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To the Editor:

I have received and reviewed the final
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for
the Communications Laboratory Building.
I am dissatisfied with this EIS. The whole
process of its formulation is a reflection
upon and a result of the way in which the
physical facilities at Evergreen have been
and continue to be designed and con-
structed. The history of campus construc-
tion evinces a spirit which runs antitheti-
cal to the philosophy upon which the evo-
lution of this school is based.

To be specific, I will first deal with the
EIS. You (Mr. Schillinger) responded only
to Richard Cellarius's letter. No attempt
was made to answer the objections I made
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in my letter, or the questions (although
few) raised by various state agencies. (I
was dismayed to note that my letter was
stamped "received June 3, 1974." I per-
sonally delivered this letter to the Office
of Facilities at 4:55 p.m. May 31.) No al-
terations appear in the EIS itself, although
its incompleteness was well documented.
No statement from the Department of
Ecology was included in the EIS.

The framework for the development of
environmental impact statements as out-
lined by you in point 11 of your written
response to Richard Cellarius can only
through happy coincidence provide for
the promulgation of comprehensive en-
vironmental impact statements. Environ-
mental impact statements need to be de-
veloped by an interdisciplinary group of
students, faculty, and staff, possibly with
input from outside experts. This would be
in keeping with the spirit of the law and
of Evergreen. Such a statement, to be con-
sidered comprehensive, must include com-
plete studies of alternative sitings, full
documentation of the plants and animals
in the concerned area(s), and a total re-

view of the probable and possible short
and long term environmental impacts to
be produced. The Office of Facilities alone
is unable and perhaps unwilling to com-
plete such a comprehensive work and is
definitely biased in any such evaluation.

But no environmental impact statement
can positively effect the development of
facilities on this campus if they are com-
pleted after a project design has been fully
completed and funds for the project ap-
propriated. Also, if the Master Plan is
adhered to regardless of the concerns
which the college community advances
environmental impact statements will be
used only as excuses for development.
(The Communications Laboratory EIS is
an example of both these cases.) Thus far
projects have been designed, approved,
funded, and constructed without proper
input from the community before de-
cisions are made. Projects are "sprung" on
us. In these cases environmental impact
statements and other possibly beneficial
documents can be seen only as conces-
sions to pacify the community, not to en-
courage and take account of community
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opinion.
The presumptuousness and unrespon-

siveness apparent in the administration of
'the development of facilities border on
dishonesty. For instance, I was completely
uninformed, until Richard Cellarius told
me, that there are plans to attach an aud-
itorium to the Communications Labora-
tory, and that this was one reason for its
siting. But no account has been taken of
whether the community wants or needs
that auditorium. By sticking to the Master
Plan the developers have given themselves
self-serving arguments for many construc-
tion projects, while presenting the com-
munity with already decided actions.

The Communication Laboratory E1S
states:

"Alternative locations . . . consid-
ered by the Master Planning team in-
cluded the site immediately adjacent
to the southwest of the proposed site
. . . The vegetation on the site to the
southwest is essentially the same, ex-
cept more dense and visually more
appealing than the site chosen,"

What the EIS does not mention is that this
forest area will be demolished anyway if
the auditorium is built. In fact, even
though the auditorium is planned as an
adjoining structure to the Communica-
tions Laboratory, it is not mentioned once
in this EIS.

. I see the need for the Communications
Laboratory. However, this is not the
issue. The issue is the method in which
this campus is developed. In order to pre-
vent continuation of the past and present
development and construction policy, and
to make this process more flexible and re-
sponsive to community desires, not Mas-
ter Planners' wishes, I suggest a DTP
needs to be called to look into these
issues. I would recommend a standing
committee of students, faculty, and staff
with the power to reject, alter, or post-
pone any proposals for the design and
funding of any physical developments at
Evergreen, particularly ones that have sig-
nificant environmental impact and are not
in accord with the wishes of the commun-
ity. The street light fiasco underlines the
need for such a committee.

I have now had the chance to study the
Master Plan for Evergreen (which needs
to be out in the open for all to review). If
this Master Plan is realized, the result
would be an environmental disaster. For a
school devoted to a holistic approach to
understanding natural and world systems,
we are setting one hell of an example. The
parking lots, "green" (brick) spaces,
roads, massive and underused facilities,
beauty bark and single strands of Oregon
grape remind one of the traditional insti-
tutional facilities of traditional educa-
tional institutes. The physical structures
envisioned in it run completely antitheti-
cal to Evergreen's philosophy of educa-
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tion, work, and life, a philosophy depend-
ent upon an intimate and interdisciplinary
approach. A standing committee like the
one I have proposed above is needed to
act as a thoughtful control on any further
development of this Master Plan.

The main problem facing Evergreen
presently is the unresponsive administra-
tive bureaucracy. Evergreen's ideal of a
benevolent oligarchy does not seem to be
working. The resignation of Al Rose, the
dissatisfaction of the community with the
construction of street lights, the misuse of
S&A funds, and the tokenism which can
be seen grinning from the Communica-
tions Laboratory EIS, to mention a few-
things, all lead me to believe that perhaps
we need a switch to a more democratic
and representative government at Ever-
green. Few members of the community
are involved in government decisions and
apathy and a sense of helplessness grow.
The bureaucracy becomes more hidden
and less responsive. Its policies slowly eat
away at the original philosophy of Ever-
green. In order to retain the philosophy of
Evergreen, perhaps we now need to
change its governmental structures. Al-
though this may be doing away with one
of Evergreen's ideals, that of government
through only cooperation, this ideal has
failed, and a transformation of the gov-
ernmental structures is needed to maintain
Evergreen's more important ideals, includ-
ing interdisciplinary approaches to educa-
tion and life-styles, the responsiveness of
administrators to community needs, and
the commitment of staff, faculty, and stu-
dents to make Evergreen work.

