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Study by uCscC faculty

~ critical of R&D park plan

By GUY LASNIER
A faculty committee’s report
on the proposed research and
development center at UC-Santa
Cruz challanges the two basic
reasons put forth by the Chan-
~cellor in support of the project.
The committee said no educa-
or academic justifica-

‘tions in the current proposal

‘have been demonstrated. It said
only ‘‘vague answers’ were
received when the committee
asked for specific academic
reasons for the project.

The R&D center, as proposed,
«would consist of six to ten build-
‘ings covering 76 acres of a 108-
.acre parcel north of Crown Col-

Up to 700,000 s
m P quar& w ‘mfonnmg arts concert hall

. where the senate met.

be constructed over a 10-
year period for manufact

-and research by private firms in

high-tech industries.

‘Some 60 percent of the project;}
would have to be devoted to
manufacturing to make the
center cost-effective, accotd‘lng

Chancellor Robert Smsheimer
argues that the university n
the center to add to the aca‘
demic resources on the c

campus’ main resource - land.
The chancellor’s study contends
_that leases from private compa-
nies would bring in some $16 to
$19 million by the year 2000 to
grg financially strapped univer-‘

But the economic Justlflcatim
was questioned by the seven-
member sub-committee of the
UCSC academic senate.’ The
academic senate is an ad :
taéulty body of tenured pro@e&-

'!'he administration’s clai_ms
for financial benefits are “mis-
leading”’ and are based on
studies that contain errors in
method, the report states. The

‘‘errors result in an overestima-
tion of revenues” and ‘‘siginifi-
cant costs associated with the
project are omitted,” according
to the committee.

The :committee delivered its
report to the UCSC academic
senate Wednesday afternoon.
Committee chairman Richard
Gordon, a politics professor and
chairman of the politics board,

said the study was the first

independent review of the

_project by the faculty.

Faculty, student and commu-
nity interest in the issue was

high. An overflow crowd lis-

tened to the discussion via loud-
speakers placed outside the

Sinsheimer has said h;’weuld

g0 ahead with the R&D projec

oy 1 he Taculty Spaipges

rOJect generally has support
mong the science fae
which would tend to ‘
from high-tech mduatrj
nearby. Professors m
humanities are much 3
skeptical of the project’if aca-
demic and economic worth .
traditional split between the
disciplines may well broaden
the project moves ahead.
Wednesday the senate
to accept the committee’s
report and asked the senate.

“chairman to establish a com-

mittee to monitor the p :
process and conduct its wn
studies, partlcularly on the aca-l
demic aspects.

But the senate, by default,
took no official stance on eithei’
the project or an issue on the
Santa Cruz city ballot.

Measure A on the Nw &
ballot asks the university to
_ follow the normal city and
county planning procedures in
developing the center. The
UCSC administration, led by

SChancellor Robert Sinsheimer,

‘'speaking on behalf of the univer-
sity, has come out sttgncly
‘against the measure.

* During a forum Momlly._

heimer called Measure Aa

“pid for power”’ by the city

council in an effort to “contro%
the university.” :

- Some professors ‘asked to be
dissassociated from the univer-
sity’s public position and ﬂult
newspaper ads should be worded
so they did not imply unified
university support for w@

~ project. '

A mathematics proﬁmﬂ'

. citing deference to the biology
. faculty which supports the R&D
- park, suggested that the senate
officially take no stand., His

after-

at the close of the
ml"u discussion fail
receive enough vms to
sidered.




