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USDForum set

After months of extensive planning
by a number of the top minds at the
University of San Diego, USD is ready
to present the San Dlego communlty
its first USDForum.

The USDForum will prowde the
community with a much-needed
public arena to tackle the region’s
most pressing issues in acompelling,
dramatic setting.

On May 13 at the Lyceum Theatre,
the USDForum will aggressively seek
answers to this oft-asked but difficult
question:

"Should all local governments in
the San Diego Region adopt a
coordinated Growth Management
Plan which actively limits growth?”

In the tradition of public
television's "The Advocates,”
recognized experts on both sides of
the growth issue will be questioned
on the "witness stand” by USD law
school faculty.

For more information call John
Nunes at 260-4682.
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USD Prof. Kenneth Culp Davns

By JIM SCHACHTER, Times Staff Writer

Too often, and in too many important
cases, the justices of the U.S. Supreme
Court don't know what they're talking
about, Kenneth Culp Davis says.

If Davis were anyone but who he is, the
criticism would be dismissed as just another
instance of court-bashing. Lots of people
don’t think much of the Supreme Court.

But Davis, a distinguished law professor
at the University of San Diego, is a lion of
jurisprudence; a ar whose seminal
thinking about law ‘and how it is created
have made him well-known in the nation’s
law schools and courthouses.

At 78, he has quietly launched a cam-
paign to improve the decision-making
capacities of the high court by expanding
the range and scope of the information
available to the justices as they rule ‘in
some of the most important cases.

Davis’ proposal, outlined Thursday night
in the Nathanson Memorial Lecture at
USD, is simple. The Supreme Court, he
argues, should have a research service of
its own—or perhaps access to the Congres-
sional Research Service—to supply it with

Laivyers ‘feel they would lose control of the material that is
being considered by the court. You can see how the
researcher might very well become the master of the case.’

Judge Joseph T. Sneed
9th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals

scientific and technical data about issues
reaching the high court.

“The justices need that kind of help in
many cases, and, in general, ‘they don't

-have it,” Davis said in an interview before

his address. ‘“We can’t think without facts.”
Simple as it sounds, though, Davis’ idea

challenges the very foundation of the way

courts work in the United States, .
Traditionally, appellate- courts review

‘the record created in a trial court and

whatever further arguments lawyers place
before them. The judges and their law
clerks may research the legal issues.in-
volved, but they typically don’t conduct
inquiries into the factual matters at the

heart  of the disputes or the practlcal :

consequences of their decisions.

Yet Davis argues that, however time-
honored the adversarial approach to judi-
cial decision-making may be, it results too
often in bad law.

Congress, whose committees can inves-
tigate every aspect of an issue" before.
drafting a law, and regulatory agencies,
which seek expert guidance and public
comment before issuing rules, do a much
better job, Davis says, because they have
the facts that judicial lawmakers are
lacking. | i

“The Supreme Court is often at its best
on complex thinking problems, onphilo-
sophical or ethical or moral issues, on
analysis or reasoning, and on issues of
interpretation,” Davis wrote in a law
review article published last year that first

 High Court Needs Research Arm, Scholar: Says

; pﬁblic’ized his proposal.

. “But the Court may often be at its worst
on policy issues that are dependent upon
‘understanding or instincts about legislative

. facts,” hé wrote. “Indeed, my impression is

that, typically, the Court is basically baf-

. fled in trying to deal with legislative facts.”

Justices of the high court have acknowl-
edged the need for information that goes
beyond the record created in-an adversarial
hearing.

“Davis notes, for instance, that Justice
Harry Blackmun spent much of a summer
doing research at the Mayo Clinic before
drafting the opinion in Roe vs. Wade that
legalized abortion in 1973. But Blackmun
did not give the parties in the case an
opportunity . to challenge his research;
Davis says his proposal guarantees the
parties’ right to respond. .

‘When Justice Byron White dissented
from the court’s landmark 1966 decision in
Miranda vs. Arizona, which granted consti-

. tutional protections to criminal suspects, he

noted that the court majority had not
studied a single policé interroghtion to-see

. Please see DAV]S, Page 10
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Continued from Page 1
the real-life dimensions of the,
issue.