We need another DTP to again take a
look at our governance procedures. A
senate composed of 50 percent faculty and
staff and 50 percent students, with broad
decision-making powers, might be appro-
priate.

I arn deeply committed and dedicated
to the ideals of Evergreen. Evergreen is
the only institution in the country that I
know of which has produced a successful
design for alternative higher education. In
order to keep its philosophy and spirit
alive, it must continually re-examine itself
and objectively accept input and criticism
from campus members and the outside
community. Evergreen lives, but its exist-
ence as a holistic and interdisciplinary al-
ternative to traditional educational struc-
tures, that is, its success in living up to
and retaining its spirit is definitely inse-
cure.

Spider Burbank

(Editor's note: Since this letter was
written, a task force to help prepare fu-
ture EIS's has been set up. Richard Cellar-
ins will most likely be chairman of that
committee. The task force has also been
asked to study Evergreen's Master Plan
with an eye out for its environmental
impact. For more information see the ]u\y
11, 1974 issue of the Journal.)

NATO
disputed

To the Editor:

Dr. Jaroslav Vachuda's article on
NATO and the European media warrants
further comment. First of all, why does he
use the term "free world," in the first
paragraph. The phrase is archaic,
outdated, and should be reserved for such
troglodyte publications as U.S. News and
World Report. Implicit in the words'are a
denial of the Sino-Soviet Split (which I'm
certain that even former U.S. Senator
George Murphy now is convinced really
exists), and a belief in monolithic interna-
tional Communism. Come on, Dr. Vach-
uda, you had better reread Comrade Tog-
liat t i .

Yes, NATO may be here to stay. It
would certainly be difficult to get rid of it
after 25 years. But, was NATO ever
needed in the first place? While I don't
classify myself as a historical revisionist I ,
do think that in many instances their ar-
guments warrant careful consideration. I
say that as a preface to what I am about
to say now. Popular and governmental
beliefs are that NATO has been highly
successful in stopping Soviet advances on
western Europe. However, there is little
substant ive proof that the Russians
wanted to take over the low countries,'or
France, Italy, or Britain. What the native
communist parties in those states wanted
to accomplish was another matter. A little
review of Balkan history, and an under-
standing of the position of Poland be-
tween Germany and Russia will point out
the necessity for the Soviets to erect a
cordon sanitaire, an area of protection if
you will, on their western flank. That is
exactly what Russian troops did with the
assistance of other eastern European com-
munists. Totalitarian regimes were not es-
tablished in eastern Europe as an exten-
sion of "world Communism." Communist
regimes were incidental to the primary
thrust of Soviet foreign policy — protec-
tion of the Soviet Union from another .
devastating war. And, it was not neces-
sary for Stalin to establish Soviet style
regimes in western Europe to guarantee
the measure of protection that he deemed
necessary.

While I would not for a minute argue
with Dr. Vachuda's personal experiences
as a political refugee I would like to point
out that there are other views and' other
interpretations of European events-over
the past 35 years. Mine happens to differ
from his on NATO.

Paul A. Marsh









Allison

A quiz for Watergate buffs
The Questions

1. Who was Sally Harmony?
2. Who hid 75,000 dollars hush

money in a laundry bag?
3. What was the name of the

night watchman who discovered the
break in at the Watergate?

4. What Watergate lawyer was
described as being "to the right of
McKinley?"

5. Who was alleged to have kept
a gun in his desk at the White
House?

6. Who were Richard E. Gerstein

and Martin Dardis?
7. Who said: "This is a can of

worms as you know a lot of stuff
went on. And the people who
worked this way are awfully em-
barrassed.?"

8. Who proposed kidnapping the
leaders of demonstrations and
taking them to Mexico?

9. Who proposed fire-bombing
the Brookings Institute?

10. What was Kenneth Dahlberg's
position?

The Answers

Answers: 1. C. Gordon Liddy's
secretary at CRP. 2, Anthoney
Ulasewicz. 3. Frank Wills. 4. John
J. Wilson, attorney for Haldeman
and Erlichman. 5. E. Howard Hunt.
6. State's attorney for Dade County,

Florida and his chief investigator
who looked into the Watergate af-
fair early on. 7. President Richard
M. Nixon. 8. G. Gordon Liddy. 9.
Charles Colson. 10. Midwest Fi-
nance Chairman for CRP.

Your Score

if you got ail ten correct, you
should be impeached. If you got
nine right you're definitely implica-
ted. Eight right means you should
skip the country. Seven correct
means you should begin plea bar-
gaining. Six right should win you a
Pulitzer. Five means you'll be called
before a committee. Four right
makes you a White House lawyer.
Three correct answers indicates that
you should be investigated. Two
makes you an informed source. One
right answers puts you on the Wat-
ergate committee. And if you
missed them all, you're the next
President of the United States.
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