared statement of Mr. Stephens follows:]
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Mr. Chairman and Members of the Subcommittee:

1 am pleased to represent the Department of Energy (DOE) in today’s hearing on

H.R. 4726, the Opportunities in Science and Technology Act of 1992.

In my testimony I would like to first highlight the involvement of the DOE in
the national effort to improve mathematics, science, and engineering education
at all levels. I would then like to summarize our concerns with and support

for efforts designed to improve public literacy in science and technology, and

finally, comment briefly on the purposes and provisions of H.R. 4726.

As Members of the Subcommittee know, the Department has been involved in
support for education since the earliest days of the Atomic Energy Commission,
the first predecessor agency to DOE. Some of the first Federally-supported
programs DOE now conducts for undergraduate and graduate students were
initiated by the Atomic Energy Commission in the early 1950s. This tradition )

of support for education continues today.

While historically DOE has always been deeply involved in university-level
research and related education programs, beginning in 1989 the Department made
a major commitment to programs at the pre-university level. This commitment
was made based on the reality that DOE is both a major consumer and supporter
of scientific and engineering talent. However, it is also clear to us that
the current problems affecting the Nation’s precollege science education
system (which have been well documented in previous hearings by this and other
Congressional committees) have major long-term implications for the
Department’s ability to find, recruit, and retain scientifically and

technically educated personnel for future DOE missions. More broadly, a
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scientifically literate public is needed to make well-reasoned decisions about
energy options and to devleop, manage and properly use energy technologies.
The Department, therefore, has a direct stake in the national effort to
improve science and mathematics education at all levels in order to ensure
that sufficient numbers of young peoplie, including women, minorities, and
those with disabilities, pursue careers in scientific and technical fields.
The Hational Energy Strategy seeks to increase Americans’ understanding of the
role of energy in their lives, and its attendant costs and benefits, and to
ensure a reliable supply of highly skilled scientists, engineers, and

technicians in energy-related fields.

Much of the Department’s current support particularly for precollege level
education and related public science 1iteracy programs has grown from
recommendations developed at the "Math/Science Education Action Conference"
held on October 8-10, 1989, at the Lawrence Hall of Science in Berkeley,
California, and co-chaired by the Secretary of Energy, Admiral James Watkins,
and Nobel Laureate Dr. Glenn Seaborg (former Chairman of the Atomic Energy
Commission). This conference was undertaken in direct response to the
Charlottesville Summit Conference on Education where the President and the
Governors developed the National Education Goals. The Berkeley Conference

produced a specific blueprint for action for DOE to become fully engaged in

the effort to achieve the National Education Goals, particularly Goal #4: "By

the year 2000, U.S. students will be the first in the world in science and

mathematics achievement."”
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The DOE strategy for precollege science education heavily relies on the unique

physical and human resources included in the Department’s National

Léborator1e5 and contractor resear h facilities. The nine multi-program DOE

Natfonal Laboratories and over 30 additional specialized research facilities
are, therefore, directly irnvolved in carrying out the Department’s science
education missfion. This unparalleled collection of scientific and technical
facilities and instrumentation along with the thousands of scientists,
engineers, and technicians who work at these world-class institutions have
extraordinary potential for exciting students, teachers, and adults about

science and technology.

Increased use of DOE‘s facilities for precollege studert and teacher programs
became formal Department-wide policy on May 21, 1990, when Secretary Watkins
issued a notice expanding the Department’s education mission. This notice
directed all DOE offices, facilities, and contractors to commit support to
education through such activities as loans of equipment and staff to schools,
education-oriented community service by DOE employees, and Jjoint partnerships
with Federal agencies, schools, businesses, science museums, and other
community partners. As a result of this overall strategy and the full
implementation of the Secretary’s notice, DOE’s precollege initiatives are
fully supportive of the National Education Goals, the National Education
Strategy as embodied in "America 2000,” and the efforts undertaken by other
Tederal agencies in sciance education as coordinated by the Federal
Coordinating Council for Science, Engineering, and Technology Committee on

Education and Human Resources (FCCSET/EHR).
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The array of DOE science education programs, including our efforts on behalf
of public science 1iteracy, is described in the "DOE Education Programs
Catalog" (ccpies of which have been distributed to Members of the
Subcommittee). Just to summarize, in 1991 alone, primarily through these
laboratories and research facilities, DOE sponscred over 800 individually
identified precollege programs that reached over one million students and
educators. In terms of funding for science education, the Department’s budget
request for FY 1993 includes $113.2 million spread among individual DOE
program offices for support of programs directly focused on mathematics,
science, and/or engineering education. Within this total, we estimate that
approximately $4.3 million will be directly spent on public science literacy-

related programs and projects.

Let me now turn specifically to our public science literacy program. First,
there is concern for public science literacy and the need to ensure that all
students and their parents are able to effectively function in a world economy
increasingly dominated by scientific and technical issues. This concern cuts
across all DOE precollege programs. It is our firm belief that the first line
of defense against scientific illiteracy is a well-trained, highly motivated
elementary school teacher with the second and third lines of defense being

teachers at the middle and high school levels.

There are three primary programmatic approaches being taken by DOE to support

public science literacy efforts. These are as follows:
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Museum Science Education Programs:

The Museum. Science Education Program provides up to $1 million annually to
museums for energy-related scientific and technical exhibits and related
education programs. This program provides the Nation’s museums, visited by
more tran 150 million people per year, an opportunity to increase public
science literacy through funding for exhibits, programs, activities, and
technology. The list of awards made in this program in FY 1991 and FY 1992 is

provided for the record.

Public/Instryctional Television Programs:

We are increasingly involved in co-funding public and instructional television
programs that deal in whoie or in part with energy-related scientific ard
technical subjects that are focused on increasing student awareness of the

importance of mathematics and science in their future. These include:

FUTURES- -FUTURES is an instructional television series designed to stimulate
student interest in mathematics. Hosted by teacher Jamie Escalante, the
program shows how mathematics plays an integral part in a range of exciting

careers, from skateboard designs to architecture. The 1991 FUTURES Back to

School Public Broadcasting System (PBS) special was the award-winning "Math .

. . Who Needs It?" featuring Bi11 Cosby. The National Aeronautics and Space
Administration (NASA) will be co-funding with DOE the 192 Back to School PBS

special that will focus on Space.

New Explorers--The "New Explorers” with Bill Kurtis will be entering its third

stuccessful year on PBS. With the help of local teachers and scientists and 14
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institutional “Explorer Partners™ (which are predominantly museums), the DOE
Argonne National Laboratory has developed teaching materials to accompany each
program in the series. Staff at Argonne are coordinating teacher workshops
based at museums throughout the country to introduce the Explorers teachers’
gufdes and to adapt them to the local community. The Knoxville Zoo and Boston

Museum of Science are just two locations for these workshops.

Maqic School Bus--The Magic School Bus is another PBS series, co-funded with
the National Science Foundation (NSF), that will address key science concepts,
systems, content areas, and facts typically taught in elementary schools.

This animated series "stars" Mrs. Frizzle and her students who will take many

exciting field trips through the solar system, to the bottom of the ocean and'

more. Due to the animated nature of the series, much of the often abstract
information relevant to the topics will become alive and touchable to the
cartoon characters and, consequently, be easy for the younger elementary
school students to understand. This series will premiere next fall and is

planned to go "head to head" with the traditional Saturday morning cartoons.

Space Age--Collaboratively, DOE is partially funding, along with NSF and NASA,
the production of "Space Age,™ an eight part, one-hour documentary series for
PBS produced by WQED/Pittsburgh and NHK/Japan in assocfation with the National
Academy of Sciences. This series will take its viewers on an exciting
adventure rich with science, mathematics, engineering history, and new

concepts that have and will continue to come from the space program.
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Edycation Qutreach Programs:

The third programmatic approach taken by the Department of Energy in
supporting science literacy efforts is through the education outreach programs
at the Department-spencored laboratories. Many of these programs are

described in the "Education Programs Catalog." Some examples include:

Brookhaven National Laboratory--Introduction to Computers is a 6-week course
providing an opportunity for people of all ages to understand a computer’s
"thinking”, hardware and software concepts, basic computer programming,
introduction to word processing and spreadsheets, and hands-on software
demonsirations. The program is sponsored jointly by Brookhaven National
Laboratory, along with local churches and school districts with high minority

enrollments.

Lawrence Berkeley Laboratory (LBL)--In their Hands-On Universe Program, LBL
scientists work directly with high school science teachers nationwide. The
teachers learn real science by using a high quality telescope for image
acquisition and by analyzing the data using a professional image processing
system. Sites for this project include the Boston Museum of Science, the
Capitol Children’s Museum, and the Harlem Community Computer Center. Further
funding has been requested from NSF for this project. The Museum of Science

in Boston is also receiving technical assistance in updating their planetarium

education programs through spin-offs from the Hands-On Universe Program.




r r n AC)--As one of several DOE facilities,
SLAC helped develop the “Standard Model of Fundamental Particles and

Interactions.” This wall chart is used in over 50 countries.

Comments on H.R, 4726:

H.R. 4726 cites the essential need for a “"citizenry knowledgeable in science
and technology as the United States enters the 2Ist century.” The important
roles played by both science museums/science centers and the two-year
community colleges in addressing this need are illustrated in the proposed
bill. The need for close interagency c¢llaboration in helping to achieve
public science literacy is aiso noted. As I have pointed out in my testimony,
the Department is committed to assisting in the national effort to improve
public science literacy, and our Museum Education Program is one approach
towards this end. Community colleges also participate in a number of DOE
education programs both through my office’s Freshmen Enrichment Program (which
sponsors summer math/science enrichment institutes on college campuses for
middle school women and minority stu&ents) and through training and
development programs related to the needs of the DOE Office of Environmental
Restoration and Waste Management. We actively seek out potential
collaborative opportunities with NSF, NASA, and other Federal and private
sector agencies in these and many other science education programs. We have
formal "Science Education” Memoranda of Understanding with six Federal
agencies that serve as administrative vehicles for Joint programmatic efforts.
We have close working relationships with the education staff at the National
Science Foundatfon and, as I have noted in my testimony, are irvolved in joint

support for several public science literacy projects.

BEST COFY AVAILABLE
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Therefore, while the intent of H.R. 4726 is laudable, the establishment of a
new joint program administered together by NSF, NASA, and DOE would be

administrative1y unwieldy at best and would also duplicate efforts already

underway. One of the key "spin-offs" of the work of the FCCSET/EHR Committee
has been the develcpment of excellent and ongoing working relationships in
science education between and among the Federal science agencies. We do not
believe that the already strong working relationships among DOE, NSF, and NASA
would be enhanced through this legislation. DOE does not need new authority
to accommodate the legislative intent, and we are already devoting resources
to the types of activities described in the bill. Therefore, H.R. 4726 should

not be acted on favorably.

Mr. Chairman, this completes my statement and [ would be pleased to respond to

any questions that Members of the Subcommittee might have.
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1991 Museum Science Education Program Awards

Exploratorium - San Francisco, CA Goery Delacote
"Exhibit-Based Energy Teaching" - Exhibits Director

on physics and life sciences and guide to

help teachers build table top versions

The Franklin Institution Science William Booth
Museum - Philadelphia, PA Vice President of Exhibits
“Greenhouse Earth: A Traveling Science

Exhibit on Global Climate Change"

St. Louis Science Center - St. Louis, MO Dennis Wint
"Ecology and the Environment" - Exhibition President
gallery and energy science backpack program

E. Tennessee Discovery Center - David Sincerbox
Knoxville, TN Executive Director
"Recycling: You Are The Solution"

-Travelling exhibit and educational program

directed towards middle school students

Austin Children's Museum - Austin, TX Deborah Edward

"'Go Power' A Lively, Interactive Exhibit on Executive Director
Energy"

Oregon Museum of Science and Industry - Marilynn Eichinger
Portland, OR President
"Global Cycles and Changes" - Interactive

exhibits and programming on global issues

Scitech - Aurora, IL Ernest Malamud
"Scitech Clubs for Girl Scouts" Executive Director

The Discovery Museum - Bridgeport, CT Mary Anne Freeman
"Project Energy: A Science Improvement Director
Program for Middle Schools"

California Museum of Science and Industry - Ann Muscat
Los Angeles, CA Deputy Director, C.M.S.I.
"Our Urban Environment" - A permanent exhibit

about environmental issues in urban areas

The Discovery Center of Idaho - Boise, ID Lorette Williams
"Hands On Energy" - Six energy-related Executive Director
exhibits and educational programming.
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1992 Museum Science Education Program Awards

Scitech - Aurora, IL Olivia Diaz
"E=mc2, A Hands-On Exploration of President of the Board
Einstein's Famous Formula"

Exploratorium - San Francisco, CA Robert Semper
“Exploring the Gene: Interactive Executive Associate Director
Exhibits on Genetics and the Human Genome"

New York Hall of Science - Alan Friedman
Flushing Meadows Corona Park, NY Director
vSet Careers Program: An Interactive

Science, Engineering, and Technology

Career Education Exhibit"

New York Zoological Society - Bronx, NY William Conway
"The Living Systems Energy Module" - General Director
Creates an understanding that human
energy places demands on the environment

Science Museum of MR - St. Paul, MN Louise Casagrande
"Green Street: A Comprehensive Urban Energy Senior Vice President
and Environmental Exhipit and Education
Project"

Museum of Science - Boston, MA David Ellis
"Testing the Theory" - Focuses on President and Director
learning through experiments

sD Discovery Center & Aquarium - David Padgett
Pierre, SD President
"Rural America Energy Exploratory" - One

permanent and one travelling exhibit; emphasis

on photovoltaic power

LSU Nuseum of Geoscience - Baton Rouge, LA Ralph Pike
“louisiana Subsurface: Geologic History, Associate Vice Chancellor
Resources, and Hazards"

San Diego Space and Science Foundation - Jeffrey Kirsch
San Diego, CA Executive Director
"1 STARPOWER', an OMNIMAX Film on Thermonuclear

Fusion and the Process of Scientific Discovery"

Lexington Children's Museum - Roger Paige
Lexington, KY Executive Director
“Energy Quest" - Six permanent exhibits

and 48 visitor hands-on workshops; examines

all aspects of energy utilizing "age appropriate"”

teaching materials

Q

ERIC

PAFullToxt Provided by ERIC




45

Mr. THORNTON. Thank you, Mr. Stephens.

Let’s begin by addressing that general issue. As I listened to the
three witnesses this morning, I found a remarkable paralleling of
ideas, and generally it appeared to me to be a willingness to think
that collaboration and working together in a broader interest
might be useful.

Do you gentlemen believe that you could collaborate in a pro-
gram that would mesh the needs of your several agencies as called
for by this bill?

Dr. Brown.

Dr. BrowN. Certainly we can, Mr. Chairman. Yes, I do believe
that we can collaborate in programs because, in fact, we do. We do,
not only through the FCCSET Committee on Education and
Human Resources, which is newer, but we do collaborate in other
aspects.

For example, we have a memorandum of agreement with the De-
partment of Energy in which we carry out various activities. So the
answer is yes, we do and we can.

Mr. THORNTON. That was the impression I had.

Dr. Williams?

Dr. WiLriams. I agree fully. You notice Mr. Stephens made refer-
ence to several projects that are jointly funded by NSF and the De-
partment of Energy. That is quite deliberate. Actually, when we
get proposals we seek collaboration and participation by other
agencies.

But there is something else that we do that is very important,
that is in my written testimony—is that typically for a project that
is several million dollars, the initial award is made by one or more
of the Federal agencies, and then, working with the grantee, what
it also catalyzes is a significant investment from the private sector,
without which—

Mr. THORNTON. It leverages additional support, doesn'’t it?

Dr. WiLLiaMs. Absolutely, yes.

So we were doing this actually prior to the creation of the
FCCSET structure, and, very frankly, as three of the five or six piv-
otal agencies in the FCCSET structure, we are essentially obligated
to collaborate.

Mr. THORNTON. Well, ideally then, structures should follow expe-
rience and, as you learn to collaborate, perhaps have additional
emphasis put on it by calling for a continuation of that.

Dr. WiLLiams. Right.