“Judged by any of the standards
for empirical investigation utilized
in the social sciences, the factual
basis for the Court’s premise is
patently inadequate,” White wrote
at the time.

Skepticism and Support

Privately, several current Su-
preme Court justices have ex-
préssed support for his proposal,
Davis said, but they say the court is
too busy to take on the task of
winning congressional support and
funding for a research service.

“] don’t get disapproval,” he said.
“What I get, in effect, is ‘Not
now.’”

Toni House, spokeswoman for
the Supreme Court, said Thursday
that the court has no official com-
ment on Davis’ proposal.

Davis’ idea garners considerable
skepticism among other judges and
lawyers.

“It just really totally turns the

role of the court on its head,” said .
John Cleary, a San Diego lawyeri
who has argued several cases be-
fore the Supreme Court. “The Su- |
preme Court is like ajury. You have '

to trust their basic wisdom. But we
rely on the fact that those individu-

als rely on the information they

have [before them], and not back-
door knowledge.”

Judge Joseph T. Sneed of the
U.S. 9th Circuit Court of Appeals in
San Francisco said many lawyers
would oppose giving the justices
the leeway to conduct their own
empirical research.

“They feel they would lose con-
trol of the material that is being
considered by the court,” he said.
“You can see how the researcher
might very well become the master
of the case.”

Sneed, chairman of the appellate
judges’ conference of the American
Bar Assn., noted that judges al-
ready are free to informally visit
libraries or have their clerks gather
information on a technical issue.

But in many instances, he said,
the solutions to the problems be-
fore the nation's highest courts are
not found in books.

we're deciding cases and we're
confronted with a situation where
we really don't know what the
consequences are of which way we
g0,” Sneed said. “But then, fre-
quently, no one does. That's where
you reach deeply into your inner-
most feelings and come up with the
way it ought to go. And that’s all
you can do. And then you watch.”

Correcting Mistakes

Legislators can correct a judge’s
mistakes, he added. “Society has a
way of correcting these things,”
Sneed said. “The courts don’t have
the last word unless they are
accepted by the people.”

Davis, though, says his concept

“of arming jurists with the best and

most complete information availa-
ble has a solid basis in legal history.

In 18th-Century England, he
said, Lord Mansfield developed the
outlines of modern Anglo-Ameri-
can commercial law by sitting in
pubs and talking with merchants
about how they conducted busi-
ness. In the early 1900s, Louis
Brandeis—then a Boston lawyer
and later a legendary Supreme
Court justice—submitted a factual
brief that became the basis of a
landmark decision giving states the
power to limit the length of the
work day.

Now, parties sometimes file such
“Brandeis briefs” to give the Su-
preme Court technical information
in a case. But such occasions are
rare, Davis said.

The gray -haired professor—who
taught at the universities of Texas,
Minnesota and Chicago before join-
ing the USD faculty in 1976—un-
derstands that his proposal may not
win quick acceptance.

But he can afford to be patient.
Fifty years ago, when he was a
second-year student at Harvard
Law. School, one of his profes-
sors—an eminent specialist—re-
jected Davis’ notions about the
nature of evidence in legal cases.

Today, the professor’s ideas have
been relegated to the ash heap, and
Davis’ are embedded in the federal
rules of evidence.

“So often, true ideas like this
have to be kicked around for
decades,” Davis said. “Then, after
they’ve been adopted, people say,
‘How could we have been without
this for so long?’ ” '
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TOMORROW/ 2

SUNDAY/ 3

MONDAY/ 4

TUESDAY/ 5

WEDNESDAY/ 6

THURSDAY/ 7

8 p.m. — “3 Forms/4
Dances,” dance con-
certs, Studio Theater,
SDSU.

— U@D student dance
concw The-
ater.

— Stage 7 Dance The-
ater, dance concert,
City College Theater.

— “Just Between Our-
selves,” North Coast
Repertory Theater
(opening night).

— “The Dining Room,”
San Dieguito Playhouse
(opening night).

