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Prof. ,Emar Haugen, who has
been a-faculty| leader - in! opposi
tion to destruction of trees in Bas-
com Woods for construction of an
Economics-Sociology Building, de-
clared in. an open letter to the
Umvetsny Regents today that the
woods form a natural resource of ||
Wxscons§n which,  if . destroyed, ||
can never be récaptured n

~ Prol. Haugen told the Regents
that -many. will be watching their
meeting| Saturday at - which the

Hau en Demes Fac lt H
‘Gwen Up’ F ight For Wobds
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tion to building In Bascom Woods.
The story as released fo the press
\Rave this _impression | by stating
that [the regplution would permit
the erection of the ropoced So-

n bf the University

The chai
Scandinavian 'Debarunent denied
!its

that the facultyt has “‘given up'}
opposition tol} building in the
woods. He sai] the faculty clearly|, ©

stated that it {lavors limitation of otmgm;p?: o{,‘;"b"l‘:‘l‘(’,k{t‘l’?gg
construction t only one building. fshould decide to' build ‘any build-

The stateme fOllOWS. there at all, | As I declared

t on| the floor of “the factlty,»1
“If 1 take (the liberty of |ad-[am ‘Just as opposed  tgiall  in-
directly, it - 1s lfor

roads on' Bascom Woods today as
dvismg you not I felt that it was important’ to

clal Studies bundlng M

*"the facts' are othervbue‘ The

clear intent of the' resolution was'

].
‘|dressing you
the purpese ¢

I was at'the earlier meeting. But

Board will act 'on construction of
the building, | /.

.

A

establish 'a minimum’ bn¥ which
to fall into error pro:ll‘ai ed thd ettt faeuly F COUMRNETSe.
n the newspa rs today: that € A5 long as the previoux{meeung
faculty has ‘gveén up' its opposi-showed that''a majorityjiot; the
faculty} could ' not i be persuaded

(Continued J’ ‘Page 4, Cok|3).

lo vote agalnst the, bullding.‘t for
a Varlety of reasons, at' {least we
should | ste the! opportunlty*now
to ‘show”that the facultyi ‘opposed
destriction ‘of ‘the’ lake ‘path’ and
the! lower ‘woods.” On_this it was
possible to get agreenient. and it
was ' this ‘spirit “of | ‘saving (th e
pleces’ : that more ‘than'! fa hun-

dred fnculty bers slgned the
attachéd | petiz}J:s ‘during’ the
weeks 1uat before this’, meetlng

They were not: giving up.’! but,
asking {that - if ‘the! destructlon |
were, ordered, lt ‘should ot also’
include the lowen area which was

bulldlngs on tho sketch- plan sub-

= “One thing is certain Lhe fac-
ulty would have, voted | thunder-|
ously against any bulldlng in the
woods, if the bulldlng of a’social
studies junit had /not been'made
eonungent' on this 'wanton de-
struction. There| is widespread
dissatisfaction at|a policy | ‘which
forced three deparlments to vote
against |the 'interests of ‘the Uni-
versity community and their own
convictipns: in order' 'to get
a building ' for themselves. A
!/ mere- fourteon - votes . changed aL
|the meeting of Jan. 12 would have
meant a clear defeat for the poli-
cy espoused by the Planning Com-
|mission | and the | Administration,

"CorrespondencL and ‘calls re
ceived over the past weeks have
convinced me. that many are
watchlng you with anxiety | and
concern|at your éomlng meeting.
At yo! publlc hearing, not| one
| person appeared lin favor of the
Commission’s ,plan, These woods
form a ‘natural resource ‘of Wis-
consin, whlch is 'easily destr'oyed
and- can,never be 1recaptured For
an alternative site, you need only
look at the slopejeast of ithe!Ex-
tension lBuilding or on Observa-
tory H b
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