Mr. THORNTON. Mr. Stephens.

Mr. StepHENS. It actually—a week does not go past that we do
not meet together, to be quite honest, through the FCCSET or
through formal meetings, and collaboration is a natural way of
doing business now in science—

Mr. THORNTON. So that portion of the bill that requires collabora-
tion is not really—it really builds on the experiences that you al-
ready have been using.

Another thing that I would like to address, because I really agree
with you, Dr. Williams, so much on this, that any advances in sci-
ence, any programs, must be considered as a part of a larger educa-
tional goal, that you get in trouble when you put computers in
classrooms and you have not trained the teachers how to apply
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them. You need to have a larger goal, and I would like to ask each
of you the question whether there is anything in this language of
this bill that would in any way restrict or restrain you from apply-
ing the resources that are provided within the bill in accordance
with an outline of a larger educational goal.

Would you like to begin, Dr. Williams, and then we will go to Dr.
Brown and Mr. Stephens.

Dr. WitLiams. Well, if I remember the categories of the bill, it
stipulates that 25 percent of the resources will go to the two-year
colleges. That is not a problem. Twenty-five percent of the funds
would go to science and technology centers. That isn’t a problem.

The component of the bill that specifies specific items of equip-
ment that one would purchase, now the only—that would be prob-
lematic only if it could not be folded in the context of a program,
but if it could be put in the context of a program—I mean the
audio-visual equipment, per se, NSF isn’'t going to—we don’t do
that. We don’t provide categorical pieces of equipment. We try to
provide a program for students, parents, and other participants.
Now if that equipment is integral to it, that is not a problem.

Mr. THOrNTON. And indeed that is something that the bill pro-
vides that is not presently done, and that is to move toward equip-
ment or facilities that are needed.

Dr. WirLiams. That is right.

Mr. THORNTON. So it would encourage doing that, and then the
question would be whether you all could provide the leadership to
make sure that that equipment does not go into programs except
those that have a broader educational base. :

Dr. WiLLiaMS. Yes.

Mr. THorNTON. Dr. Brown, how do you react to that?

Dr. BRowN. My views, Mr. Chairman, are essentially those of Dr.
Williams. Yes, it can be accommodated within the existing pro-
grams. I don't see anything in there that is really counter to it.

I would say that in terms of our strategy in NASA, we have
opted to place our emphasis on other kinds of activities in terms of
loans of equipment and exhibits and technical assistance rather
than upgrading facilities and equipment, per se. It isn’t that we
could not do so, but we chose to emphasize our strengths.

Mr. THORNTON. Yes.

Mr. Stephens.

Mr. StepHENS. I think Dr. Brown has hit on a key point, and that
is technical assistance. When we provide equipment loans or grants
of equipment to schools, particularly K-12 schools, we really do
need to follow up with assistance to help the teachers really utilize
the equipment in their own classroom experiences. And that is not
an easy task. It really does require fairly constant follow-on. That
is something that our laboratories have been particularly good at,
and something that I think we would want to make sure would be
cpéltinued in whatever kind of equipment programs one might con-
sider.

Mr. THORNTON. Speaking for myself, I'm very concerned at the
lowering of interest in science and engineering as a career. As
people move from the seventh grade level, where maybe a third of
all students would like to pursue that, and as they get into high
school grades and begin to make choices, that drops precipitously,
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go that as a portion of our educated population base this country is
faltering by comparison with some of our companions. And for that
reason there are several of us who are looking for ways of really
emphasizing at that formative time in a young person’s career
choice the excitement of being involved in science.

I think each of you are saying that, and yet, Dr. Williams, $12
million out of a §465 million funding to the Directorate, the appro-
priate figures for each of the others, I just wonder whether we are
making enough of an emphasis upon attacking this question at this
particular point in the development of our scientific base.

Mr. Stephens, would you like to begin with a response to that,
and we will go back down the row.

Mr. StepHENS. I think you are absolutely correct, in looking at
the recent statistics on the lack of interest on careers in science
and engineering by many of our best young people who score very
highly on the SAT scores, particularly the math scores. And there
is certainly evidence that even as early as third and fourth grade,
students begin to turn off on math particularly and certainly that
accelerates at the middle school years. And to tackle that problem
does require a concerted interagency and private sector effort with
the schoois very much involved, and a critical element—it clearly
comes down still to be teachers.

That is why I think you will find all three agencies here very
much involved. And our first priority is providing support for
teacher enhancement, and that is something that we have worked
closely on together. And if you don’t have a well trained, well moti-
vated teacher, able to deal with that particular subject, then that
will begin a turn-off of students earfier than we would care to
admit.

Mr. THORNTON. And also leveraging of support from the commu-
nity base is important, is it not?

Mr. STEPHENS. You are absolutely right, Mr. Chairman. Again,
part of what I think DOE has been able to bring to the table here
is a strong reliance on volunteerism. Qur scientists and engineers
at the Laboratories spend a lot of their time after hours—working
after hours in schools and museums and community centers men-
toring and counseling. So what we really are describing is an en-
compassing program that starts with a formal process of school
education in the classroom, moves out into the community, muse-
ums, science centers, 4-H programs, for example, community hous-
ing programs.

You have got to get the kids where they are at, and if they are
not at home, then they are going to be out in the community, and
you need to deal with them there. And at home you hopefully have
some interesting opportunities for family members to get involved
in science and math, which is one of the reasons why we are very
much involved in family-oriented programs around our Laborato-
ries.

Mr. Ti#orNTON. Thank you.

Dr. Williams.

Dr. WiLLiams. In agreement with Mr. Stephens, there is no ques-
tion that within at least NSF and, as you referenced, the total
budget, the two highest priorities are as follows: increasing the
skills, preparation, and knowledge base of elementary, middle, and
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high school math and science teachers who are already in the work
force. That is the highest priority. It takes the largest share of the
resources.

That is immediately followed by provision, to the extent to which
the Foundation can make a contribution here, provision for cur-
riculum and instruction materials. So a substantial fraction of the
budget is used for that consistent with our priorities.

That is followed by a host of other priorities, and certainly the
broad issue of science literacy, science awareness, involving par-
ents, et cetera, is important. But primacy is assigned, to use the hy-
pothetical seventh grader, to what takes place in the day-to-day
classrooms as that youngster attempts to learn science and mathe-
matics, and that is the formal classroom.

Now if you go through this prioritize exercise, the resource hase
is not 400-odd million dollars once you get beyond those three or
four priorities. And among the remaining activities, I want to
assure this committee that undergraduate education in general,
but especially the two-year college sector for the reason Mr. Ste-
phens has indicated—the broad number of students that it serves—
is a higher priority, as is the broad area of informal science educa-
tion.

But I want to make it very clear that the highest priorities are
the two that I just indicated, and that’s where the lion’s share of
the resources go.

Mr. THORNTON. Dr. Brown.

Dr. BRowN. Mr. Chairman, if you would just indulge me for one
second, something 1 forgot earlier: I would like to introduce Mr.
Frank Owens immediately behind me.

Mr. THORNTON. We are delighted to have Mr. Frank Owens.

Dr. BROWN. Mr. Owens is the director of NASA’s Education Divi-
sion. He and I have worked together closely for the past nearly six
years, and he is a very fine director of that program.

Mr. THORNTON. We are very pleased to have Mr. Owens here.

Dr. BRown. With respect to the question, there are three points I
would make on it. One is that I think that parents play a very crit-
ical role in encouraging students to be more scientifically and tech-
nologically literate, and I think we need to put more emphasis. I
think if parents could understand how their microwave oven
worked, if a father appreciates the fact that there are T70-some com-
puters in his car, and develop a comfort level of the technology and
science around them—I think that becomes a part of sort of the in-
frastructure of a family and kids are not so much afraid of it.

There are those who would say that perhaps our kids are out
ahead of the parents, but I would make that case.

Secondly, I think that we need to put even more effort on
making science and technology more user friendly by examples of
how it applies, as Dr. Williams indicates, to everyday life, and I
think as Federal agencies we need to continue to work hard to tie
what we are doing into the courses that are being taught in school.

For example, one of our missions last year, the Astro-1 Mission,
involves the electromagnetic spectrum. Well, that is a concept that
is taught in middle school, and we developed teachers’ guides and
educational materials around that particular activity. So I think
that is an example of something that we need to continue to do.
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And then finally, when you look at our NASA budget for educa-
tion, about 45 percent of our budget is devoted to informal educa-
tion, and we think that is an appropriate mix.

Mr. THORNTON. Well, I don’t want to take more time. We have
other Members here who have questions. I do want to make the ob-
servation that I hear each of you expressing with enthusiasm the
importance of the subject matter which is addressed by this bill
and the capability of your agency, not only individually but work-
ing together, to move forward with this kind of a program. In fact,
you are doing it on your own to some degree, though maybe not as
much in facilities and equipment as the bill would need. And I
really like that.

The only question I have is why, if that is such a good idea, you
wouldn’t like to have a little more money to do it with, and I be-
lieve I will just at this point recognize the gentleman from Mary-
land, Mr. Gilchrest, for such questions as he may have.

Mr. GiLcHrEsT. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I'm not going to make any comment at this point about the va-
lidity of the bill, but what I would like to ask—and several of you
have alluded to it—unless you have e schoolteacher—back up just
a second. The parents are the ones that instill the curiosity in the
children. I don’t know how we pay for that. But a schoolteacher
has to be motivated, has to have the skill, and has to have the
knowledge, and there’s many references to passing through fifth
graders or seventh graders, and all of that needs to take place, and
you emphasize that the teacher needs to be motivated.

How do you reach the teachers not only in two-year schools or
four-year schools, but on a continuing basis five years later, six
years later, 10 years later, when they begin to literally in some in-
stances burn out or don’t get motivated? The teacher that teaches
those seventh graders has to, in my opinion, on an annual basis be
exposed to the latest information available so that they can go
back in September and be more motivated and more confident
about what they have.

Is there a way-—and I know it is pretty much up to the school
district themselves to find ways to do this—but can some of this
money be created or organized in suck a way that colleges can par-
ticipate throughout the country so that on an annual basis school-
teachers from kindergarten to the twelfth grade can have a work-
shop or a seminar for three or four days on a regular basis so that
when they go back in September they are ready to go?

Dr. BRowN. Go ahead.

Mr. WiLLiAMS. Please.

Dr. BrowN. All right. Yes, I would like to say a couple of things
on that, on both aspects of the question, which I think you are
right on target. One of our programs focuses on teachers who are
planning to become teachers. We happen to believe—and I think
we have some pretty good evidence of that—that aeronautics and
space can be a stimulus not only for students but for adults as well.
And we have awarded grants to several schools of education on a
pilot basis to incorporate aeronautics and space concepts into the
courses that the teahers are taking so that when those teachers
graduate from college, regardless as to where they go or their spe-
cialty area, they will have been exposed to a body of knowledge
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and information about aeronautics and space that they can inte-
grate into the courses that they take.

Secondly, we have a rather extensive teacher workshop program
where our mobile aerospace education specialists visit schools
around the country during the year and conduct teacher work-
shops, particularly in summer. We reach about 20,000 or so teach-
ers each year through these workshops.

And then finally, as an outreach to teachers who are actually in
practice, we have a set of video conferences that are interactive,
that we downlink to schools and teacher groups around the coun-
try. The most recent one we did, for example, was on the high
speed civil transport aircraft that we are working on at our Lang-
ley Research Center, and we presented that to teachers in an inter-
active mode on our video broadcast.

So those are three examples of ways in which we seek to reach
teachers both at the beginning of their careers and during their ca-
reers.

Dr. WiLLIAMS. Just one addendum to Dr. Brown’s comment. That
is a very important program for exactly the purpose you have in
mind. NSF has programs, as does Energy—in fact, almost all of the
16 Federal agencies involved in the education and human resources
FCCSET structure. But there are also programs in other sectors. So
if you take the total collage of activities that are being provided to
teachers, it is impressive, but nonetheless there are gaps. There are
still Efachers, particularly in nonurban areas, who are not being
served.

Under a recent memorandum of agreement that NSF entered to
collaborate with the Department of Education, which has the Ei-
senhower Act math and science education monies—what we are at-
tempting to do is essentially build what you are describing, work-
ing with the local communities which actually must take the initia-
tive, but to make sure that there is at least one per year several-
day workshops for elementary, middle, and high school mix teach-
ers for this enrichment you just described, and it is integral to
their employment. It takes place on an annual basis. It is not epi-
sodic; it is not occasional; it is not a function of whether one is in-
terested or whether it is available.

We have a lot of programs—what I'm attempting to say—in
place. We don’t have an organized system for prevision of those
programs to the teachers, so that is what we are attempting to do
presently.

The point you make is exceedingly important, because by these
annual infusions one can essentially defer, probably permanently,
the major expenditure that would be requi -d for a substantial
overhaul of a middle school math teacher five years hence who has
actually not remained current.

Mr. STEPHENS. Just one modest way in terms of my Department
helping in this problem: We do bring in teachers from all over the
country to spend an entire summer actually doing research at DOE
National Laboratories. And we have found that the school districts
who carefully select those teachers select them on the basis of
future leadership potential to becorae role models for other teach-
ers in a particular area of, say, physics and chemistry or math.
And providing them with a research experience, working hand in
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glove with our scientists—that rubs off for quite a period of time
both in recharging their batteries and enabling them to take ad-
vantage of what is going on in real science and putting it back into
the classroom in ways that maybe the textbooks won’t really deal
with for 10, 15, maybe as long as 15 years.

It is a modest initiative but will be expanded next summer to in-
clude other Federal Laboratories. So over time we should be able to
provide a fair number of teacher contacts, if you will, in real sci-
ence, which I think is part of the whole process of change.

Mr. GiLcHREST. Thank you, gentlemen. I leave here optimistic.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. THORNTON. Thank you, Mr. Gilchrest.

Next in order of appearance at our committee was the gentleman
from Illinois, Mr. Fawell.

Mr. FAweLL. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I wan* to first of all congratulate the witnesses. I think a mo-
mentous occurrence has taken place this morning that I have ob-
served, and that is that indeed as the chairman has indicated there
is in a sense an offer of additional Federal funds, and each of you
have indicated, though without any doubt in my mind, you are
deeply concerned with science education and certainly doing a lot
collaboratively in cooperation, et cetera, et cetera. But—and I don't
remember many times that I have heard testimony like this where
you have said such things as, there is duplication of efforts, we are
already doing this, already strong working relationships in science
education, would not be enhanced by this legislation, does not need
new authority, already have funds to carry out many of the bill’s
activities, and even the statement, “In these times of shrinking
budgets, agencies like NASA must carefully economize to ensure
that they can conduct their mission.”

Now I congratulate you, and I'm deeply interested too. We have
a sci-tech private science center that was created really by the ef-
forts of Fermi, and it is deing wonderfully, and it could use more
equipment, no question about that, and they have a tremendous
educational program going.

But I can’t help but relate, there was a Dr. Payne—I don't know
the full story—an academician, I believe, from Yale who recently
came up with a study and said that in 99 percent of the hearings in
Congress where people are asking for or where a bill proposes more
spending—99 percent are people who support that bill—the admin-
istrators from agencies, lobbyists, groups, who understandably are
there testifying on behalf of, yes, more money is needed and we
know how to spend it, and so forth and so on. One percent of testi-
mony comes from people who will  ve the negative view that the
money ought not to be spent. Weli, chat percentage has just been
thrown out the window in this hearing.

And I know, Mr. Chairman, you did observe in a very practical
and correct observation—I can't quote you completely, but you had
said that all of these gentlemen are testifying with enthusiasm.

But why—why you wouldn’t want to have a little more money is
baffling.

Mr. THorRNTON. Would the gentleman yield for just a moment?

Mr. FAWELL. Yes,
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Mr. THorNTON. And also the more fundamental question, and
that is the direction of the resources and whether the education
needs that these gentlemen are doing such a fine job with are re-
ceiving the proper emphasis within the budget allocations.

Mr. FAWELL. Yes, and I don’t mean to be at all critical, but I just
think it is—we do have a terribly difficult situation, and I would
question whether or not Appropriations would ever pick up this au-
thorization anyway.