— Neofest V, festival of
new arts, Sushi.

— “Light Up the Sky,”
Lamplighters, Ben Polak
Fine Arts Center.

— An Evening of One
Acts, Skull and Dagger,
Expermental Theater,
SDSuU.

— Comedians Rick
Rockwell and Barry
Marder, the Improv.

9:30 a.m. — Silvergate
and Rackat Cat Clubs
Cat Show, United
Auto Workers Hall,
Old Town. (until 5
p.m.).

10 a.m. — Chinese Dra-
gon Festival Food
and Cultural Faire,
Del Mar Fairgrounds.

6:30 p.m. — “Back to the
*80s,” fund-raiser,
Copley Gymnasium,
La Jolla Country Day
School.

7 p.m. — “Kids Talent
Show,” Lions Deaf
Recreation Club, Lew-
ish Jr. High School.

7:30 p.m. — Organist
Donna Parker, The-
ater Organ Society of
San Diego, California
Theater.

8 p.m. — Meliora String
Quartet, Mandeville
Auditorium UCSD.

— Pianist Lisa
Specter, University
Symphony Concert,
Smith Recital Hall,
SDSU.

— “Jubilant Music of
Spring,” Palomar
Chorale, Palomar Col-
lece Theater.

9:30 p.m. — “Coping,”
one-woman show with

Sheri Glaser, the Pres--

ent Time.

1p.m. — “Search for

Survival,” film, Natural
History Museum (also
2:30 p.m.).

4 p.m. — Opera Preview

Concert, San Diego
Opera Center, Mira-
Costa College Theater.
— Tijuana Bullfights,
Downtown bullring, Ti-
juana (inaugural corri-
da)

7 p.m..-— Crawfish Pie,

bluegrass, Smith Re-
cital Hall, SDSU.

— “Another Anti-
gone,” Cassius Carter
Center Stage, Simon
Edison Center for the
Performing Arts (clos-
ing performance).

— “Intimate Ex-
changes,” Old Globe
Theater, Simon Edison
Center for the Per-
forming Arts (closing
performance).

7:30 p.m. — Open Stage

Experiment, the Pres-
ent Time.

8 p.m. — “West Side

Story,” Educational
Cultural Center (clos-
ing performance).

4:30 p.m. — Conference

on role of religion in
promoting democracy
in Latin America, Insti-
tute of the Americas.

7 p.m. — Clarinetist Larry

Combs, Smith Recital
Hall, SDSU.

— Wayland Flowers
and Madame, Fiesta
Dinner Theater (also
9:30 p.m.).

7 p.m. — “l Don’t Have

to Show You No
Stinking Badges,” Ly-
ceum Stage, Horton
Plaza..

7:30 p.m. — lan Red-

mond speaks on “Ele-
phants Under-
ground,” Montezuma
Hall, SDSU.

8 p.m. — Artie Shaw Or-

chestra, Golden Gym-
nasium, Point Loma
Nazarene College.

— Economist John
Kenneth Galbraith
speaks on “The Econ-
omy Now and After
Reagan,” Mandell
Weiss Center for the
Performing Arts,
UCSsD.

7 p.m. — Poet Jeanne
Carney and musician
David Paul, Poetry
Unlimited, La Jolla Lu-
theran Church.

7:30 p.m. — Former CIA
agent John Stockwell
speaks on “The Se-
cret Wars of the CIA,”
MiraCosta College
Theater.

8 p.m. — Sonor, contem-
porary music ensem-
ble, Mandeville Audi-
torium, UCSD.

— “Guys and Dolls,”
USIU Theater Depart-
ment, Theater in Old
Town (opening night).
— “The Play’s the
Thing,” Gaslamp
Quarter Theater.

8:15 — Banjoist Don Van
Palta, Fiesta Dinner
Theater (buffet, 6:30
p.m.).

7 p.m. — Quilapayan,

Latin American folk
music, North Park
Theater.

8 p.m. — “Dames at

Sea,” Mesa Apolliad
Players, Mesa College
Theater (opening
night).

