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The next few years arc likely to sec a good deal of consideration 
given to the role and strength of the U.S. Office of Education. His­
torically it has been a weak agency, and many educators have 
wanted it -that way, preferring that strength be f0und only in the 
state departments of education and the professional educational asso­
ciations. But now, with a proposed budget of $2.15 billion, twice that 
of the National Institutes of Health and over four times that of the 
National Science Foundation, the Office of Education has greatly 
increased fiscal responsibilities. The National Defense Education Act 
of 1958, the small but growing program of cooperative research 
grants, the modernized Vocational Education Act of 1963, and the 
Educational Facilities Act of 1963 have all brought larger funds and 
greater opportunities.

is 
..3

»iogy and Geography (B)
Frank Bradshaw Wood

In
and Nj

revor Lloyd
•LOGICAL Sell NCR# (F)

| rthur D. Hasler 
anicai Sciences (G) 

tarriet B Creighton 
rHROFOLOGY (H) 
nthony F. C. Wallace 
chology (I) 
orrin A. Riggs

Richard H. Mahard

David W. Bishop

Warren H. Wagner

Eleanor Leacock

ial and Economic Sciences (K)
Frank W. Finger

arold D. Lass well Ithicl de Sola Pool
roRY and Philosophy of Science (L)
hn Murdoch 
INEERING (M) 
harles F, Savage 
ical Sciences (N) 
mes Ebert 
hairy (Nd) 

mes A. English 
RMACtuttCAL Sciences 
e H. MacDonald 
ICULTURC (O) 
iward F. Knipling 
■steial Science (P)

N. Russell Hanson

Leroy K. Wheelock

Oscar Touster

S. J, Kreshover
(Np) 

Joseph P. Buckley

Howard B. Sprague

cation (Q)
•rbert S. Conrad

Allen T. Bonnell

Frederic B. Dutton
YEMATION and COMMUNICATION
illace R. Brode 

। is TICS (U) 
r.uel S. Wilki

Phyllis

Morris

(T)
V. Parkins

B. Ullman

FIC DIVISION
II E. Church 
cadent

Robert
Secretary

C. Miller

THWESTERN AND ROCKY
NTAIN DIVISION
win R. Helwig 
side nt

Marlowe G. Anderson 
Executive Secretary

IKA DIVISION 
lan H. Mick 
evident

George Dahlgren
Executive Secretary

American Association for the Advancement 
cnee was founded in 1848 and incorporated 
4, Its objects arc to further the work of scicn- 
o facilitate cooperation among them, to im« 
the effect iveness<2£jicicn£*j£_j2i2>^iL2L^^

somej^its functions the Office of Education parallels NIH 
NSF. [All three "support graduate studentsr~make grants for re- 
iff^Allot funds for the instruction of educational facilities and 
purchase of cquipment^Collect statistics, ancF-publish reports on

treiuhj As a consequence, all three have opportunities for formulating \ 
policy and demonstrating intellectual leadership.

NSF and NIH have been given, and have accepted, this responsi­
bility. The Office of Education has had a more passive role, for it 
has been less trusted, both by Congress and by its constituency, with 
the degree of policy-making responsibility given these other agencies. 
A formula for distributing its funds is often dictated by Congress* 
and its freedom of action has sometimes been limited to establishing 
minimum standards for plans developed by the individual states. 
Behind all this, of course, lies the fear of federal control of education, 
which is always worth keeping in mind but which in actual practice 
is more often a red herring than a real danger.

As for the future, the yeast is working throughout the whole edu­
cational world. Criticisms and recommendations are legion. The 
course-content-improvement idea has demonstrated its power in 
mathematics and the sciences and is spreading to other disciplines. 
New educational techniques are being extensively tried out. Congress 
has recognized that the national interest calls for greater national 
involvement in the whole educational effort. Clearly, major changes 
lie ahead. As they come, the need for educational statesmanship will 
increase. There will inevitably continue to be much decentralization 
of responsibility; our educational system is built that way and will 
continue to work that way. The few voices that are calling for a 
"national” system are too far out of tune to be heeded. But the 
feeling that all educational decisions should be made at the state or 
local level is equally out of step with current problems and require­
ments.

To the financial support they have distributed, NIH and NSF have 
added the stimulating effects of coordinated national planning. Neither 
has deprived its constituency of freedom to make a variety of choices; 
in fact both have developed new opportunities and have helped to 
build many parts into a more effective whole. An Office of Education 
much stronger than wc have traditionally had could be a more helpful 
partner to these agencies in the fields where they overlap and could be 
a center of intellectual leadershin fortb**j^sinfjviiiratl^^
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