But would you care to comment on my observation?

Dr. WiLLiams. Yes, I would like to comment on it, and I mean
this quite seriously. I was not sure that I was asked specifically the
question of whether 1 desired more money without any other type
of—the answer to that question is yes, to the extent to which it is
obviously consistent with our priorities.

What 1 tried to convey is the following. We have given several
examples, and, in fact, what we are doing is more substantial than
that, because the FCCSET structure really obligates us to do it. We
are all committed to a science literacy program, every agency, and
each of us have to bring our budgets to that process. This is not an
“if you desire to participate” process. NASA’s total informal or sci-
ence literacy budget for next year as a request, as is NSF's and En-
ergy’s and all the other agencies, are there to equal a total pro-
gram, and we have agreed generally on what we hope to accom-
plish. So the collaboration among the agencies is occurring and ac-
tually is going to increase. So one issue in terms of why I thought
the bill wasn't necessary was to create the structure.

You see, right now we are not obligated to go through joint re-
views. I receive a proposal, my staff reviews it, I contact Stevenson
and his people and ask if you want to cofund this project. So it is
one review, it is not a three-agency process. So it has no bearing on
his administrative cost if I handle it or vice versa. That was one
issue, the creation of the structure, whether we could, in fact, do
precisely what you are asking without the three-agency administra-
tion.

The other point was—that I made, was that indeed equipment is
important, yes, but I insist that such expenditures are going to
be—could lead to the desired outcome if they are put in the context
of a program. So the bill did not necessarily say expand the pro-
grams in science and technology centers or community colleges, it
spoke to specific equipment items. And I'm not disagreeing with
those equipment items. I'm simply making the comment that, from
our perspective, that should be framed in the context of what it is
that you are attempting to do programmatically.

Those are the major points. I was not suggesting anything that is
inconsistent with our current level of enthusiasm for this effort.

Mr. FaweLL. No, nor did I think so. I think it is just so unusual
that people will pass up the opportunity to acquire more money.
That seems to be a very human characteristic that we find all too
evident in Congress, and I just wanted to make some observations
on it.

Dr. Brown or Mr. Stephens, would you care to comment? You
don’t have to.

Mr. StepHENS. If I might add just from our perspective, it doesn’t
take a lot of money to go a long way. Just one example: 1 men-
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tioned the Chicago Science Explorers Program that Argonne has
taken the lead on. That is about half a million dollars a year direct
funds. It reaches 15,000 kids every year. That is quite a leveraging
quotient, if you think about that, because most of the work is
really done on a voluntary basis by folks who are going to be paid
anyway to do their job, working with teachers, with museum ex-
perts, and what-have-you. So those limited funds go a very long
way, and I think that probably describes many of ocur initiatives
that essentially take advantage of basically the voluntary ap-
proach.

Dr. Brown~. Well, Congressman, I quite agree that when you look
at the scope of the problem in this country and what we are trying
to deal with, we certainly need all the resources that can be gar-
nered to do that. However, we are very much aware that there is
really a tough competition for resources in today's environment,
and we find ourselves really lcoking for opportunities to leverage
what we do and to do it betier and differently without necessarily
raising the price tag on il. So we have really taken that to heart,
and it ig difficult to do, but we are really taking it seriously.

We have a new administrator in our agency, Mr. Dan Goldin.
And our new administrator talks almost daily about how we can do
it smaller, faster, and cheaper, and so we are taking that to heart.

Mr. FawegLL. I think maybe the community colleges might have a
different viewpoint and some of the very fine science centers also.

Well, thank you very much. I did enjoy your testimony.

Mr. THorNTON. Thank you very much, Mr. Fawell.

Our ranking member, Mr. Packard.

Mr. PAckARrD. I'll be brief.

I think the realities are-——and Mr. Brown perhaps expressed it
well in answer to your question, Mr. Fawell—the realities are that
these gentlemen know and understand the constraints that tk's
committee has to deal with in terms of providing additional funds.
We are doing, I think, rather well if we can simply keep level fund-
ing rather than sustained reductions in funding. And so, in fact, I
think most of these three brethren realize that these requirements
in this bill will come out of existing authorization very likely, and
my question then would be what, in fact, would that requirement
do to your existing programs and your existing efforts that you
have already outlined. And I think that you could each outline how
it weuld force you to perhaps reduce your flexibility and maybe
even reduce some of your efforts, if you had to fulfill the require-
ments of this bill with existing authorizations.

Dr. Williams, you might—TI'll only ask one of you to respond to
that perhaps.

Dr. WiLLiams. Well, we have taken, I think, as this committee is
aware, a very careful and deliberate approach to all our programs.
In trying to pricritize them, I stated earlier where we assign prima-
cy, which I say without apology, first to teachers and second to cur-
riculum and et cetera, finally to our sixteenth priority. Clearly it
would require—it would reduce the flexibility, to be sure, but also
it would certainly require reducing the budget for some ongoing ac-
tivities so—which is imnportant. So whatever the activity was, the
scope of it would be reduced. That is the consequence.
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Now recall that in the relative scheme of things—now, remem-
ber it is not only science and technology centers—the program, the
budget that, thanks to the responsiveness—the actions of the Con-
gress that supports the activities, at least in the science and tech-
nology centers, that budget has essentially doubled in two fiscal
years. So it is not a fixed situation against which we have tried to
do more.

Is it adequate? Obviously not, to be sure. But one of the conse-
quences of it is what Mr. Packard has just indicated, and that is all
I would have. That is the only option I would have, because there
is no discretionary component of our budget waiting to be applied
to a priority. They are all committed to some existing operation.

Mr. Packarp. Thank you very much.

Let me ask you a specific question with regard to your testimony,
Dr. Williams. In your testimony, written testimony, you included a
chart that outlines $3.35 million for community colleges or two-
year colleges.

Dr. WiLLiams. Right.

Mr. Packarp. How did you come to that figure? Is it an adequate
amount, and does it accomplish the goals that your agency has set
for community colleges in this area?

Dr. WirLiams. No, it does not, sir. In fact, as I pointed out, and
one of the reasons I wanted to exhibit it, I wanted to make a larger
point, that this refers to the global needs of the two-year colleges—
community—which two years ago was even a million dollars less
than this. I have actually been—I have increased it, really almost
doubled it, in two years, and I would submit, as I said in my open-
ing testimony, we are ir the early phases of what has to be a con-
tinuing, growing enterrrise. It is a sector that did not receive ade-
quate attenticn earlie’, and I have to rebuild it. But that rebuild-
ing has taken place— -ebuilding and support—in the context of not
a healthy, growing Ludget, but we have been creative in terms of
funding it. I'm going to be substantially in excess of 85 [awards]—
what I show on this table—at the end of fiscal year 92 and, as you
probably know, we have in the directorate now, as Fellows, as visi-
tors, eight faculty members from community colleges, two-year in-
stitutions, quite deliberately to assist us in programming for the
future but also, quite frankly, for them to become expert in how to
be successful in NSF grants exercise.

So it is inadequate, but our long-term plan to be realized follow-
ing the next three to five years is to have that number three or
four times its level.

Mr. Packarp. Thank you.

Dr. Brown, I am aware of NASA’s budgetary constraints, as most
of our agencies have and I also know that your community college
initiatives focus on the career-specific course work and the hands-
on work experience programs. Are you satisfied with the focus that
NASA has in terms of their community college initiatives?

Dr. BrowN. Mr. Packard, I am satisfied that we are increasing
that effort. I think it would be fair to say that historically, across
the board, we have not invested heavily in community colleges.
The emphasis that I described in our testimony, with the exception
of two or three places, represents a new emphasis that we have put
in place in the past two to three years, and we have really become
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more consciously aware of that aspect of academe, academe and
the number of students that are involved in the process. And we
have also looked very closely at our own requirements in terms of
technicians that we rely on very heavily, and that is a very rich
resource for it.

Mr. Packarp. Do you seek out the community colleges, or do
they apply to you for participation in your programs?

Dr. BrowN. I would say it has been a combination of both. I
would say that more recently it has been perhaps more at our initi-
ative.

Mr. PAckArD. And you prett: well—you try to identify those col-
leges that are doing or have programs that blend into your initia-
tives. Is that what I understand?

Dr. BRowN. That is correct. And it is not only those that already
have programs, but we are interested in capacity building. Those
who are interested, like the one I described at our Johnson Space
Flight Center in Houston. In working with those community col-
leges, it involves industry, NASA personnel, and the community
college faculty in designing a curriculum that would cover the
areas of our interest.

Mr. PackarDp. Does that generally take on regional or geographic
considerations?

Dr. BRowN. That one is more immediate to that area. The one
that—the effort in community colleges that is more regional, it
plays itself out in our National Space Grant College and Fellowship
Program, to which I spoke earlier, where we have a consortia of
colleges and universities. And in these consortia a number of com-
munity colleges are members.

Mr. Packarp. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Thank you, gentlemen.

Mr. THorNTON. Thank you, Mr. Packard, and I want to thank
each of our witnesses for your good testimony. I would like to clari-
fy for the purpose of the record that unless one of you wishes to
correct this, that there is no requirement for multiple peer review
of grants, that it could be done collaboratively with one review
rather than having a multiplicity. I do not think anyone said that,
but yet there was—perhaps an inference might have been drawn
from the testimony that that cumbersome mechanism would be
- needed.

Dr. WiLLiaMs. Right.

Mr. THORNTON. I want to thank you again for your testimony
and ask that you—would you be willing to respond to such ques-
tions in writing as the staff may direct to you?

Dr. BRowN. We certainly would. Thank you.

Mr. THorNTON. Thank you.

Our next panel will consist of Mr. Jeffrey Rudolph, the executive
director of the California Museum of Science and Industry, Los An-
geles, and he is a member of the board of directors of the Associa-
tion of Science-Technology Centers; Mrs. Fran Rooker, who is
chairperson of the Fund Raising Committee of the Council for Com-
munity Enrichment, of Radford, Virginia; and Dr. George Boggs,
chairman-elect of the board of directors of the American Associa-
tion of Community and Junior Colleges, and superintendent and
president of Palomar Community College, San Marcos, California.
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Mr. PAackArp. Mr. Chairman, before I let it slip, when I intro-
duced Dr. George Boggs, I said he was the dean of the school. I rec-
ognize that that is a demotion, and I didn’t intend tc do that.

Mr. THORNTON. As a matter of fact, for academicians, being dean
is considerably higher than being an administrator.

Mr. Packarp. Well, I wanted to set the record straight. He is
president of the college and has been president of the college for
several years.

Mr. THorNTON. Indeed. And actually the highest rank in acade-
mia is not an administrative rank. It is a teaching rank. The pro-
fessor, the teacher, is the person to whom all others defer, and I'm
sure that Dr. Boggs would agree that at any institution the profes-
sor is where the action really centers.

Mr. Packarp. I think the panel ought to know that that is
spoken by a president of a college—a past president of a college,
and I think he recognizes where the priorities really are.

Mr. THorNTON. Yes, sir. Yes, sir.

We will proceed by asking Mr. Rudolph to testify first, then Mrs.
Rooker, and then Dr. Boggs.

Without objection, your prepared testimony as submitted to the
committee will be received and made a complete and full part of
the record of this hearing, and I would like to ask that each of you
summarize, insofar as possible, your testimony.

Mr. Rudolph.

STATEMENTS OF JEFFREY RUDOLPH, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR,
CALIFORNIA MUSEUM OF SCIENCE AND INDUSTRY, LOS ANGE-
LES, CALIFORNIA, AND MEMBER OF BOARD OF DIRECTORS,
ASSOCIATION OF SCIENCE-TECHNOLOGY CENTERS; FRAN
ROOKER, CHAIRPERSON, FUND RAISING COMMITTEE, COUNCIL
FOR COMMUNITY ENRICHMENT, RADFORD, VIRGINIA; AND
GEORGE BOGGS, CHAIR-ELECT OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS,
AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF COMMUNITY AND JUNIOR COL-
LEGES, AND SUPERINTENDENT/PRESIDENT, PALOMAR COM-
MUNITY COLLEGE, SAN MARCOS, CALIFORNIA

Mr. RuboLpd. Mr. Chairman and members of the subcommittee,
thank you for the opportunity to testify today on H.R. 4726. The
California Museum of Science and Industry is situated in South
Central Los Angeles and serves a visitor population that mirrors
the ethnic diversity of California. We are accessible to all visitors,
whether they come from across the street or across the Nation.

While recent events have focused national attention on the re-
building of Los Angeles, we at the Museum of Science and Industry
are ourselves rebuilding. Last year, in response to concerns about
the seismic safety of our existing facilities, the State appropriated
$41.3 million to renovate or replace existing museum buildings.

At the sam~ time, we have formed a unique partnership with the
Los Angeles Unified School District and the University of Southern
California to build a science museum school designed to change the
way children in Los Angeles learn about science. Rather than in a
magnet school that selects only the highly talented and motivated,
this will be an inner city, neighborhood elementary school where
students will learn through active participation in a curriculum
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that focuses on science and math. Thirty million dollars has been
committed for construction of the school.

While the school is not a magnet school for children, we view it
as a magnet school for teachers. In preparation for participation in
the science museum science project, the University of Southern
California’s School of Education is adding a master’s degree pro-
gram in science education. They plan to use the science museum
school as their professional practice school.

The partners also plan to seek funding for a science education
resource center which would evaluate and disseminate the lessons
learned in the school and museum. It is planned as a vital testing
lab for new ideas, a training ground for teachers both pre-service
and in-service, and as a center for improving the teaching of sci-
ence and math throughout the district, the region, and beyond.

As a member of the Association of Science and Technology Cen-
ters, the California Museum of Science and Industry is one of more
than 250 science and technology centers and museums committed
to improving science education and enhancing science literacy. The
membership of ASTC has grown dramatically, with the number of
institutions serving the public doubling in a decade, and our audi-
ence is now reaching more than 75 million a year.

This growth has precipitated tremendous pressure on existing fa-
cilities and equipment. Much of the equipment installed when most
of these centers opened in the 1970’s and early eighties is now obso-
lete. Dramatic advances in equipment provide opportunities to
present many topics in science and technology for the first time.
Other improvements in equipment make educational programs
l;;ef)fx"table or make them possible at far lower operating costs than

ore.

Numerous science centers and museums envision new experien-
tial learning spaces and facilities. My written testimony includes
examples of the potential uses of new equipment and facilities pro-
vided by science centers and museums from across the Nation.

While science centers are largely supported by private funding
and earned revenue, Federal support has been important for the
development of a number of new exhibits and programs, which you
heard about earlier. One area not supported at the Federal level is
that of facilities and equipment, except where that equipment is
provided for as part of a specific exhibit.

We look forward to an extended partnership between science
centers and the three major civilian-related Federal agencies in our
efforts to increase science literacy and encourage children to
pursue careers in science.

As an example, the California Museum of Science and Industry
Partnership may look to the funds made available by H.R. 4726 to
help build the science education resource center to ensure that
what we learn in our school can be disseminated much more
widely. With new state-of-the-art equipment and facilities, science
centers can significantly expand innovative programs and reach
audiences currently not served. We believe that the impact of H.R.
4726 will be extensive, creating new experience in science for stu-
dents, teachers, and adults.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Rudolph follows:]
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Jeffrey N. Rudolph is Executive Director.of the California
Museum of Science of Industry in Los Angeles. The
museum is dedicated to stimulating the interest of young
people in pursuing further education and careers in science
and technology and serves an ethnically diverse sudience
of approximately 2 million visitors a year. He also serves
on the Board of Directors of the Association of Science-
Technology Centers.

The Association of Science-Technology Centers (ASTC) is
an international, nonprofit organization of over 400
museums and affiliated institutions dedicated to increasing
the public’s understanding of science and technology.
Science centers and museums engage over 75 million
visitors annually in informal science learning through
intriguing activities and interactive exhibits—-they
encourage hands-on explorations of scientific phenomena.
In addition, science centers serve as educational resources
to teachers and schools, families, and community groups.
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SUPPORT FOR H.R. 4726

OPPORTUNITIES IN SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY ACT OF 1992

The California Museurn of Science and Industry is situated in south-central Los
Angeles and serves a visitor population that mirrors the ethnic diversity of California.
It is accessible to all visitors whether they come from across the street or across the
nation.