— Film International
Style series continues
with Istvan Szabo’s
“Colonel Redl,”
Mandeville Auditori-
um, UCSD.

— “Thursday Night
Live,” costume night,
Confetti.
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advice bank for
Supreme Court

By Lorie Hearn, Staff Writer

Legal scholar Kenneth Culp Davis smiles
knowingly when he talks about how to right
what’s wrong with the U.S. Supreme Court.

“] have a long list of cases ... in which factual
material available to the court was inadequate,”

* Davis said. “It is not too strong to say that some

of their decisions rest on ignorance.”

Davis’ sweeping criticism is backed by more
than a half-century of research and a national
reputation in administrative law. But his solu-
tion — to equip the court with a bank of scientif-
ic experts — promises to be controversial in a
field of professionals who are slow to buck tradi-
tion.

His plan is to make available to the court the
same kind of expertise in the economy, social
sciences and medicine that is available to legis-
lative agencies and to Congress through the Con-
gressional Research Service. The outside advice
would be passed on to lawyers arguing complex
cases to preserve the adversary process.

Davis unveiled his proposal last night to about
100 members of the legal community at the Uni-

See EXPERTS on Page B-8

The an Diego Union/Star Honda
Court with a panel of scientifi
other experts.

professor Kenneth Davis
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yersity of San Diego, where he teach-
es administrative law. He said he al-
ready has discussed the idea with
several members of the Supreme
Court and is looking for support in
Congress.

“Courts make policy and in Omer'“i
to do so intelligently, they nced
facts,” Davis said. “We need to cut '
back law-making by the Supreme
Court that is without fact.” ’

He believes the court should be
able to ask for an independent analy-
sis of research and of public senti-
ment, although he draws a line be-
tween awareness and decision-mak-
ing by popular opinion.

“Lawmakers should know what
the people want,” he contended.
“There ought to be a democratic ele-
ment in the process.”

Davis’ proposal raises questions
about democracy in the judicial sys-
tem and about independent fact-
gathering by judges. It likely will
prompt debate among lawyers who
believe facts are their bailiwick and
among judicial experts who- doubt
the need for more court advisers.

Judge Alfred T. Goodwin, who is
presiding over the United States 9th
Circuit Court of Appeals, said, “I
would consider carefully anything he
(Davis) proposes.”

The court already has legal
researcher and computer access to
the Library of Congress, Goodwin
said, pondering whether additional
information from experts was neces-
sary.

He concluded, however, that if the
adversarial process of allowing both
sides to argue their cases was pre-
served, “I don’t see anything wrong
with having a spectroscopist tell you
what color the gases are on Neptune
instead of trusting your own memory

. of a sixth-grade class.”

Richard Fallon, a federal law pro-
fessor at Harvard University, howev-
er, said he was skeptical about Davis’
proposal.

He worried that added experts
could erode the validity of argu-
ments by adversaries, and he sug-
gested that independent researchers
would “invite the court to focus on
legislative facts and pull it from its
role as an adjudicator.”

Joseph Ross, who heads the Con-
gressional Research Service in
Washington, D.C., said he thought
Davis’ proposal had merit “on occa-
sion in unusual cases.”

For example, Ross said, some re-
searchers in the service, which has
hundreds of employees, reacted with -
interest to the court’s ruling last
week on racial bias in death penalty
cases. When asked if independent re-
search might have helped the court
in that case, Ross responded, “It
wouldn’t have hurt.”

Davis has lists of Supreme Court
cases to bolster his arguments for a
more informed judiciary.

Factual assumptions have led the
court to rule in ways now viewed as
“absurdity,” Davis said, citing a 1908
case upholding the constitutionality
of segregated classrooms in Kentuc-
ky. He believes the decision was
based on an argument filed by the
state attorney general that the
brains of blacks were smaller than
the brains of whites.

It is difficult to predict what the
decision would have been had the
true facts been available, Davis ac-
knowledged, but he argued that “peo-
ple doing scientific inquiry are out on
the frontier” and the justices “need
to have access to the best scientific
understanding.”

