
study of math, science and technology
requires "fundamental changes in both
what is learned and how it is taught."
The substance of math and science
courses must be improved and updated,
and more and better qualified teachers
must be found, both reports emphasize.
"The dearth of good math and science
teachers has reached crisis propor-
tions," Boyer declares in High School.
"These shortages cannot be ignored.
New patterns of employment must be
explored. There is a vast reservoir of
potential teaching talent outside the
schools...." Boyer advocates permit-
ting highly competent professionals
from business, government, universi-
ties and other centers of science and
technology, retired or not, to teach,
even part-time, and urges that teacher
certification be modified to make this
possible. Using virtually the same
language, the NSB Commission recom-
mends similar actions by state and
local school boards and goes further by
calling for additional training for most
of the nation's 200 000 secondary math
and science teachers "because of the
rapid development of new knowledge."

Both reports also want to see calcula-
tors and computers introduced from
kindergarten through high school—
though both are equally cautious about
their widespread applications. The his-
tory of technological innovation in
classrooms is replete with failures.
Boyer recalls that "virtually every new
piece of hardware introduced into the
schools in the past three decades has
been oversold, misused and eventually
discarded." The "teaching machines"
of the 1950s gather dust in school
storerooms. Educational television left
little or no impact on schools and
colleges. Language "labs" stood un-
used in schools from coast to coast
while students recited lessons to their
teachers. Computers may be no better,
say the reports. Without thoughtfully
designed instructional programs that
are thoroughly understood and careful-
ly applied by teachers and made a part
of the routine curricula, computers are
likely to be of no more enduring value
to students than the latest arcade
game.

Modernizing and strengthening the
nation's schools will be both controver-
sial and costly. The 20-member NSB
Commission, headed by William T.
Coleman Jr, former Transportation
Secretary in the Ford Adminstration,
and Cecily Cannan Selby, former dean
of academic affairs and chairman of the
board of North Carolina School of
Science and Mathematics, calls on the
Federal government to help finance
1000 "exemplary" elementary schools
and the same number of secondary
schools to emphasize math, science and
technology. In a news conference, Cole-
man explained that exemplary schools

do not mean "magnet" schools, which
have been criticized as elitist, though
both types, by their very nature, are
considered powerful centers of aca-
demic change. The Federal cost for an
exemplary schools program is projected
at $276 million a year—for a total of
$829 million in a three-year period.
Like previous reports, the NSB Com-
mission describes the shortage of good
teachers as education's most critical
problem—one that can only be solved
by attracting better teachers with high-
er pay and status, while improving
teacher training. As part of this pro-
posal, the report recommends retrain-
ing teachers of math and science at
summer and in-service institutes, at a
cost of $698 million over five years,
with the Federal government bearing
half the cost.

The price tag on the NSB Commis-
sion's recommendations is $1.5 billion
in the first year and as much as $4.6
billion over five years. Financing of
such magnitude is unlikely to receive
sympathetic reception by the Reagan
administration, which insists that
states and localities are responsible for

public schools and once proposed to •
dismantle the US Department of Edu-
cation altogether. The case against
throwing Federal money at school
problems was stated succinctly by the
President's science adviser, George A.
Keyworth II, on 30 September at a
conference of the American Associ-
ation of Physics Teachers at Arlington,
Virginia.

Keyworth also claimed to detect in
all the attention the reports on pre-
college education had received "some-
thing more important than new billion-
dollar block-grant programs—a
groundswell of public and political sup-
port for better education." One sign of
this came last June when Congress
restored the cuts the administration
had inflicted the past two years on the
National Science Foundation's educa-
tion budget by authorizing $75 million
for the agency's science-education pro-
grams in FY 1984. At the same confer-
ence, NSF director Edward A. Knapp
announced that he was reestablishing
the agency's directorate for science and
engineering education, which had been
abolished in March 1982. —IG

NAS physics survey picks up speed
At a simple ceremony near the Swiss
border on 13 September when ground
was broken for CERN's next electron-
positron accelerator, LEP, French
President Francois Mitterand boasted
that the center now "holds a dominant
place in the domain of high-energy
physics." Mitterand's message does
not escape members of the National
Academy of Sciences physics survey
committee, who are concerned about
such matters as they examine the
current health of US physics and seek
to prescribe its directions for the next
decade. Enormous progress has been
made in physics since the last NAS
survey, led by D. Allan Bromley of Yale
in 1972.

Organized early this year under the
chairmanship of William F. Brinkman
of Bell Laboratories (PHYSICS TODAY,
March, page 64), the committee and
leaders of its seven panels gathered at
the NAS building in Washington over
the Columbus Day weekend in October
to discuss drafts of panel reports and
debate some sticky issues. Among the
issues: the high proportion of foreign
post-docs in US graduate schools, the
absence of magnetospheric studies at
universities and the recommendations
by the Department of Energy's High
Energy Physics Advisory Panel to kill
the Colliding Beam Accelerator (once
called Isabelle) at Brookhaven and to
build a Superconducting Super Collider
(often called Desertron), which is likely
to recapture the lead in high-energy

experiments that CERN now enjoys
(PHYSICS TODAY, September, page 17).
The committee does not necessarily
have to endorse the conclusions of
HEPAP, though it is likely to do so. It is
certain to deal in its final report with
such topics as new insights and projects
that seem most promising (and, accord-
ingly, should be high on the list for
Federal funding), the need for cross-
fertilization of different fields (to ex-
plore, say, many-body problems en-
countered, but only partially
understood, in the liquid state, plasma
and nuclear physics and even astron-
omy) and international cooperation in
bold and costly frontier areas.

The seven panels and their chairmen
are, in alphabetical order:
Atomic, molecular and optical—Daniel

Kleppner, MIT
Condensed matter—Alexei A. Maradu-

din, University of California, Irvine
Elementary particles—Martin Perl,

SLAC
Gravitational and cosmic—David T.

Wilkinson, Princeton
Interfaces and applications—Watt W.

Webb, Cornell
Nuclear—Joseph Cerny, Lawrence

Berkeley Laboratory
Plasma and fluids—Ronald C. David-

son, MIT, and John M. Dawson,
UCLA
Current plans call for publication of

the committee's overview report in
spring 1984 and the panel reports
shortly thereafter. —IGD
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