Recent events have focused national attention on the rebuilding of Los Angeles. The
California Museum of Science and Industry is itself rebuilding. Last year, in response
to concerns about the seismic safety of our existing facilities, the State appropriated
$41 million to renovate or replace existing museum buildings.

At the same time, the Museum has formed a unique parinership with the Los
Angeles Unified School District and the University of Southemn California to build a
Science Museum School designed to change the way the city’s children learn about
science. Rather than a magnet school that selects only the highly talented and
motivated, this will be an inner-city, neighborhood elementary school where students
Jearn through active participation in a curriculum that focuses on science and
mathematics. The state has committed $30 million for construction.

Children are not the only focus of our efforts. In preparation for its participation in
the Science Museum School, USC's School of Education is adding a master’s degree

program in science education and plans to use the School as its professional practice
school.

The partners also plan to seek funding for a Science Education Resowce Center
which would evaluate and disseminate the lessons learned in the school and
museum. It is planned as a vital testing lab for new ideas, a training ground for
teachers (both pre-service and in-service), and a center for improving the teaching of
science and math throughout the district and the state.

Across the Nation

As a member of Association of Science-Technology Centers (ASTC), the California
Museum of Science and Industry is one of more than 250 science-technology centers
and museums committed to improving science education and enhancing science
literacy. The membership of ASTC has grown dramatically, with the number of
institutions serving the public doubling in a decade, and audiences now reaching
more than 75 million a year.
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This growth has precipitated tremendous pressure on existing facilities and
equipment:

1) Much of the equipment installed when most of these centers opened in the 1970's
and early 1980's is now obsolete. Audio-visual equipment such as slide and film
projectors, sound systems, and video equipment is now at the end of its useful life.
Even equipment which continues to function has high maintenance costs. Replacing
this equipment with up-to-date technology will improve the quality of presentations
and reduce operating costs.

2) Dramatic advances in equipment provide opportunities to present many topics in
science and technology for the first time. For example, computer simulations and
large-scale video can show students and the public what happens in the heart of the
atom, how a bumblebee flies, how a computer works, or what it is like in the far
reaches of deep space. Other improvements in equipment make educational
programs portable, or make them possible at far lower operating costs than before.
For example:

. Starlab portable planetariums cost one-tenth what permanent facilities
cost, and can be set up in schools, or even rented to individual teachers
for classroom use.

Easy-View microscopes are less expensive than comparable convertional
microscopes, are nearly indestructible, and are easily used by children
and adults.

Digistar computer/video projectors present the night sky as seen not
only from Earth but from out in the Mitky Way looking back through
the Big Dipper towards the Sun and Earth. The excitement of space
research, the Hubble telescope, and cosmology can be represented with
direct, easily understood graphic images for the first time.

Video projection equipment allows images from a microscope, a
telescope, or a live demonstration to be secen, not by one person or a
small group, but by hundreds at the same time. The inteilectual
stimulation of live scientific observation is now available to vastly more
people than ever before.

Powerful new desktop computers and software manage school group
reservations, billing, payroll, and teaching schedules more quickly,
cheaply, and accurately than by hand, allowing museums to put more
of their resources into delivering these services, and less into paper
shuffling.

Satellite communication systems permit students to witness scientific
exploration on location and to interact with scientists around the world.
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Telecommunication technology and CAD systems would substantially
expand public program activities and benefit new exhibit design.

3) Numerous science centers and museums envision new, experiential learning
spaces and facilities: technology labs where students develop and experience their
own virtua) reality environments; tech stations for simulation of scientific
experiments at the bottom of the ocean or in outer space; chemistry and biology labs
for exploring the sciences of materials and life; and places where the public can
apprediate, even try out, the new advanced materials and products of technology
transfer.

H. R. 4726 — Catalyst for Improving Science Education

While science centers are largely supported by private funding and earned revenue,
federal support has been important for the development of a number of new exhibits
and programs. One area not supported at the federal level is that of equipment and
facilities. The "Opportunities in Science and Technology Act of 1992 would
authorize such support.

We look forward to a partnership between science centers and the three major
science-related federal agencies in our efforts to increase science literacy and
encourage children to pursue careers in science. For example, the California Museum
of Science and Industry partnership may look to the funds made available by FL.R.
4726 to help build the Science Education Resource Center. At most science centers,
new state-of-the-art equipment and facilities can significantly expand innovative
programs and reach audiences currently not served.

The impact of H.R. 4726 will be extensive; creating new experiences in science for
students, teachers, and adults.
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o crafis represented by the vanous exhibe-
tions  Compuler programmers are warking
1nhe technology center 200keepers and
2 100logists are tending the animals workers
from 3 bigycle factory assembie bicycies it
front of the chuldren's ¢yes. anda Japanese
- mother prepares a meal and Cames o a tea
ceremony in the Japanese house  Even the
designers and the mauners of the extubi-
tions ply thewr trade directly atont ofthe
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skilis Thus, the team assembling the bicy-
e might consist of hafl 3 dozer yo-ngsters.
whose tasks r2ege trom locating ang biting
together parts lo inspecting (he newly
assembled Sysiems o fevising a mantsal o
prepanng adverlising copy The assessment
of leatning also assumes 3 vanely of forms.
1anging krom studgrts montonag thes can
‘eatnung by keeping 3 joutnat to Ine “test ol
the street”-does the icycle alualy oteiate
satsstactority. and does «t ind any buyers?
Becanse the cider people on the iearm. of
“coaches.” are Skitied professionals wio see
themssives as traming fut sre members of
Ineif trade. the reasons fe actvities are
clear, he standards are high and satistac-
tion flows from a j0b well done And
because the students are enroiled trom the
first in 3 meamngiu: and challenging adn.-
ty. they corre o feel 3 ganu ne stake mine
outcome ¢! their (and theif .cers) effors.

A reager’s lrz: thosghit on the possibility of
youngsters aending such an intensive
myseum program rathes than of m additon
1o the public school may be disbeliel The
connotations of the two types of mstitution
¢ould Scarcely be mose ditferent

“Museums” means an occasional casuai
entertaming, enjoyable outing as Frank

Opp . tounder of San Francisios
Exploratorum, was tond of commeating.
“No one lunks museum ™ Schocl. mccr
ir2s! CONNGIES 3 Serous. eguldr lormai

cpserving Students
No one flunks museum.
— Frank Op N
Exploratonum

During ihe course of their schooling.
youngsters enter il separaie apprentice-
shups with a rumber clthese adults Each
apprentice group consists of students of dik-
ferent ages and vary'ng degrees of expertise
in the domain o disciphine

Mest of the tearung and most of tre
aesessment are done cocperalively that s
students work together on prejecls that iy
cally requite 2team of peopie having difier-
ent gagrees of and complementary knds o

-t
{
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dec nstitution
Would we Rot be consigring students to
rwination ' we entolied (Nem 1 Musesms
instead of schoo's?

1 betieve we would be doing precisely the
opposte  Afterdance m mosl Schools [2day
does sk fuining the chitdren Whatewer
signilicance schooling might once have
hetd for the majority ¢f youngslers nout
society. il no fonger nolds sigauticance for
many of them  Most students fand for that
mater may parents ang leacters) annat
provide compelling reasors for aiterding
schoal The reasons canriet be dh. cemed
within the scheol expenience naf sthere

Making Schools More Like Museums

faitn that what 1S acquired in schog! wilt
acivally be vlinzed i the future Try tc yustr-
tythe quadratic equatien of 1he Nagoleond
Wars 10 an ianef-Cily hgh $Cno0i student-0r
tus parentst The real world appears else-
where in the mega 1 the markelplace and
alt toa reguentiy i the demimonde of
drugs violence and ctme Mucht not
mos! of whal happens 1n SCRoO!S Nappens
becaise that i the way 1t was done in ear'e’ <
generalions. et because we Nave a con-
vinciny ratonale for maintaning it today
Thie often heard statemen that School 15
basicatly custodal rather than educational
harbors more than a grain of truth

Museums have relained the polen-
lial to engage studenls, to leach
them, lo stimulate their understand-
ing, and, most important. {o help
them assume responsibility

for their own fulure larning

Certanty there are exemalzry Schoets and
(st as cerainly (here are pootly fun muse:
ums Yel s ingtitutions. senools have
bacome increasingly anachronistic whuie
museums have retamed the poterhal 1o
engage students, o teach them, to shmuiate
then ynderstanding, and. most importar! te
help them assume fesponsibilly for thert
own futre learming

Such a dramalic reversa of risitulions: S1Q
nificance has come aboul fof two comp e
mentary sets cf reasons On the aa¢ hand
youngsters live 1n 3 time of ynparalieled
extitement, where even the less privi £ged
are exposed dadty to aitractive media and
technologies, fa g from vided games ti.
space xploration, nae high-spegd ras
portation to drec avg immed:ale means of
communicatian  In many cases. these
fredia can be used (o Create compet 1
produdts. Adwilres that might once have
ergaged youngsters - eading in class-
165mS 9t heanng teachers tecture abou!
temole Subjacts - seemhop. essly tep.d
ard unmotivatng to most o tnem  Jnthe
othier nand sc.ence Museurss a1d chitdrens ~»



New Musedm and-Sciepce Museum

Pians lof an on-site science mussum
scheol have moved closer Lo realty

The Los Angeles Unitied School
Distriet. which will run the schoat i con-
(unctron with CMST and the USC Sehool
of heid a design ¢ i
among 11 architects familiar wilh schaot

Dlan 3 sgience museum school for graies
K-5 10 be !ocaled at the site of Ine present
Asmory Buifding

Submussions ranged from tragicnal to
fulusistc bul each embodied innovative

«n the educational process  Archilects
explored c1ass foom configu:atidns mov-
ng away from the all-in-a-tow approa:h ic
Creative Ciusterng and geomelr:c shapes
Rools become sports caurts. gardens or
Chwily areas Globes. outdoor assembly
reas of. i ore case. a huge canted eilipse
domialed ceniral courlyards One desiyn
preserved the Armory tacade and hult
classrooms beneath the skelztan ol ihe oid
buitding  Another set a futunstc tane wiln
saucer shaped builgings

Projects. The archilects were challenged to

11€3s on how school architecture can assist

The tecommendahions of a professional
Jury have been torwarded lo the

Los Angeles board ol Educalion and
the State Altocation Board for seleclion
1 the winper

Progress has 3lso baen steadyor meseum
burding plans - Sigruiicant sieps 3iz o
13¥en on thiee frgals

® Museum slait ss working with ccasul-
{ant Joseph A. Wetzell
Associates. who has heiped design
numesoys extubils and stience cen-
less. to develop a comprebensive angd
cohesive exhibit plan

Museum off:cials aie working with
Ine Los Angeies County
Transporiaton Commissisn on the
prepased Blue Line extension lo
Exposilion Park

Archiiects ZImmer Gunsul Frasca
Partnership Ihe fum responsitie
for the Exposition Park Master Plan,
have been setected to design the new
museum buildng

Ths Tomporary Museum

Eany this summer two lemparary siructures
lotailing 35,000 square feet will ocoupy the
Southern poateon of the museym parkang ot

The buildings wiil Guse museum exibils
during comtruclion of Ihe new myseum
buriding  The tent-ike "sprung’ strutlures
SIm13r "o the cnes used by the Los Angeles
Conventio» Center preor 10 1S expansion,
consist olan -atemal auminum tiame cov-
ered by 3FVC coated potyester matesia)

The tesl exhibit 1o occupy the space will he
Our Urhan Environment The opening
for that extulxl 1S ted Lo the erection of the
[emporary struclures

Saon thereatter the chick hatehery wil be
relocated from the Amanson Bulding As
the myseums construct.on plans move for-
ward. most of the myseum’s other exribits
wl: be added to the space

Though dates have not been set for con-
struction. myseum officia:s hopa ihe schoo!
and new building open in 1996

Myseums have become the place tor
extubils activities and role modefs drawn:
precisely from those domains that do
engage youngsters thew customary wases
represent the kinds of vocalions, skills arg
aspurations that legiimately animale and
motivale students

thave documented some of the difficullies
extubited by youngsters in coming o under-
stand the teaics of school, 11 of course
possible that, even if one cannot flurk muse-
um, one might il to apprecate the mean -
ngs and imphcations of extibions
encouniered there  indeed. | susped such
00-0f MIScomprehension often happens on
“one-shol” visits lo museums An active and
sustained participafion in an apprenticsship,
Irowever, offers 3 far greater opportuniy for
underslanding I such long-lern telation-
ships, novices have the opportunity to wil-
1635 0 3 daily basss the reasons for various

skilfs. procedures concepl . and symbatic
ang notationa! systems  They observe com-
petent adulls moving readily and naturaily
from 0ne exernal or nternal way of repre-
senling knowiedge to another They expea-
ence first hand the consequences of a
misguded or Misconcerved andlysis, even
a5 they gan pleasure when 2 well-thought-
out procedure wrks properly They undergo
3 lransition koM a situation in which much
of what they do s based on adull models lo
one 1n which they are trying out their own
approaches, perhags with some support of
cnticism from the master. They ¢an discuss
allematives with more aocomplisted pesss.
just as they can provide assistance 1o peers
who have recently joined the team Al these
0plions, it sees lo me, guide the student
toward the state of enablement-exhibiling the
capacly ta use skills and concepls in an
approprisie way-that is the hatimark of an
emerging understanding

I we are 1o conhgure an education for
understanding suited for the students of
today and for Ie world of lomsirow, we
need L take ihe lessons of the museum
and the relaionshup of the appresiticeship
exdiemely seniously  Net, perhaps. to con-
verd each schoot into a museum. nor each
teacher into a master, bud rathe: to thunk of
the ways i which the strengths of a muse-
umatmasphere, of anprenticeship tearming.
and of engaging projects can pervade all
educational envircaments [rom home to
5Ehoot to workplace - The evocaiiveness and
open-endedness of the childeen's museum
needs [0 be wedded to the structure, rigor,
and disciptine of an apprenticeship.

The basic fealures | have just isted may
assume 3 central place n educationat envi-
renments that span the gamut of ages kom
preschoo! through retrrement and the full
fange ol disciplines [ ]

1
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All ons-day sessions far Spring '82

Fun, Hands-on Science Workshops

cience Workshops, whese chil-

dren ages 5-13 discover that sci-

enc2 and fun are one celebrte
— 30years of hands-on. child

frendly courses with a spring
schedule ¢f Saturdey and Sunday offer-
ings The program includes olg favores.
inlesesting new classes and a paient-sav-
ng one Gay pef class

“We've been expenmenting with ore Gy
classes and tound them popular with par-
ents and chuldren  We also found that we
could keep he educatonal value high
saig Tarua Mayet worashop coorgurator
She 2dded that the one 02y 5es8:015 have
an ecoromic benehit — the average (cst
et course s aboul $28 about hall previ-

ourse catatog cai:
213744 7440
Many courses ¢an he'p ment
Girt Sceut Ment Badge
Requrements
Schotarships avaiable basid
¢ knangia! reed

Isteuctors come from Southern Cain
1o 3 52015 and many of them serve a<
SCENCe SPELIabsts and 1esoutoe feache’s
To give children persona! a%eni:on enra’s
ment s Lmitedfo 20 Sess ors lagthrT
A3m o130 P adn 2 ureh braas

A sares of workshops ys.ng LEGO
Biacks f2buts s Sprng Seven 2t
enl warksheps demanst-ae base sl en-
1 concepts such as f+ eticn centriung

fore 30 eGP

1~ 130 Jerty Popoerwe™ e ms

s agarent < 1 rocketry work-
shop '8 ;e 0'ds  Fopperwel. and
waDuls asoanerpered ygel!
1 rstuston fead 2dd Lonat rocketry
axkshops for 9o 13ypar s Tre
ecxetey a0rshops rhch cutmnate
with 37 early atere o0n 2unCh 32 aMITg
REXEL FUT G AR ]

Long a tavorite mstiuctor, Paut Cra:g
returns with hus snakes. lvatds. furties
andtoads includng. il ss in 3 god
mood. Coustn Harold. an 8 100! ‘o~g boa
cansinctas Cra leads Reptile
Round-Up (Ages §-10) and Advanced
Reglile Care lages 10- 13)

Hostigultanist Eiot Parvas Pru whose
teahing style refiecis his toungiess
enlnusiasm o piants wilt host Gresn
Thumb The secsion Covers plant rpro-
dudl:on and the role of ngh, tempesaiure
waler and nutrents in thed graath
Crugren igare by dorng as they Creat2 a
tesranu, lake Cutlings and 504 séeds
The projects g3 home with the stugierts so
they CaN contnLe 231G On the £ 2ar

Three new workshops

Sirca the patieation of ine Scence
Warkshop C213'00 thiee fow worksreps
Fave been agued 1o the Sprrg 92 ses-
sign Al Ciasses a2 828 $25 for muse-
o embes

Parent/Child Workshops

Soundol! Expicre Ine Lhys«Cs O stuce
Ages 45 Meels tace Suncay Apre 16

P g a2 201actAle 032,05 200 100 ¥ 7

a

i.
|

e
R P 1
Yourg (OCkeL SCiensls prepare fof a5 a%ef-
roen 2uneh 2t the mustum

ans Saturday Mgy 16319 11am
(Engtsy o 110am310p
(Spamsh

Discover: Rocks! T+ pwith your
NI expeniment w I rocks and creale
VO e e M rasslicat o m A €
T Mestsercetom 93037 10130
am g Serday Juns 27 tErglshiand
S.day Jon2 28:Spanshy

Forchildrenonly .. .