In the nation’s landmark death
penalty decision, Furman vs. Georg-
ia, the court acknowledged the insuf-
ficiency of its fact-finding tools,
Davis said.




Chief Justice Warren Burger claims with the familiar and effec- suminer poring over medical studies ~were available) but the word dra- before his proposal gains acceptance.
wrote the 1972 opinion that overturn- tive tools available to them as they ~on abortion before the court decided matic overstates it” Davis said. “The enemy is not soO much oppo-

ed capital punishment laws across are nol Lo us.” {he controversial Roe vs. Wade case “The time will come when we will nents as inertia,” he said, adding,
the country, and he noted, “Legisla- The court must want more factual  in 1973. look back al the 20th century as «The accustomed practices are deep-
tures will have the opportunity to data, Davis said, pointing out that «We would see different decisions  primitive.” ly ingrained,” and change “takes

make a penetrating study of these Justice Harry Blackmun spent the from the court (if research service Davis believes it could be years time and a lot of effort.”
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Scholagyrges
Suprgm'e Court
Research Service

By PAULINE REPARD
San Diego Daily Transcript Staff Writer

It seems like a good, even a sim-
ple, idea: give the United States
Supreme Court access to a research
service.

It may come as a surprise that
the court doesn’t already have a
body of researchers at hand to sup-
ply facts and statistics important to
i case.

But justices have been winging it
for 198 years without anyone to
conduct surveys, unearth scientific
principles- or set-ont’ medical fin.
dings for sweeping decisions in-
volving adoption, abortion, segre-
gated schools, police practices and
myriad other social issues.

Uniwgrsit,x.oLSnn_Diego law Pro-
fessor Kenneth Davis believes the
time has nearly come to change
this history.

He proposes that the Supreme
Court tap into the 800-strong Con.
gressional Research Service to find
factual answers not always provid-
edin alawyer’s legal brief,

Davis, a scholar and teacher of
administrative law since 1939 and
now considered one of the nation's
authorities on the subject, detailed

his proposal last night at_USD's
third annual Nathaniel L.
Nathanson Memorial Lecture
Series.

He pointed out the Supreme

(Continued on Pagle 44)
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Court has created some of its most
important social law without a
<firm basis in “legislative facts,”
“which he defines as “the facts that
cbear on the court’s choices about
law and policy.” Those types of
. facts are different from statements
iof who is involved in a case, what
was done, how and why.

Davis' proposal followoed one he'd

outlined a year ago in a Minnesota
.Law Review monograph entitled,
5"Judicial, Legislative and Admin-
sistrative Lawmaking: A Proposed
i Research Service for the Supreme
,Court.”

In the monograph, and in an in.
cterview before his evening speech,
1,Davis cited a few examples of high

court decisions made in a near
svacuum of facts.
+ In 1908, he noted, the court
pallowed the Kentucky attorney
-general to file a brief asserting the
-brains of blacks were smaller than
s those of whites. The court upheld a
state law forbidding white and
black college students to be taught
in the same classroom.

“Today, everybody knows that’s

bunk,” said Davis. “Those Jjustices

§ may have taken it seriously. If the
B o

question came up today no one
would need medical evidence that
all brains are the same size and the
size of a brain has nothing to do
with intelligence. But at that time
people would say everyone knows
it’s true,

“Policy questions like this often
rest. on factual understanding.”

He noted the precedental
Mirandn v.  Arizona case wan
decided, not on the basis of clear
facts on police practices of inter-
rogation, but on loose impressions.

Other factual questions that
could arise in Supreme Court
cases, he said, might concern
whether a product causes cancer in
humans if it does in mice. Or
whether a psychiatrist can predict
unerringly a criminal defendant’s
“future dangerousness.”

“Should we have an institutional
arrangement that would assure
our justices have access to the kind
of facts, studies and science needed
in order to resolve policy questions
soundly? That’s the question I'm
raising.”

Davis, a wiry, tan, 79 who boasts
he can still beat half his racquet-
ball opponents, has been pondering
that question for some 40 years.

