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EBI Student Forum
April 16,2007

Theseare noteson questionsand concemstakenby the facilitatorat the
studentforumonthe EBI convenedat the Collegeof Natural Resources
on April 16,2007. CNRDeanPaul Luddenwasin attendance,in a
"listening"role -- answeringonly a veryfewquestions. Themeetingwas
facilitatedby CNRstudentHillary Lehr.

Qutline:
1. Questions
2. Corporationsat Cal
3. Oversight
Questions:

Howwill risks of researchagendaand howit is setbe addressed?
Dowe haveany sayin whatis researchedin BP section?
Whois accountable?

Forresearch

Forthe effectsof the research

Willthe proposalcompromisethe researchof gradstudents (dueto
proprietary attachments)?

Howwill publicationof researchbe affectedgranted BP’sinvolvement?

Howwill concemsraisedat today’'sforumbe compiledandpresented to
the public domain?

Whowiill be holdingspin-off corporationsaccountable?



Willthe informationaboutthe peopleinvolvedwhohave sharesin
these businesses be made public?

Howmuchoversightwill the UC have overresearch?

Howcanwe be surethat BP will not makesimilar mistakesas in the past
with this research (esp. our role at this moment in relation to
environmental sustainability)?

Howdoesthis deal effectacademicpoliciesat UCB(e.g. enroliment,
research etc.)?

Willthe Administrationengagewith us in handlingour concems?

Is the Administrationentertainingthe possibility that this deal may
tarnish its reputation?

Arewe goingto trustin BPto resolvethe energyresourcecrisisin a
democratic way?

Willthere be researchon the effects of cellolosicethanol/lGMV'setc. In a
S0Cio-economic perspective?

Willthere be guaranteesunderEBI?

Whywasn'ttheir an opendecisionimakingprocessearlier?

Werethe MichiganState University Study/recommendationsconsidered?
Where/Howwill we be able to addressfuture questions?



Corporations at Cal:

Summary: Inputfocusedon twoissues: BP's proprietaryresearchin
campusfacilities, and suitibility of BPitself as a corporate
partner. Therewereconcemsaboutthe proprietaryresearch
settinga precedentfor usinglarge amountsof public
University spacefor private use by corporateemployees,
spaceand personelloverwhichthe publichas no oversightor
control. Othersemphasizedthe opportunityto accessnew
technologiesandinformationcomingfromthe BP scientists
as a positiveoutcome. Therewasa lack of trustin BPas a
corporate partner-- somementioneda disconnectbetween
their publicimageandtheir recentrecord.

On-campusBP personnel
Proprietary Research: setsa newprecedent
Noaccess, no control (faculty and student)
Cateringvs. publicgood
Purpose:free exchangeof ideas
(ex. Novartiseffect=needo.k.)
Structure,say
Transparency
Publication
Accessto facilities
Thenewstructure

Chanceto workwith newequipmentvs. changingpublicationsandgrad
students

Climatechangeis our responsibility
Transparency



Corporationsas partners

Areall corporationsbad?

The needfor properoversight
Theneedfor properfocus
BP’shumanrightsrecord
Questionsaboutthe effects of biofuels



Qversight:

Summary: Themainfocusin this sectionwas onthe govemanceofthe
EBI, howit would be sharedbetweenBP andthe participatingpublic
institutions,and howconflicts betweenBP'sinterestand the interestof the
publicand/orthe Universitywould be resolved. Therewere concems
aboutBP's control of all aspects of the institute, frompublications (minor)
to choiceof researchdirectionandfunding(major). Therewasalso
concemoverthe lack of any mechanismfor oversight overBP's
decisions. Studentswondered if therewasa processfor reviewingor
evenrefusingthe contractwith BP, and expressedthe desirefor a binding
processto ensurethe publicgoodwaskeptat the forefrontandto enact
the precautionaryprinciple. Someexpressedconcemat howthe EBI
couldinfluenceothers'viewsof UCBas an independentinstitution,and
manyexpressedthe opinionthatit wasmorein linewiththe role ofa
publicuniversityto seek publicfundingfor projectsof this scale. It was
alsomentionedthat reviewand oversightby UCB'sadministrationdid not
hold credibility for someas a standin for public oversight.

Evaluate consistencyin socioenv. Issues
Evaluate corporateresponsibikity
Workersafety, legality
Processfor review, refusal
Binding processfor ensuringpublicgood
Ramifications,impact
Teethand obligations
Publicgood
Limitationsto ensure publicationrights
IP interestsdelay publications
Enforceno otherdelay
Needa processto appealrefusals



Precedentfor deprivatization
Accountability processthatis participatory
UCBneedsmoney, givingup of our values
Specificto thisdeal
BP shouldbe doingit onown
Administrationvs. Full University
Oversightis notenough
Debatecarriesno weight
Needa wayto engageconcems
Whereis the spacefor the University to considerif this dealis notfor us
Funding. ..needto demandgov.$. Adminshouldpressure
Thisis an opportunityto change, to increasedemocracy
Racistimplicationsof lack of participationby third world residents
UCBrequiresBP do right? For history
Howto ensure BP won'tcommitsameerrorsas the past
Is this possible
If biofuelsare bad, howdoesthis affect UCB'simage? Recruitment?
Be proudto not needcorporatefunding
Howdo we reinventsustainability to not repeat mistakesof the past?
Agenda, intention, purposeof BP and UBCnot aligned
Understandinglessonsof Greenrevolution
Scientistswantto help
Addressotheralternative sources
Don'twantto harm, butdo needto research
Needprecautionaryrequirement

Addressthatwe are aidingclimatewarmingif we helpfacilitate andincrease fossil
fuel extraction (two labs)

Whogetsto define progressand efficiency
Spacefor regionalapplications, stakeholderinput?



Needto understandsocio-economicocntextbeforeimplementation
Needsocial scienceup front.
Concemsover secondManhattanProject

Howto giveinput?

(debatefollowed)