In¢redible Physics Rub-oft scme glec-
tioms 2nd et @ “eat charge trym this Gop-
Ll etecdresily ar ¢ magrelsm wlrEnep
Ages 9-11 Meets ocetrom9am 1o
135 prm Satwidays May 2 May 18 ¢t
e b
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or 12,000 years the Niagara Falls
have been emptying Lake Ene at a
prodigious average of 200,000
cubic feet per second

L]

That's more freshwater tn a year than
Californa uses in four years

The IMAX it Nlagara: Miracles,
Myths ané Magle captures the over-
whelming scaie of the {alls lrom the trun-
denng r0ar of the water cascading over the
1im 1o Ihe dangerous Switling curtents
above and below Lhe falls

A compelling rescue tegnactment creates
the most urgent human drama captured on
IMAX film $ince the Iree fall sequence n
Flyers

Kieth Mesrill, an Oscar winning documen-
tary film maker, directed and co-wrote the
screenplay with fetiow Oscar winner Ben
Burtt Merrill previously directed the pepu-
lar Grand Canyon: The Hiddea
Secrats for ihe IMAX format

69

Ter'-ruqmunruugnﬁuge tightrope wadkeer Phillippe Petit recreales the 1859 leat of the Graat

Bloan

Filming took 55 ays in and afound
HNiagara Falls a.d the seven mite goige
carved out by the rushing waters  To recre-
ate authentic hustorical wistas “we had to
carty a smalf nursery to create sets and
biock out structures.” notes Merriii

The IMAX format, with its highly delarled
images and wice angie views challenged
the fim crew to find angles and position
sel preces [0 relain the mood and authen-
ticiy of the film

Earthquake Simulator Reopens

he deep-throated earthquake rumble
T once confined to the Ahmanscn

Building now echoes through

Technology Hall It signals the

teturn ¢f the Earthquake exudt
which was closed when the Ahmanson
Buslding was declared seismically unsale by
the State Aschitect

Most of the move was completed i Aprl
1991 but refocahng the exhibir's center-
piece the shaiung 1anie and earthguaxe
simulation, proved acomplextask  That
move was compleled m late 1991 Dyring
the hiatus, the KABC-TV news team tock the
appartuntly to update the vides that actim-
panies the sund effects and shaking tat'e

“The rump'e draws peopie into the exhibit
The simytation rem:nds trem how danger-
cus earthquekes can be  Then the rforma-
tion — from what 1 put 1 your earthguake

preparedness kil 10 how contnental drt
causes quakes — reduces fcar and replaces
1 with knowledge.” said Exubit Curator
Eugene Gendel PhD

The exhibil opened in November, 1986 and
rapidly became one of the most poputar
museum exhibts  Earthquakes that have
occurred SInce its opening nave reinforced
the extubil’s importance 1t has been site of
hundreds af classroon tours and served as
the centerpiece lor an intemational gathenng
of earthquake and disastes preparedness
oificeals

Cufator Gendet estimates that the shakng
table has run shghtly over 100 000 sime'a-
fions since it coened  The shaing tab'e
itseif holds abeut 30 people The machwery
as adapted {rom an mdusinal strengih
shaking lable used by engineers to tes! con-
Slfucticn designs

This Skmmer
Expisrs Antarctica

This June. well info the Sex months of wintes
darkness thal seftles upon Antarctica, the
Canfornia Museum of Science and Industry
will host an extubit and IMAX fiim about
the continent — Ihe coidest. windiesl.
highest and, sutprismgly. dnest continent
on Earth

Despute an annwal raintalt of tess than an
Inch per year Antarchic ice coniains 68 per
cen! ¢l the earths lresh water Tha ice aiso
records mithons of years of the eanth's husto-
1y helping scientists peove the theoty ot con-
tinertal drift and document ¢limate changes

The Antarctica extiit comes l:om the
Science Museum of Minnesota and 1s past of
the Scrence Museum Exnityt Collabosalne It
opens May 23 and closes Seplember 7

1992 The IMAX him. produced by Chizagos
Museum o! Science and Industry wilt open
June 5 and run through the summer




Must cless Aprll 28

Science in

ne of the most popular exhubils in

the Callornia Museum of Science

and Indusirys tustory, Sclence in

Toyland, ends is six moril: run
WAt 26. 1992 S0l canleave ona
hve year national tour

“This has been ore of the most popular
exhubiis we have created”. sad David
8ibas Ph D exhibit curator He 2dded
that he 1s particularly gralified by the
amount of lime children spend & each
station and the parent-chi'd interactons
he observed

Science in Toyland
Tour Schedule

Suience Museums of Chancite
June 1892-August 1692
Craricite Norin Carcling

Cene of Scenve ang industry
Ozacber 1390-Decerter W92
Coiembus Ohve

Sie Moseum ot Minniescta
Foprgy 19934y 1393

St Paul Nrnasota

Musmr ' Scge e

due 19934

SBaster Mas

Fearenr festitz Soiers
Fabryary 16yd- Agre ¢

onvage pta Pefiyg 17 e

23308

Pac:tc Scence Center

Toyland Leaves on Tour

“If's a pleasure to walch children fry out
their 1eas and figure out how things work
Our experience with thus exiibit has deep-
ened our knowiedge of how chuldren fearn
That's going lo show up in future exubt
cesign elforts.” said Bibas

The myseum designed and built Ife
exhibit as part of its commitment io the
Science Museum Extubit Collaborative
(SMEC) The eight member museums
poot furding o burld exhikils that they
then share  Recent museum visiting
exhubits. suchas Blonics and

Transplants. Robots and Beyond. and
What Makes Music?. came rom fellow
SMEC participants

Three museums that are no! pan of SMEC
have aiso backed tne exhibit Museum
olicals expect mote bookings

The last CS! exhubit prepared tor SMEC
Speclal Etfects. wil' comptete s 14
Muyseum Linefary and retwin for a teprise
31 CMSH i February. 1993 1tbroke
attengance 1ecoids at several of 1S stops
duning 115 hve year natenal tur

Team:ng up to ke the “Doming Chatleage * three trends aisd e2m s6me DASC hys:Cs 316 ih2 coreept [

Cause andg effect

Recent Major Donors

$50 000 Egucationa Programs
$50 000 Qut Urban Envronment
$20000 < Far

$15000 Camm gy

$15 000 Geneigi Qperaling Suppst
& 50 prondng supoort e Nawnal Hears Fourdar o0 Marheai-Schaendier

Foundation Wiiliam Butke U 5 Borax & Clemizai Corparaion Spnrg Streel Fourdal.
Santa Anita -, 0ashor

Fagraary 1395 - Augusl 1995
Seall's Vwash.rglon
Ahmanson Foundation
BankAmerica Foundation
United Airlines

Pacific Bell

Times Mirtor Foundation

B-snop: Museur
Qatober 1995 D-cember 1995
Honciuty Hawi:

Ma-yiang Science Conte”
Jure 19%- August 1396

{ Bakong
Batnore Mary'and

andthe

Q

ERIC

PAFullToxt Provided by ERIC




Q

ERIC

PAFullToxt Provided by ERIC

Gayle Wilsen. wile o Cantorna Govemnon
Pete Wilson, wiil cnce agan weicome students
to e Cat10:na State Science Fair Mrs Walsca
15 31CIMEr sgierce 2 winnet

1592 SCIENGE FAIR

he Calitornia State Science Fau

se! for May 19 promises (6 be the

best ever Nestle USA inc wili be

the presentmng sponsor ol the

annual even! with 2001673
support rom United Alriines

Tneir eitoss Jon those of the Calddonia
Museum 6! Science and Industry
Catiferni3 Museum Foundation Advisory
Board. which organizes the lair and co-
chairs Gavemor Pete Wilson and State
Superintendant of Schools 811l Honig

The fare will be held n the Sports Arena
with the ground tcor reserved for presen-
1atson of the projects The closure of two
museum buildings in 1ate 1950 ang pend-
1ng recenstruction dictaled the move

While far officials emphasize that al
enlranis are winners and the judgng
process 1s more important than Lhe resulls,
over $40.000 will be distrbuted Lo
approximalely 125 of the studénts Slate
Science Fair awards range fsom the $5 000
Science Fair Student of the Year 10 $50
honarabie menlion awards for junior high
school sludents i each of the 15 stience
categonies  California Sea Gran! uses Ihe
science fair 1o select he wnner of the
$10.000 John D Isaacs Scholarship lor the
student with the bes! project relaling (0 Lhe
manne ener onment

Offrcrals expect more than 600 entrants
from amang the hinalists al 21 regionat
science fairs  Studenls who prace first
second ot third m their categones are
eligibfe lor Ihe state wige event

71

Simonian to Head Development Effort

ahe H Smonan R O now
heads (he Catifornia Museum ol
Science and Industry furdsaiSing
effort that will support new
museum l3cilites

The State of Canforma has already commil-
ted $71 mill:on (o replace or renabuitate
traidings that dor L meel eathquake salety
standards and 10 Sonstrucl  science muse-
um schoof ity Simonian will serve as
Deputy Durectos lor Development lor the
Museu:m and also as Sentor Vice President
tor Development for the Calitornig Museum
Foundation, the non-nrofl museum athltate

Simenian mos! cecently served as execu-
live vice president of devetopment al Saint
Johas Hospital and Health Center Found-
ation He has aiso directed the corporate
campaign for United Way fund develop-
ment for Pacitic Homes, and pfanneg giv-
ing tor the Los Angeles Area Counctl of
Boy Scouts

Simonian served as vice president of Ihe
Amencan Universidy of Beutt. Lebanon
Though based i New York, he made Ie-
Quent Leips to the M:ddle East until unsettied
canditions led 19 tus return to Cahforma

Adartronatly Syimonran served a5 a
Presbyterian msnistes for over 30 years
He was a munister lor the National Radic
Pulpit. dean ol ihe Mear Easl School ol
Thealogy in Bewul. and adunct professor

althe San Francisco Theological Seminary,
Futier Theological Seminary and Pasadena
Crty Celrege

In1977. the Cily of Pasadena awarded
Simonian the ~Arthur Hoble Award for
Outstanding Service * He was eiecied
the 1959 “Ciuzen of the Year™ in Pacific
Palisades

Born m Massacnusetts Simomian

moved to Los Angeles wilh his iamily
dynng junior high school He receved a
bachelors degree from Pepperdive College
and a bachelor of divintty degree from
Punceton Theofogical Seminary He was
n3med 3 Mern!t Feltow a1 Harvard Drvimity
School He receved his doctor of religion
degree from the Claremoni School of
Theology

Simoman resides in Alladena with his wife
A They have three grown sons

Team 3clence Enters LA Marathon

The marathon may belong 10 Los Angefes.
but the first mate has been claimed by the
Californta Museum ol Science ard Industry
Over hlly runners signed up lor Team
Sclence and over 250 more museum
members volunieered 1o staf the first mile of
the race

Most leam science members 100k advantage
of Ihe 5K option, but aboul 2 half dozen ra:
the tull 26 2 miles  Team Science members
collecled pledges. spurred on by the

Hawaran vacation (hat goes to the runnes
WhO [2r5eS the mast money

Museum special events coordmaior Chris
Wagman estimales the museum will net
$15.000 from Ihe event

The traditicnal freg breakfast for musesm
volunteers and the famities of Team Science
members was supported by generous in-
kird contrbylions Irom Hughes Markets
and the Weslern Bage! Company
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Tompoarary Er' lbiis

« Sclencs In Toylend/The science
behird comman loys and how toys
enhance a child's atity lo observe
andreason Closes April 26

Qur Hispanic Horltage/The annu-

3l McDcnalds sludent art contest
expiores the rch heritags of lays
and games Closes March 29,
1992

Visions and Images/luned siy-
dent 3q display sponsored by UNO
CAL Opens April 22, 1992;
closes May 31, 1592

Educational Pregrams

« Creativa Computer/Daily demon-
strat:oas ol computer graphics and
design 1030and 11302 m 130
and230pm

« Sclence Worishops for
Chiidren/fun ane-day hands-on
science Sesions with same of the
linest teacners i Southern
Canforma Call (213) 744-7440 tor
{rge Catalog and registration form

Veluntser Oppertunities

Join lhe museum family  and heip
promole science literacy by volun-
teenng to heip al the museym  Call
(213) 744-2327

IMAX Theater:

Please call {213} 744-2014 lor current
scnedute

Nlagara/Tne thunder of the falls
piovides dramatic counterpowl as
the IMAX camera explores this

12 000 year old wender Opens
March 28. 1992

Ring of Firs/ Voicanoes and
arthquakes ring the Pacific Rim
with ds 1 ballion inhapiants
Dramatic IMAX footage puts you
front r9w center for nalure’s
awesome dispays

Blue Planet/Takes you aboard the
space shuttle for a moving ang infor-
mative exploration of Eantk. our only
home

= To The Liml/The human body at
peak performance proves a fastinal-
inQ subject in this NOVA produced
1MAX film that combines magmificent
action photography with nveting
tnternal views of the body at work
Closes March 27, 1982

Rotling Siones Al The
Max/Large: than fwe, this 90 minute
IMAX teature captures the Urban
Jungle/Steel Whesls Tour 0
Surround Sound Special Event Pce
$154dults. $13/chddren seniors

Coming Attractions

« Antarctlca/A visitto the southern-
most continenl which 1S proving to
have important (nfiuence on the
world’s clrnate A major lravelling
exnibit by the Science Museum of
Minsesota Gpens May 29, 1992

® Antarctica/A new IMAX film by Ihe
Chicago Museum of Science and
indusiey that cnmplemente the
Antarctica exmbil Gpens June 5.
1992

California Museum Foundation

700 State Onve. Los Angeles. Catifornia 90037

Recycled Paper
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Mr. THorNTON. Thank you, Mr. Rudolph, for that excellent sum-
mary of a fine prepared statement.

And Mrs. Rooker.

Mrs. RookeRr. Thank you for the opportunity to speak today.

I'm here as a representative of parents and as one voice from a
small but successful nonprofit informal education institution whose
volunteer work addresses the issues to which this bill speaks.

I don’t know much about Government red tape, but I do know
about needs. I'm a parent of three children whose educational
needs range from gifted to learning disabled, and I share the deep
concern of parents for the present condition of America’s educa-
tional system. As parents, we see first-hand how science is taught
in classrooms from ditto sheets, how the teachers are forced to
work within the confines of not enough equipment and materials
in their clarsrooms and not enough training, and how they have
difficulty in neeting each individual student’s needs.

