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PACs confront
research park

Opponents of Riverfront site
undertake long, uphill battle.

By Stephen Maher
Emerald Associate Editor

wo local political action committees are gearing
up for final battle to put a stop to the siting of the
Riverfront Research Park

Citizens for Responsible Land Use and Citizens for
Fair Tax Distribution are preparing to circulate peti-
tions that will address areas of land use and funding
associated with the park. The commitlees are attemp-
ting to get city-wide initiatives on the May 1988 ballot

The problems the committees face are two-fold,
however. Not only is there a difficult road ahead in
changing the particulars of the master site plan, but if
the site plan is approved as expected by January or
February, the ballot measure will be a moot subject,

*“This is really the last chance,”’ said Dan Stotter,
coordinator of Citizens for Responsible Land Use and
ASUO liaison for the research park project

Stotter said he hopes supporters of the initiatives
will be out collecting signatures by November.

Although the committees have taken different ap-

roaches in tackling the proposed site of the park, they
both retain the same goals, Stotter said.

“The area north of the railroad should be used
principally for recreational and natural resource uses,"’
Stotter said

*“The use of a research development office space is
inappopriate for the area,’’ he added.

Stotter suggested the University revert back to a
1979 plan for the area, titled the ''University of Oregon
Playing Field Master Plan.”” The plan called for the ex-
pansion of recreational uses, including the construc-
tion of four large playing fields.

“They completely abandoned that plan,”” Stotter
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Others, however, see the situation in a different
light, John Moseley, University vice president for
research, said the location of the research park is no
longer an issue

“That (north of Franklin Boulevard) is the site for
the Riverfront Research Park. There is not another site
That is the site,”” Moseley said

“The University will certainly cooperate and par-
ticipate in any other substantive developments of
research or high-tech parks anywhere in the region. We
are very interested in that,”" he said.

“‘But that's different from this park. It is not a ques-
Mt by Seibis Lo tion of another site. Another sih}a would be another

Students opposed to the site of the Riverfront Research Park protested on the steps of Johnson Hall before park."
marching to City Hall on Friday Turn to Park, Page 4
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