He said the iden of a Supreme
Court research arm came to him as
a second-year law student at Har-
vard, where he graduated in 1934,

“I first published the suggestion
in 1942, in Vol. 55 of the Harvard
Law Review,” he recalled, “I would
guess I've published it 46 times
since then. I'm writing all the time.
Teaching is secondary for me.

“T wrote 27 volumes and more
than 100 articles over the last 45
Years and this subject permeates a
large portion of that.”

Asked why the research service
hasn’t yet been developed, after all
this time, Davis replied with a
mixture of philosophy and defen-
sive evasion.

“There are a lot of good ideas in
the world. Why didn’t we have
them sooner? We have evolving in-
stitutitions, each one in its own
stage of development. If we look
back 100 years from now we will
see things done that should have
been done before.

“You don’t have .a pressure
group whose interests are at stake,
If the court wants it, what are the
motivations for them departing
from legal traditions begun in the
12th century?

“The- caseload of the court is
enormous. It’s a very difficult job —
they all work beyond their capaci-
ty. They don’t have time to pick up
extraneous subjects like this that
affect the court.

“If they are reluctant to stir up
something that pertains to them, it
doesn't mean they have a convie-
tion that it shouldn’t be stirred up.
They think they’lldo it next year.”

He said expanding Congress’ re-
search staff would be expensive,
noting its 1986 budget was $39
million,

Davis insisted, though, that all
nine justices support his research
service idea. He said he’s talked to
some, including Antonin Scalia,
whom he described as a friend,
Thurgood Marshall and Byron
White.

FRIDAY, MAY 1,19

“Publishing on this subject is the
first step,” he reiterated. “Then it's
to develop the idea and get it un-
derstood. I think it’s too early to
ask Congress to legislate without a
rather full study of the subject to
answer all the questions that need
to be answered.

“I don’t know how much more
staff at the Congressional Research
Service would be needed to take on
the court. No one could know that
in advance, they'd have to find out
by trying it.”

He said he’s made a few inqui-
ries about key congressional mem-
bers who might be interested in his
iden, but he has made no direet
contacts yet.

But, he added, the idea isfgﬂin-
ing ground nationally and law stu-
dents are being taught the distinc-
tion between legislative and ad-
judicative facts.

“I sense an understanding on the
part of law students that wasn't
there 20 years ago. It’s in the air, a
movement that’s strengthening.”

Justice Harry Blackmun, Davis
offered, decided on his own that he
needed more facts before writing
the historic Roe v. Wade decision
granting women the right to choose
abortion.

Blackmun spent a summer at the’
Mayo Clinic library researching
the medical facts behind abortion,
which Davis applauds as an exam-
ple of one effort to understand the
full ramifications of the Roe case.

“What was bad,” Davis said,
“was that what he learned was not
made available to the parties in the
case. These outside studies need to
be available for the parties to
argue over. But it was still better
than what the court usually does,
which is no'study of the facts.” /
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“4gEX CLINICS ON CAMPUS: YES OR NO?” That’s the title
of a debate on the controversial topic of whether high school
campus health clinics should dispense contraceptives. The dis-
cussion will start at 7 p.m. Monday at the University.-of San
Diego’s new University Center. Panelists will include San Diego
city schools Superintendent Tom Payzant; Dr. Jacqueline Par-
themore, chief of staff at Veterans Administration Hospital, the
Rev. Douglass Regin, director of Catholic Community Services;
and Joan Patton, organizer of Coalition for Family Values. The
debate is a class project for graduate students in the USD

School of Education. Former Mayor Roger Hedgecock will be

P

moderator. — Joseph Thesken, staff writer LA55 o
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Loyola Marymount tops USD

The University of San Dlego base- - noT T
ball tearm scored four runs in the
eighth inning yesterday but lost to vis-
iting Loyola Marymount, 9-7, in a
West Coast Athletic Conference game.

Travis Tarchione’s RBI double off
reliever Jim Westlund in the ninth
won it for the Lions (33-19-1, 7-10-1).
Tarchione also had a two-run home
run in the second.