This scena- io is typical for students in small town areas, and it is
made moze than clear in Mr. Frank Taylor’s statement to me the
other day. Mr. Taylor is a science teacher at Radford High School
and the 1992 recipient of the President’s Award for Excellence in
Teaching. And he commented to me about his own third-grader
who carried home a teacher’s request to borrow 25 magnifying
glasses for a science class study. This deficiency exists in a school
system that has a reputation for instructional excellence in our
own area.

As parents, we are also aware that educational reform won’t
happen overnight, that schools located in small town areas may be
the last to receive such assistance, that informal education institu-
tions may be the only opportunity for educational enrichment for
students during a time of transition. And we believe that early ex-
posure to the interdisciplinary teaching of sciences and technology,
arts and humanities leads more easily to a world class educational
system.

Now knowing this, many people in under-served areas are taking
responsibility upon themselves to form community-based initiatives
to provide educational opportunities in an informal manner in the
particular areas that they find lacking in their own regions, and
for this reason in 1987 Council for Community Enrichment was in-
corporated.

The members of this nonprofit, volunteer organization saw a
need to address the scientific and cultural literacy of the children
of our own area, and we began with—don’t laugh—a $600 budget.
We have developed a proposed budget for 1992/93 of $117,000, and
we have developed corporate and annual fund-raising campaigns to
the extent that we meet each yearly budget and add to our contin-
gency reserve.

At present, we service a four-county area. This past year, over
15,000 persons attended 101 activities, which included in-school per-
forming arts programs twice yearly to 18 schools in our region at
no cost to students; after-school classes were held in sciences and
arts; a youth theater workshop; and Discovery Works, our annual
summer sciences and arts camp. Last fall, we raised over $21,000 to
bring the Pereslava-Zalevsky Youth Ensemble from Russia to be
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housed in our area and to perform in 16 schools and several public
concerts.

As you can see, our focus has always been to enhance the expo-
sure that children receive to sciences, arts, and humanities. We
have begun development of a children’s museum emphasizing the
interrelatedness of science, technology, arts, and humanities in a
facility that has been donated generously to our organization. And
now we find ourselves, because of this, in the transition state typi-
cal to organizations of our nature in that we are located in an area
with a population base of 150,000 people. And funding for such de-
mographic areas is very scarce, and we also find ourselves in the
“chicken or the egg” position of who funds first in that corpora-
tions want to see an established facility before they will fund and
Government criteria for funding requires proof of corporate sup-
port before funding.

In our short history, the history of CCE Discovery Works, volun-
teers have worked thousands and thousands of hours to fill the
needs of children in our area with informal education programs.
And I would like to highlight three of our eight suggestions in our
written report for modifications which would allow this bill to ad-
dress more fully the needs of volunteer-based institutions such as
ours.

Given that community colleges have access to funding which is
not available to nonprofit organizations and that volunteer organi-
zations most often aren’t staffed with salaried grant writers and
large administrative staffs, the pairing of these two unequal enti-
ties to meet the same criteria for a merit-based competitive award
is an unequal combination. And this is the basis for our first modi-
fication in which we speak of establishing separate selection crite-
ria for science-technology centers and community colleges.

I would like to emphasize also our modification number four
where we speak of targeting the bill’s funding and ask you to par-
ticularly keep in mind the special needs of those populations under
200,000; also number seven, where we speak of ensuring that orga-
nizations submitting proposals for review are evaluated by a panel
of our peers,

It really appears that we have reached the same point at the
same time because you are aware of the positive impact our facili-
ties have on addressing scientific literacy, and our institutions need
your funding support. We don’t believe it out of place for the Gov-
ernment to provide start-up grants. We do believe such facilities
should not continually depend on Federal funds, and I would like
for you to remember that an institution like ours is like a child
who has successfully ridden a pony and now we are ready for a
horse. And if you can provide a hand to help guide our foot into
the stirrup, we will take care of the horse, and we will ride it well,
and we will make sure that it is of service to others.

[The prepared statement of Mrs. Rooker follows:]
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COUNCIL FOR COMMUNITY ENRICHMENT/DISCOVERYWORKS
1115 NORWOOD STREET, RADFORD, VIRGINIA 24141

WRITTEN STATEMENT TO U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COMMITTEE ON
SCIENCE, SPACE, AND TECHNOLOGY, SUBCOMMITTEE ON SCIENCE,
REGARDING THE OPPORTUNITIES IN SCIENCE AND TECHNCLOGY ACT OF 1992,
H.R. 4726

ACCOMPANYING ORAL TESTIMONY PRESENTED JUNF 23, 1992
Introduction and Background

Council for Community Enrichment/DiscoveryWorks, a children’s museum located in
Southwest Virginia, extends its appreciation to Representative Rick Boucher for soliciting its
input into the subcommittee’s consideration of H.R. 4726. Because it typifies the science-
technology centers targeted by the bill and because it is currently grappling with issues
addressed in the bill, CCE/DiscoveryWorks’ representatives feel particularly well suited to
comment on its provisions. A brief summary of the organization’s development will provide
the context for our discussion of H.R 4726. A more comprehensive description of its
structure and programs is located in Appendix 1 of this document.

The organization that is now known as DiscoveryWorks was created in 1987 by a group of
parents in a small town in rural southwest Virginia (population approximately 16,000) who
were concemed about the quality of their children’s education. In particular, these parents
wanted to have available in the community opportunities for enriching experiences that would
help develop children’s self esteem, creative skills and talents, and scientific curiosity.
Finding no suitable existing vehicle addressing these issues, the parents formed a non-profit
organization called the Council for Community Enrichment which offered classes in the arts,
sciences, and humanities and sponsored, with financial support from the Virginia Comtaission
for the Arts, performing arts programs in the local schools. From this beginning, the small
group of volunteers, primarily interested parents, grew into an organization reaching children
and schools throughout the New River Valley area. (See Appendix 2 for information about
the New River Valley.) It acquired 2 facility providing office and meeting space; an
executive director and a program director, both part-time; and a 1991-92 budget in excess of
$90,000. During its most recent year of operation, the organization served over 15,000
people in classes, performing arts, and festival eveats. The bulk of its work continues to be
performed by volunteers.

The orginization’s mission and goals have evolved with experience. Its members have read
and reflected upon the various reports on the status of American education and
recommengations for educational reform. They have seen the evidence indicating our
students’ poor performances in the areas of science and mathematics and our nation’s lack of
scientific and technical literacy. They have observed their children's behavior and have noted
the availability, and absence, of opportunities for ther to acquire genuine understanding of,
and appreciation for, the importance of scientific, technical, and artistic skills to the quality
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of their current and future lives. They bave seen the differences that participation in
enriching experiences can make in people’s lives. As a result, the orgsnization has come
value the interreiationstips among the arts, sciences, and humanities, and to Delieve that
sustained exposure to a ‘satiety of types of activities that highlight these interselationships is
necessary for our children to develop into positive and fully competent adults. To reflect i's
evolving values and goals, the organization decided this past year to change its name to
DiscoveryWorks and to channel its activities through a children’s museum featuring
interactive exhibits that =mphasize interrelstionships among the arts, sciences, and humanities.

This decision places CCE/DiscoveryWorks amoog the science-tochnology centers addressed in
H.R. 4726. Facilities sich as ours are large and growing mechanisms for providing early
intervention, early exposre to, and eatly stimulation of interest in the arts, sciences, and
humanities. We see ourselves as complementary to the schools and as an esseatial part of the
process of educational reform. Because we are community-based, we can readily meet the
unique nseds of childrer, gnd families, teachers, and schools within our area. Qur structure
aflows us: the flexibility to provide formal and informal educstional experiences that
interrelate subject areas and to form partnerships with other formal and informal educationsd
institutions. Furthenmose, the types of organizations namied in the bill as science-technology
centers are accustomed 1o collaborating with similar organizations to provide more
ecopomical and broad-renging services to the public by rotating programs, exhibits, and
materials,

These characteristics unlerscore the poteatiai of CCE/DiscoveryWorks and other, similar
organizations to contribute significantly to the reform of education, and science oduauon w
particular. Indeed, it seems as though many of the recommendations in
Science for All Amerigzus (American Association for the Advancement of Science, 1989)
were made with science-technology centers in mind. Within the geographic area immediat:ly
surrounding the DiscoveryWorks facility are two universities, a community college, &
regional service center ¢f the Virginia Department of Education, and a regionzl high schoot
for students talented in science and mathematics. Imagine the creative poteatial if the

-resources: of these institutions could be combined and channeled into coordinated education:l

expertiences! CCE/DiscovesyWorks can provide the mechanism for synthesizing the
contributions of these distinct, yet related, agencies into unique Jearning opportunities for tie
children of our region. And, our experiences lead us t0 believe that similar potential existt in
many, many commupities like ours across the nation.

Bringing meaningful reform to the education offered w America’s children requires more
thap tiokering with the organizational structure of schools. Schools alone cannot successfu iy
provide (he comprehens: ve, contiauing learning expericuces that are needed t0 noutish the
development of skills, abilities, and habits of thinking we all want our children to possess,
Families and communities must shoulder an equitable portion of the responsibility for
easuring that all our children have sccess to experiences that will unlessh their creative
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potential, develop their problem-solving skills, enrich the quality of their lives, and enhanc:
the qualily of their contiibutious to onr society.

The best means we have uncovered for providing parents and communities with an avenye for
mm:mmnmwqummmwwwmm
cﬁl&mkmdevdwmmmofwmwmm
CCE/DiscoveryWorks. These organizations allow perents and members of the comtunity to
become involved in idestifving and developing the types of enriching opportunities most
oeeded in their ares. They also benefit local formal educationa! institations by
vomplementing their curricula aad by providiag additional resources. They can play a
critical role in our nation’s efforts to upgrade.its performance in the scientific and technica)
muuwmﬂntﬁmmmﬂemwﬂqwmm
contributions to the quality of life on this plaset.

Amt W. Lewin, Director of the Capitol Children’s Museum of Washington, D.C. likened
mmtypsoforganinﬁonsw‘vmshoppmmausofidm,maqwsmwchniqmw
spark incpity and encourage disoovery® and described their poteatial *to kindle individual
intelligence and to light the bright wech of 2 child’s mind.” (in Hand to Hand, Association of
Youth Museoms, Winter 1991-92.) We urge you to support our efforts to being alteroative
and enriching experienc:s to all of the children living in communities across our ation.

Having summarized CCE/DiscoveryWocks' history, philosophy, and purpose, we will discuss
now somw of the obstacles retarding progress toward our goal of achieving a fully endowe)
children's museum for our geographic region. Of course, our major problems can be
dexcribed with one famitiar word: funding. However, organizations like
CCE/DiscoveryWorks encounter unique difficulties in ectablishing and maintsining a funding
base.

Firsr.of.all,mnsizeamlwonomicminhibitomovmnfumisinzabiﬁtyandrwda
its stability. Individuals cannot provide large contributions when their financial futures are
uncertain. Local govemments and businesses cannot afford to include us as line items in
meh'bmlgetswhcnﬂ:eyamnmblewpmvidcbasicmaudequvels. Our small
population base excludes us from most federal funding sources, which require a service aria
of at least 200,000, Private foundations can provide some assistance, but this is also limitsd
by our size and economic means.

Secondly, procuring start-up fundiag for an informal education facility is difficult. Potental
COTPOrats SpOnsors wal: to Sec an operational facility before committing funds. Federal
funding sources require a history of successful grantsmanship and proof of sufficient
corporats support prior to funding. Sources willing to provide the level of funding necess.iry
to initiate high quality programs are rare.
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‘

Thirdly, a comprehensive funding strategy is difficult to achieve for hybrid organizations lice
CCE/DiscoveryWorks that atteopt to eliminate subject matter boundaries and present the
relationships of the arts, m,andhumnmwuchotbamdtolifeingm. Mot
smm:nprepuedtoﬁmdmvmumamculﬂ subject, requiring the organization to
amﬁmllydivideitspmmmsortoemphm subjects for which the most funding

Because f these difficulties in securing and naintaining stabie funding, informal educational
facilities teod to be locased in major metropolitan arcas that have access to larger populatioas
and broader funding opportunities. In an article in the March 1992 issue of Museum
Developipeqt, Ted Silberbesg and Gail Lord note that a survey of children’s museums carried
out by LORD Cultural Resources Planning and Management Inc indicated that 70% to 80%
of visitors come from within a 25-muile radius. This means that most chitdren living in srwul
towns outside metropolitan wreas are denied access to the types of informal educational
experiences that are necissary to the development of higher level *hinking skills and of
interests in scientific andd technical carcers. Can we as a nation adcord to dismiss the needs of
so large a proportion of our population? H.R. 4726 represents an initial step toward
providing the necessary opportaaities fox all children, regardless of the location of their
homes.

Analysis of HLR. 4726

We will now offer our comments on the current draft of H.R. 4726. JZE'DiscoveryWorls
applauds the efforts of the sponsors of the bill to enhance the naticn’s levels of scicrtific ad
technological literacy. ‘We believe that the bill addresses current gaps in funding ard image
perception by targeting non-profit science-techniology centers and community coileges as
providers of science insxuction. Although their purposes may appear to be quite different.
both types of organization attemyx to serve broadly based populations with open door
programs based upon identified needs. Each is commurity based ana flexible in
accomm»dating the characteristics of the local populstion. Science-technology centers and
community colleges can use unique methods to reach audiences outside those typically sened
by educstional institutions. Thus, the bill has the potential to influence educational reform
efforts far beyond its proposed funding level by expanding the definition of the educations
community to include nontraditional facilities occupying upique niches in the overall structure
of education.

At the saume time, we will voice a concern that pairing science-technclogy centers with
community colleges may result in an unequal partnership because ol some of the inherent
differences in the two types of organizations, Community colleges ure formal educational
instituticas with large administrative staffs and access to official avenues of funding.
Science-technology centers are informal cducationsl facilities staffed primarily with voluntiers
and respoosible for gen:rating their own sources of funding. Requiring both types of
organizations to meet the same criteria for merit-based, competitive awards may faver one
type of organization anl penalize the other.

8O
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CCE/DiscoveryWorks 50 approves of the intent to fund instruct -nal materials and
equipmentt acquisition rather than operational expenses such as salries. We believe that
educatioral institutions, particularly informal ducational facilides, -hould not depend
primarily upon faderal fands to continue opexating. The best use of federal money, in our
opinion, is to encourage initiative and jnnovation by providing start-up funding for new aml
expanding programs.

CCE/DiscoveryWorks mxcognizes that providing for joint administration of the program by
the Naticoal Aeronsutic:; and Space Administration, the National Science Foundation, and 1he
Departmeat of Energy is an atteropt to stinmlate cooperation and to blur the srtificial lines
separating disciplines and areas within disciplines. However, we question the efficiency of
suchanamngemmtamlwonderabmnthcpo(mﬁﬂitpossforaddiﬂomlhy«sof
buregucratic red tape. We also question the understanding and empathy these agencies mig ht
haveformephibsophksmdgoakofmnin&omdeﬁmdnsdcme-mhmlogycemm.
We bave reservations about how the traditional emphasis these agencies have placed on
research and development, as opposed to application and service, will affect the criteria
Mrhmmmhmmmmﬂmmmdmmw
review cominittoe.

Fipally, CCE/Discovery Works acknowledges the cut-backs occurring iu levels of federal
funding, including existmg National Science Foundation repearch grants. Tais reality
undersceres the need fo: funding fike that proposed in this bill to belp organizations that a.
atempting to serve groups and aress that tradizionally have been unserved or anderserved :u d
mtm‘wﬂﬁngwmwmﬁbﬂnyfmwnﬁmdmmaﬁamdvmghelpmgaﬁng
stasted,

Recommendations for Modifications of HR, 4726
Having voiced its concerns for and observations of the potential impact of H.R. 4726,
CCE/DiscoveryWorks cffers the following suggestions for modifying the bill:

1. m&mwmmmmmywmmmwnqm
This: would provide avenucs for funding to both types of orgatizations while allowing
each to emphasize its unique features without fear of penaity.

2, Provide for equitabl distribution of awards to different educational levels (early childbood
a5 well a5 socondary and post-secondary). Programs that provide for earty and
comimmgimervmﬁmmybemwinp’omﬁngm—tummmd

3. Target the bill’s funing to start-up or expansion of instructional delivery or service
programs rather thin to loag-standing programs that focus o research.
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4. Target the bill’s funding to organizations developing non-traditional means of providing
innovative experiences in science and technology, and kecp in mind the special needs ¢ f
those: serving populstions under 200,000.

5. Impos: an upper limit oo the dollar amount that can be included in a single award. This
will allow funds to e widely distributed and discourage submissions from big-budget
operations seeking rasjor funding.

6. Restrict equipment funding to progracas providing access to the genesal public so a5 @
avoid the use of funds to outfit existing classrooms.

7. Ensure that organizations submitting proposals for review are evaluated by a panel of their
peerss. This would ;require including professional associations represeating the various
types ofmmlummmﬂmnums,wmxofwmhmlogycwm
or representatives o:” community colleges in the review commitiees coavened o select
award recipients.

8. Clarify the rationale xnd basis for dividing awards among the three federal agencies chosen
t0 wlminister the program. Coasider an alternative administrative structure that is less
cum'sersome and thiit includes agencies affiliated with informal educational institutions
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Appendix 1

COUNCIL FOR COMMUNITY ENRICHMENT
DISCOVERYWORKS . . . a children’s museum

An Organizational Profile

> Council for Community Earichment/DiscoveryWorks is a comnuxity-based, non-profit
organizsion established in 1987 by individuals who wanted to provide enriching educationst
experiraces in the arts, sciences, andhumamhesfornuchﬂd:mmdywﬂl Specificalty,
CCE’DiscoveryWorks’ iission is to offer unique, interactive educational expericaces ihat
r eniphasize the interrelationships of the arts, scicaces, and humanities. These experieaces fir N
children, youth, and their families will be developmentally appropriate, intellectualiy
stimylating, and creatively enriching.

CCE/DiscoveryWorks sarves a four-courty region of soutkwest Virginia known as the Nev h
River Valley. The organization is governed by a Board of Directors which receives guidarce
from an Advisory Boartt composed of cominunity leaders from across the service area, These
bodmamhsbpohcumdsetgmhﬁmutmplemmmdbymopm—nmemoym an
Executive Director and 3 Program Director, with assistance from Boerd mesmbess and othe:
volunteers. Iis 1991-92 operating budget of approximately $90,000 is composed of iacomes
derived from tuition anl fees (12%), private and corporats coutributions (60%), savings and

- jovestments (22%), and grants from the Virginia Commission for the Arts and the Thurmaa

Foundation (6%). These funds are disbursed over the following areas of expense: salaries
and contracts (38%), marketing and promotion (3%), Bosrd committee expenses (6%),
prognmzs;q;pha (6%), operational expenses (23%), travel (less than 1%), and contingency
resesve (24 %)

Over the past four years, CCE/DiscoveryWorks has provided Fall, Winter, and Spring
Classes for chikiren and youth; PufmujnzAmemmformschoo!smdoommmm:s,
Annual Youth Theatre I’roduction Workshop; DiscoveryWorks summer dsy camp; bandscu
activities at area festivals; and special events. This mix of programs has cvolved from the
organization’s goal of easuring community access to experiences in the areas of arns,
sciences. and bumanities,

Classes luve addressed requests for instruction ‘m the areas of arts and sciences. Typical srts

classes kave covered Appalachian folk craft media (e.8., cornbusk objects); Eurwunma

cggdec(mmg. Imprestionistic art (¢.g., autmgasudeMonupsmfnmu),

origami. Typialmxchmhvcdnhwithwhmauwanmd 5

omithology; local geolcgic formations {e.g., avu).»ologjcdmofbwmmd K
J rivers; invects; astronosly; snd conservation. /
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Performing arts programs have included performances by professional artists in such areas 1s
puppetry. magic. jazz, folk music, and thestre; and by local childrea who were provided
opportun:ties to prepare and participate in theatre and opera productions. These programs
have been held in schoois and in community locations throughout the service region.

Through its Community Eveats programs, CCE/Discove-yWorks has pacticipated in and co-
sponsored activities in anual area festivals such as SeptemberFest and RiverFest; and in
special events such as Earthday, a steam-engine train excursion, aod Jocs! asists’ shows. Io
1991-92, CTE/DiscoveryWorks sponsored a visit by "Pereslava,® a Russian folk music
ensemble composed of studeats from the Pereslava-Zalevsky Music School in Russia.

The DiscoveryWorks summer day camp has provided an excelleat forum for presenting
activities that intefrelate the arts, sciences, and humanities. This week-long half-day camp
offers ar1, science, music, drama, and recreationsl activities organized around a theme.
Themes for past camps :nclude The Jungle and The Ocean.

Area response to CCE/DiscoveryWorks programs is evident in the: numbers of persons
participaing in varlous activities. In 1990-91, over 7,300 individuals participated in 81
separste activities. In 191-92, more than 15,000 persons attended 101 activities offered by
CCE/Discovery'Works., Given a setvice area population of approximately 150,000, it is
apparent that CCE/DiscoveryWorks enjoys widespread support in the region.

Currently, the CCE/Dis:overyWorks Board is in the process of developing a Children’s
museum offering interactive exhibits that interrelate the arts, sciences, and humanities. A
facifity bas beea securex| and strategic planning is underway, with a goal of opening the
muscum within the upcoming year.

Numbers and programs are, however, not our onty focus; quality of life is the primary issue.
CCE/DiscoveryWorks’ programs help children and youth to appreciase things that have valoe
and beauty and to develop curiosity, seasitivity, and fascination with the world, These
aitributes: are csseutial W the development of critical and crestive thinking and problema-
solving skills that provide the basis for scientific and cultural literacy. They are also
precursoss to the development of a sone of responsibility for conscientious and caring
stewardship of the envitonment. Our children must develop these attributes to the fullest
extent possibls if they are t0 enjoy a future that meets our bopes and expectations for them.

CCE/DiscoveryWorks also eahances guality of life in our communities, Its programs help
ad4 a spocial dimension to the ares atmosphere that can attract new industry, just as cultural
and educational opportunities attract business and industry to major urban areas.
CCE/DincoveryWorks® programs provide experiences for familics thet help them celebrate
being a community and take pride in residing in an area such as ours. Our communities &¢
bether plices w0 live becwse of CCE/DiscoveryWorks' programs.




Appendix 2
An Economic Profile of

The New River Valley Region
of Southwest Virginia

Location and Population

~comprises the counties of Montgoroury, Pulaski, Giles, and Floyd and the City of Radford

-located sdjacent to the Blue Ridge Mountains southwest of Roanoke, Virginia

-contains 2 population buse of approximately 150,000

-owjor population centets are the towns of Blacksburg (pop. apprx. 23,000) and
Christiansburg (pop apprx. 15,000), both located in Montgomery County, and the City
of Rudford (pop. apprx. 16,000)

Economi: Characteristics

-aea uncmployment rat: of 9.8% in May 1991 (state rate of 5.5%)

-wedian income fevel of $24,166 (state median of $31,202)

-Montgomery County classified by the U.S. Department of Commerce as a designated
poverty area

-taxable retail sales of $144.312,218 in 1991

~of the roughly 59,000 j¥rsons empioyed in 1980, 21% were in managerial and professionil
specialty occupatiors; 25% were in technical, sales, and administrative support
occupations; 30% veere in service occupations; and 24% were in operator, fabricator, wnd
laborer occupations

Educatiosal Characterisics

-appruximately 20,000 children attend 43 elementary, raiddle, and high schools located in 5
separate systems throughout the region

-educational institutions in the area include Virginia Polytechnic lnstitute and State 4
University; Radford University; New River Commuoity College; Virginia Departmeat of

Edu:ation Southwe:t Regional Service Center; and Southwest Virginia Governor’s Sctool
9 for Science and Matheraatics

-more than 40% of the adult population in the area did not graduate from high school :

- -average per pupil expenditures in area scbools range from $4062 to $4657 (state
average of $4878)

M"Nlﬁmhﬂdﬁhhwuﬁnﬂﬂ-lﬂim
1 Satinasd 01 Ak of et Hew i Vetlsy Bromsetint Duvelopment Allgner.
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Appendix 3
BIOGRAPHICAL SKETCH OF CCE/DISCOVERYWORKS REPRESENTATIVE

Mrs. Fraa Rooker
PO Box 430
Radford, Virginia 24141

Mrs. Rooker was born i Yokohamy:, Japan, and is the daughter of an Army officer, resired
at utirty vears. She bas lived in several foreign countries and is widely traveled.

She is mrried to D. Gregory Rooker, IV, President and Publisher of Family Community
Newspapars. They resicle on Claytor Lake, in Pulaski County, Virginia, with their three
children: Jennifer (12), Stephanie (10), and Jason (6 1/2).

She completed coursewcrk in Music Education and Foreign Languages (Spenish/German) at
West Vitginia University and Radford University. Her musical experience includes teachicg
piano, professional singing, and directing youth choirs. Her foreign language experiesce
inctudes private tutoring and teaching chikiren’s classes (Spanish/German/Ttalian) as an
asdjunct faculty member of New River Commanity College. She also has training and
experience in direct sales, having worked for five years as a Sales Director with Mary Kay
Cosmetics. She retired afier winning a pink car snd having ber third child.

Her civic/religious affilistions include:

George Mason University, Fairfax, Virginia - three-year member of the Mason Scholar
Selection Committe:

Radford University, Raclford, Virginia - three-year participant in the Host Family Program
for international students

LOGOS. deford.thm-two-ywmemberoftbefmmdinngdc;fDitecwﬂofm
intes Jenominational youth program involving four area churches

St. Jude’s Catbolic Chwrch, Radford, Virginia - instructor of religious education for righ
school studeat class:s

Council for Community Eorichment/DiscoveryWorks, Radford, Virginia - three-year memirer
of the Board of Dirsctors; eiected September 1988 to the Board as Publicity Committe:
Chair; appointed Jaouary 1989 to preseat position as Fundraising Committee Chair
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Mr. TaorNTON. Mrs. Rooker, I can understand why ocur chair-
man, Rick Boucher, has spoken to me so enthusiastically about the
fine work that you are doing, because indeed you are leveraging
community involvement even before you have the resources avail-
able with which to match and to encourage. And I think your ac-
tivities are exemplary, and we appreciate your bringing them to
our attention.

Dr. Boggs.

Dr. Bocgs. Thank you, Mr. Chairman and committee members.

I am very pleased to have this opportunity to testify on behalf of
the American Association of Community and Junior Colleges and
its member institutions in support of H.R. 4726, the Opportunities
in Science and Technology Act of 1992, and to thank you for your
consideration of it.

I would be remiss if I were not first to thank all of you for all
you have done to get the Price bill, H.R. 2936, the Scientific and
Technica' Education Act, through your committee. H.R. 4726 would
complement the Price bill in providing building blocks that are es-
sential to the restoration of our Nation’s competitiveness.

In our struggle to compete globally, the United States must de-
velop new initiatives which strengthen our scientific and technical
education systems which attract more of our most capable students
to careers in these areas and which broaden public understanding
of science and technology and their importance to our Nation’s
economy.

I believe that the Nation's community colleges are in a unique
position to provide the leadership necessary to move our Nation
ahead. Community colleges enroll 40 percent of the college under-
graduates in the Nation, including a larger proportion than other
institutions of women and minority groups which are currently
under-represented in science, engineering, and technology careers.

The Nation’s connmunity colleges are accessible to most of the
citizens of our country. In addition to the transfer in technical or
vocational programs they offer, most of the colleges have communi-
ty education or extension offerings to serve the continuing educa-
tion needs of their citizens. All of the colleges have libraries, many
hav: planetariums or other science facilities which are open to the
public, and some colleges are able to host local school science fairs.

My college, for example, has a seismograph, a solar telescope,
and a planetarium available for public viewing. We have an arbo-
retum, also open to the public, displaying plants, trees, and shrubs
from all over the world. Many of our faculty members serve 1s
speakers at community clubs and organizations, and some have
served as judges at school science fairs.

Like other community colleges, we' are close to the communities
we serve, and we interact in many ways with our public. Each
year. in audition to the regular community college students, over
9,000 _school children from preschool to grade 12 attend shows in
the Palomar College Planetarium. Evening planetarium shows
serve another 500 to 600 people annually.

The planctarium projector, however, is «bout 30 years old and in
desperate need of replacement. Current budget restrictions will not
permit us to replace the projector, and if it finally breaks down
beyond repair, we will have to close the facility. Your bill could

98




86

provide the resources to update equipment like ours, which is heav-
ily used in support of science education but badly in need of updat-
ing.

The Nation’s community college student enrollment continues to
grow each year. The colleges provide the most cost-efficient way for
both students and the public to support the first two years of a
four-year higher education. As a result, more than half of all
Americans who start college are served by community colleges.

The quality of science education in these institutions is impor-
tant since it influences students’ career choices and may provide
the only exposure to science that most of these students receive in
their college studies. The colleges also touch the lives of many of
our citizens indirectly. Data from Florida point out that 65 percent
of that State’s classroom teachers were community college trans-
fers.

Enrollment is also growing in community colleges in response to
changes in the work force and the current economic recession. The
colleges are providing retraining to many people who are develop-
ing new employment skills. Unfortunately, the pressures associated
with this enrollment growth are now being compounded by leaner
State budgets. Funds for instructional equipment and equipment
replacement have been cut dramatically. Your bill can help to
offset the losses caused by the recession and j-erhaps help with the
economic recovery.

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman and committee members, I believe
that the challenge of improving our global competitiveness cannot
be met without the involvement of the Nation’s community col-
leges. If we are to improve the public understanding of science and
technology, we should look to the educational institutions which
are closest to the public. If we are to influence the Nation’s fresh-
men and sophomores, we must support the colleges which enroll
most of them.

If we are to attract more women and minorities to careers in sci-
ence and technology, let us recognize that we must provide their
colleges—the Nation’s community, technical, and junior colleges—
with the necessary funding to do so. The national interest will best
be served if science and technical education at the institutions
which have the greatest potential impact the American community
colleges are supported.

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, thank you again
for this opportunity to address this important bill. I zppreciate
your efforts to improve our country and wish you well.

[The prepared statement of Dr. Boggs follows:]
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Testimony Provided to the
U.S. House of Representatives
Committee on Science, Space, and Technology
June 23, 1992
George R. Boggs

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, | am George Boggs,
Superintendent and President of the Palomar Community College District in
San Marcos, Califorhia. Palomar College is a public community college
serving more than 26,000 students per semester in northern San Diego
County. I am also chair-elect of Lhe Board of Directors of the American
Association of Community and Junior Colleges (AACJC). AACJC is the voice
and representative organization of the nation’s public and private
community, technical, and junior colleges. 1ts 1100 member colleges serve
more than 5 million credit students per term.

I am very pleased to have this opportunity to testify on behalf of
AAC]C and its member colleges in support of H.R. 4726, the Opportunities in
Science and Technology Act of 1992, and to thank you personally, Mr.
Chairman, for your sponsaership of it.

I would be remiss if | were not to first thank you for all you have done
to get the Price bill, H.R. 2936, the Scientific and Technical Education Act,
through your committee. 1 encourage each of you to urge your colleagues on
the Education and Labor Committee to report H.R. 2936 to the House. If the
House approves the Price bill this sununer, there is a good chance for its
passage by this Congress.

Your bill, Mr. Chairman, would complement the Price bill in
providing building blocks that are essential to the restoration of our nation’s
competitiveness. Both of the bills are responsive to the serious “pipeline”
problem confronting science education and its resulting effect on our
economy.

In our struggle to compete globally, the United States must develop
new initiatives which strengthen our scientific and technical education
systems, which attract more of our most capable students to careers in these
areas, and which broaden public understanding of science and tecl-nology and
their importance to our nation’s economy. 1 believe that the nation’s
community colleges are in a unique position to provide the leadership
necessary to move our nation ahead.

Community colleges enroll forty percent of the college undergraduates
in the nation, including a larger proportion than other institutions of women
and minority groups which are currently underrepresented in science,
engineering, and technology careers. The nation’s community colleges are
accessible to most of the citizens of our country. In addition to the transfer
and technical or vocational programs they offer, most of the colleges have
community education or extension offerings to serve the continuing
educalion needs of their citizens. All of the colleges have libraries, many
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have planetariums or other science facilities which are open to the public,
and some colleges are able to host local school science fairs.