Dave Rolls was 3-for-3 with two
RBI and Andy Roberts was 4-for-6 for
USD (29-20-1, 6-11-1). Darryl Scott (8-5)
won, and Dan Newman (2-6) lost.

The teams will play a double-head-
er at USD today at noon. o
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—Homes —
A tale of 2
(unique)
campuses

USD, UCSD centers‘

reflect diverse styles
By Roger M. Showley

Staff Writer

The post office and the public still
confuse USD with UCSD. It doesn’t
matter that the former is private and
the latter is public; that one has 5,300
students while the other has 14,000;
or that there’s a law school at one, a
medical school at the other.

Physically, the University of San
Diego — opened as the College of
Wome_n In 1952 — and the University
of California, San Diego — opened to
undergraduates in 1964 — could
hardly be more different. Their ap-
proach to building new student cen-
ters is the latest proof of that differ-
ence.

USD’s 76,000-square-foot Universi-
ty Center was completed earlier this
year and dedicated last month. Thir-
teen years in the making, it acts as
the campus living room, a place
where the 5,300 students, their pro-
fessors and staff can relax between
classes and chores. Except for some
more dorms and a few additions, the
building completes the major con-
struction at USD.

On the other hand, bids for UCSD’s
167,000-square-foot University Cen-
ter were just received. Blake Con-
struction Co. is expected to start
work by June 1 and complete it in 18
months. The project, costing $18.6
million, is likened to a shopping cen-
ter, complete with commercial fast-
food restaurants.

The second difference between the
two projects is financing.

USD raised the $10.8 million pri-
vately as part of a $44.7 million, 12-
year building program that will pro-
duce nine buildings or expansions by
time it concludes in 1990.

Jack Boyce, vice president for
finance, said USD exceeded its $15
million, five-year goal to fund six
buildings and will embark on a fol-
low-up capital campaign to complete

” »v. the remaining projects.

¥

&

Of the total for University Center,
$3 million came from the sale of a
25-year, tax-exempt bond to be re-
paid from operating funds. The re-
mainder came from small donations
to the capital campaign. Boyce said
donors still have the opportunity to
add their names to the center — if
the gift is big enough to retire the
bonds.

UCSD raised only $2.8 million pri-
vately. But the $2 million from the
Sol Price family, founders of the
Price Club, was enough to have the
project named after the Prices,
pending approval by the University
of California Board of Regents.
About 1,800 parents of students do-
nated approximately $800,000.

About half the cost is coming from
the students. They voted two years
ago to raise their yearly fees by $75
per year to fund $9.2 million in reve-
nue bonds; students already pay
$37.50 annually to retire debt on the
30,000-square-foot student. center
completed in 1976. Regular registra-
tion fees will contribute $1 million.
Another $1 million is coming from
campus budget funds, and the cam-
pus bookstore is contributing $5.5
million to cover its new 50,000-
square-feet facility.

But the third difference between
the USD and UCSD centers is the
most apparent. USD’s center main-
tains the Spanish Renaissance look.
UCSD’s will be strictly modern with
a marble touch.

Roy Drew, founding partner in the
Point Loma firm of Mosher Drew
Watson Ferguson, was trained at
Yale University, when modern was
in and traditional styles were passé.
But he took on the USD project after
doing non-modern designs for the
private James S. Copley Library in
La Jolla and the Helen K. and James
S. Copley Library at USD.

“What my friends at Yale would
have said I shudder to think,” he said.
“But what the client thinks is about
as nice 3s you can hear.”

The UCSD project is being de-
signed by Kaplan-McLaughlin-Diaz
of San Francisco, in collaboration
with the local firm of Austin-Hansen-
Fehlman. Partner Herb McLaughlin
labeled the style “romantic modern-
ism.”

“It is erroneous and non-creative
to attempt in your architecture or
your thinking to say the world
stopped in 1720,” he said. “A universi-
ty has to be a living, growing, chang-
ing organism, and the architecture
should express that.”

On a tour of the USD facility, cam-
pus director of design Therese
Whitcomb defended the Spanish Re-
© See CENTERS sn Page F-26
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