Palomar College, for example, has a seismograph, a solar telescope, and
a planetarium available for public viewing. We have an arboretum, also
open to the public, displaying plants, trees, and shrubs from all over the
world. Many of our faculty members serve as speakers at community clubs
and organizations, and some have served as judges at school science fairs.
Like other community colleges, we are close to the communities we serve,
and we interact in many ways with our public.

Each year, in addition to regular communily college students, over
5000 school children, from pre-school to grade 12 attend shows in the Palomar
College planetarium. Evening planetarium shows serve another 500-600
people annually. The planetarium projector, however, is about 30 years old
and in desperate need of replacement. Current budget restrictions will not
permit us to replace the projector, and if it finally breaks down beyond repair,
we will have to close the facility. Your bill could provide the resources to
update equipment like ours which is heavily used in support of science
education but badly in need of updating.

The nation’s community college student enrollment continues to grow
each year. These colleges provide the most cost efficient way for both students
and the public to support the first two years of a four-year higher education.
As a result, more than half of all Americans who start college are served by
community colleges. The quality of science education in these institutions is
important since it influences students’ career choices and may provide the
only exposure to science that most of these students receive in their college
studies. The colleges also touch the lives of many of our citizens indirectly.
Data from Florida points out that 65 percent of that state’s classroom teachers
were community college transfers.

In addition to the transfer programs, community colleges offer a wide
range of vocational and technical programs. These programs prepare
students to enter the work force in two years or less. They also provide
graduates with specific courses needed for retraining or certification. In order
to offer the most effective programs, many colleges have formed
partnerships with their local emplayers. These partnerships provide the
colleges with access to the most up-to-date equipment, and the employers
benefit through the education of their employees and potential employees.
However, the access to this equipment is often limited to students in specific
technical programs, sometimes only directly involved in the partnership. A
comprehensive community college may be able to extend its resources
through partneiships, but would be badly handicapped in sesving its broader
needs if it did not have its own state-of-the-art equipment. Unfortunateiy,
many colleges cannot afford to replace out-of-date instructional equipment.

Enrollment is also growing in community <olleges in response to
changes in the work force and the current economic recession. The colleges
are providing retraining to many people who are developing ncw
employment skills. Unfortunately, the pressures associated with this
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entollment growth are now being compounded by leaner state budgets.
Funds for instructional equipment and equipment replacement have been
cut dramatically. Your bill can help to offset the losses caused by the recession
and perhaps help with the economic recovery.

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman and committee members, 1 believe that
the challenge of improving our global competitiveness cannot be met
without the involvement of the nation’s community colleges. If we are to
improve the public understanding of science and technology, we should ook
to the educational institutions which are closest to the public. If we are to
influence the nation’s freshmen and sophomores, we must support the
colleges which enroll most of them. If we are to attract more women and
minorities to careers in science and technology, let us recognize that we must
provide their colleges, the nation’s community, technical, and junior colleges,
with the necessary funding to do so. The national interest will best be served
if the National Science Foundation, the National Aeronautics and Space
Administration, and the Department of Energy combine forces to support
science and technical education at the institutions which have the greatest
potential impact, the American Community Colleges.

Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee, thank you again for the
opportunity to address this important bill. | appreciate your efforts to
improve our country and wish you well.
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Mr. THorNTON. Thank you very much. We have had very fine
summaries of each of the testimonies here.

I think that the underlying question goes to whether there is
presently a sufficient national recognition of the important role of
community colleges and education centers in developing the scien-
tific base that our Nation depends upon to be competitive.

I hear each of you saying from your perspective that you can do
much more if you have additional resourcez and additional help
from the Federal Gevernment.

Dr. Boggs.

Dr. Bocas. Yes, thank you, Mr. Chairman. I was encouraged this
morning to hear the testimony from the Federal agencies indicat-
ing an increased awareness in the potential for community col-
leges, but I did hear their admission that historically they have not
supported community colleges well. And currently the support pro-
vided to community colleges is not significant. So I believe we can
do better.

Mr. THorNTON. Mrs. Rooker.

Mrs. Rooker. Thank you.

I guess I deal with the area of population under 200,000, and I
heard today the gentlemen speaking of areas such as Chicago and
Greenville and Jackson and QOakland and Newport News. We feel
our areas under 200,000 population are under-served, and there are
strong forces of volunteers who are willing to put forth the effort to
increase scientific literacy, given the chance with this funding.

Mr. THORNTON. It is very important point. I don’t think we
should neglect areas which are geographically remote or where the
population is not as compact as it is in areas that may be more
easily reached but very difficult to be served.

Mr. Rudolph.

Mr. RupoLry. Yes, we also believe that the opportunity created
by this bill will enable institutions which have grown dramaticall
over the past few years to better serve the public and to reacfvl
many more families and children than we have been able to now
and will serve as a catalyst, because the Federal funding tends to
really help generate ircreased excitement and support from private
sector and other sources.

Mr. TaornTON. The function to catalyze and to develop addition-
al support, it would seem to me, has been repeated by each of you
as being very important. The question I have relating to that is
what your experience shows with regard to the importance of
having a facility or a facility that is kept in good repair. Does it
help to have facilities and equipment provided by the Federal Gov-
ernment in order to encourage community participation and utili-
zation of those facilities and equipment?

Mr. Rudolph.

Mr. RupoLpH. Again, I think very clearly that the Feders! sup-
port can provide a very important start for that effort and that
when the facilities and equipment are available the community
support is increased, the potential to use those facilities and equip-
ment is significantly increased. And we believe the record is very
clear that when facilities exist—and I know we can speak on behalf
of my own institution and others—that the startup support for the
facility then catalyses the support in the community and generates
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that, and I think Mrs. Rooker can probably speak to that very ef-
fectively from what she has said.

Mr. THORNTON. And Mrs. Rooker, please.

Mrs. Rooker. I agree with Mr. Rudolph that the startup funding
is an important part for smaller areas like mine. We have had so
many requests from not only professors at Virginia Polytechnic In-
stitute and Radford University and New River Community College
but also Virginia Department of Education Regional Office in our
area for us to work further on establishing a facility not only for
children in our area but to work in collaboration with these irstitu-
tions as a teacher resource.

So yes, it would be.

Mr. THORNTON. So there would be a certain amount of excite-
ment attendant upon having some new instrumentation that would
be an opening to astronomy or to an understanding of the way mol-
ecules work, all of the devices that—

Mrs. Rooker. It would provide a more first-hand experience, and
also our emphasis would be to teach the interrelatedness of the sci-
ences and arts.

I also want to point out that, as Mr. Rudolph is in a larger area,
Lord Cultural Resources and Planning and Management recently
did a survey which pointed out that 70 to 80 percent of visitors to
children’s museums come from within a 25-mile radius. So having
a facility such as ours in a smaller small-town area could also add
to scientific and cultural literacy for that area.

Mr. THorNTON. Dr. Boggs, before the hearings begari you and I
had an opportunity to discuss very briefly the comparable difficulty
in getting a grant or enthusiasm about starting something like a
planetarium the first time, as contrasted with the very important
task of keeping it up to date, of replacing it when it gets broken, of
having an ability to maintain an advanced cutting edge. Would you
comment on that.

Dr. Bogas. Yes, Mr. Chairman, that certainly is a consideration,
and I mention in my testimony that our planetarium has a projec-
tor which is more than 30 years old and in danger of being lost. We
are very concerned about that. We know that modern projectors
are made with solid-state equipment, which is easier to maintain
and probably would have a longer lifetime than the equipment we
have currently.

Also, I might mention that the projector we have, in relation to
the testimony given by the National Science Foundation represent-
ative this morning, our projector is—our planetarium is part of an
educational program. It is not a stand-alone piece of equipment. It
is an integral part of our educational program at our college and
an integral part of our community education program. Even
though it may not be part of a National Science Foundation pro-
gram currently, it is part of a program.

Mr. THorNTON. Well, indeed, would you not, as head of an insti-
tution, try to assure that any equipment be folded into a part of a
broader program?

Dr. Boaas. Yes, very much so.

Mr. THorNTON. Thank vou.

Mr. Packard.

Mr. PackArp. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
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Dr. Boggs, as the incoming president of the American Associa-
tion of Community Colleges and Junior Colleges—and I want to
congratulate you on that new appointment—what are your plans
in that Association to stimulate an interest in science and math
and engineering and the things that this bill would do?

Dr. Bogas. Thank ycu, Mr. T ackard.

Yes, we do have an interest in stimulating the interests of our
students in science and technology, and we do see that as impor-
tant to the future of our country.

As I mentioned, we are institutions which are accessible to most
Americans. We have 1,100 community and junior colleges in our
Association. We believe we can have a significant impact. So that is
part of our agenda, to stimulate science and technological careers.

Mr. PACKARD. Are you planning to develop a strategy on doing
that throughout your Association, or is i* too early, I presume, for
you to elaborate on what your plans are. But I presume that you
will be developing some strategy then to promote science and engi-
neering.

Dr. Bogas. Yes. I don’t have before me the plans for our Associa-
tion, but that, I can assure you, is a priority.

Mr. PACKARD. What is your funding at your college, and I pre-
sume at any community college—what are the funding sources, the
level of funding, and how is that determined, and what are your
sources of funding?

Dr. Bogas. Major funding sources for community colleges in the
country are primarily State funds, local tax—property tax funds,
and student tuition funds. In California, the student fees have been
kept relatively low, so the major sources of funding there are State
and local property tax funds.

Mr. PackarD. And your current programs at your institution to
emphasize science and math and engineering—do they come out of
those existing funds, or are there special pots of money available
either through the State or Federal sources to emphasize those dis-
ciplines?

Dr. Bocas. Most of the funds for those disciplines also come out
of the State and locel funds. We have made application for Federal
assistance for some of our programs. In general, the competition is
pretty fierce. As we heard from the National Science Foundation
representative, less than 1 percent of the contributicas from NSF
go to community colleges as opposed to other institutions of higher
education, and yet we are serving more than half of the freshmen
and sophomores in the country. So we would like to see more Fed-
eral support for our science and technology programs.

Mr. PACKARD. So under the current system you have to take—if
you wanted to, for instance, upgrade your planetarium and particu-
larly your projector with an up-to-date state of the art—you would
have to take that out of the sources that you have outlined that
come for general curriculum and operational activities.

Dr. Bocas. That is correct, and that is very difficult for us to do.

Mr. Packarp. This bill, you would anticipate, would give you
access, or at least give you a competitive opportunity, to apply for
funds to do some of those thmgs that now are taken out of your
existing resources.
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Dr. BogaGs. Yes, that is the encouraging part of this bill, and the
recognition that we heard this morning from the agencies that
community colleges can play a:. important role. -

Mr. Packarp. [ have not as carefully reviewed the technical as-
2ects of this bill as I perhaps should. To your knowledge, does it
specify what equipment you can apply for, or does it give you flexi-
bility that you could apply for those pieces of equipment that
would apply to your needs?

Dr. Bocas. It looks like there is flexibility within the bill. It is a
very simple, short bill, which I applaud you for.

Mr. PACKARD. Yes.

Dr. Bogas. And it looks very straightforward.

Mr. Packarp. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I appreciate these wit-
nesses. Some have traveled some distance to come and talk to us.

Mr., THorNTON. And thank you very much, Mr. Packard. It is
always a pleasure to participate with you in one of these important
hearings.

Mrs. Rooker, I wanted to explore just a little bit with you wheth-
er you have run into this 20,000 population base on occasion. Has
that been a barrier to you in any of your efforts to contact agencies
or to get support?

Mrs. RookER. Yes, it has. We considered applying for a grant to
NSF, and it would have been based on a research project of the
effect of informal education in the science area and the schools in
our region, and their figure for population base was 250,000. Most
of the agencies we have researched other than ‘hat have a popula-
tion base figure of 200,000 or up, and we feel like across the coun-
try there is such an enormous amount of students—the figure I
could not get from the Department of Education—who are under-
served because of this particular reason.

Mr. THorNTON. And pursuing that just a bit further, have you
been successful in getting any grants from NSF or from NASA or
the Department of Energy?

Mrs. RookEr. No, not at this point. We are successful in getting
other grants from other sources, but we have not applied to the De-
partment of Energy or to NASA. Our focus is the interrelatedness
of sciences, and because of that it limits us to different—to specific
agencies to which to apply.

Mr. THorNTON. Mr. Rudolph, can you address that question s to
an institution with which you are associated? I am sure you have a
broader—you probably do not have immediately at hand the fig-
ures for all of the institutions with which you are associated, but
has there been an interaction with NSF, NASA, and Energy on
programs of this kind?

Mr. RupovpH. I think that clearly there has been support for sci-
ence and techn-~logy centers from NASA, NSF, and the Depart-
ment of Energy, all of them, as outlined earlier. Those programs
tend to be very heavily focused on wanting to do new and innova-
tive exhibits and programs and not so much focused on necessarily
the greatest needs in facilities and equipment, which may not
always be the new and innovative.

Two years ago, Congressman Brown authored legislation which
you heard about teday providing support for new science centers,
which didn’t necessarily mean doing new things but meant provid-
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ing what was already done and developed elsewhere to those sci-
ence centers, and that has proven very effective, as you heard ear-
lier today.

So the primary thing we might look at in this is that it allows a
little more flexibility and less of the focus than the agencies tend
to put now on having to do the new and creative things but per-
haps trying to use the resources more—

Mr. THorRNTON. To spread the knowledge and the excitement to a
broader constituency, it seems.

Mr. Packarp. Mr. Chairman, would you yield on that?

Mr. THORNTON. I would be pleased to yield.

Mr. Packarp. I would be interested to know also by expanding
the chair’s question to the private sector as well. Dr. Boggs and Mr.
Rudolph particularly, I would be interested if you have tried to
access equipment and contributions from the private sector that
might have an interest in what you are doing in terms of science
and engineering and math at your institutions.

Mr. Rudolph.

Mr. RuporrH. Yes, we consider ourselves at my institution a
public and private partnership as a State museum with a nonprofit
foundation, and more than half of our funds come from earned
income and private contributions. And that is particularly true for
capital projects as well.

What we have found is that having, in our case, a start through
the State of California’s ~ommitment just recently, last year, that I
referred to earlier, of earthquake bond funding to rebuild our
buildings, has made a significant impact in the private community.
The fact that we have a major project and that we have support
from the State has really helped gel the private sector support and
brought about significant interest from the civic leadership in the
whole Los Angeles region behind our project. This is something
which I think in this bill the Federal support can do the same
thing. It puts a stamp of approval on a project, the peer review,
and it shows that the project is worthy of private support.

Mr. PackarDp. And I would be interested, Dr. Boggs, in your per-
spective on that component of opportunity as it relates to the com-
munity college.

Dr. Bocas. Yes, thank you, Mr. Packard.

We have been very active in securing equipment and developing
partnerships with business and industry. We have even been able
to work with the University of California too. We received a dona-
tion of an electron microscope a couple of years ago that they were
no longer using that we put to very good use.

We have secured donations from other—from private businesses
in our area, and we are now currently workin/, with many of our
private employers to develop partnerships which educate not only
their employees but also their potential employees or our students.
And it gives our students a chance to learn using the most modern
and up-to-date equipment, usually on the site of the employer.
Those are limited programs in electronics and technology usually.

So we are working with business and industry to get donations to
the college and also to have our students have a chance to use
equipment on their campuses.
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I might also add that we do have a request in to the National
Science Foundation currently for funding a mathematics center on
our campus. If that happens to be funded, it requires a 50 percent
match. We would be going to our community to get support for
that 50 percent match from private donors.

Mr. Packarp. Thank you.

Mr. THorNTON. And I thank you for your excellent additions to
the question, and I again want to express my appreciation to each
of our witnesses and ask if you would respond in writing to such
questions as the staff may address to you in writing.

Thank you, and the hearing is adjourned.

[Whereupon, at 12:02 p.m., the subcommittee was adjourned.]
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