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NASA closes Electronics Center

NASA announced last Monday, December 29, the
closing of its Electronics Research Center at Cam-
bridge, Massachusetts.

The decision to suspend operations at the center was
made during the space agency'’s fiscal 1971 budgetary
review and in planning the future course of the nation’s
space program over the next decade.

Administrator Thomas O. Paine told employees at the
center, ‘“We have thoroughly studied within NASA and
in working with the President’s Space Task Group the
new U.S. space program for the seventies. We find that
we must effect reductions and consolidations across the

board if we are to reshape our programs to meet the
nation's future needs in aeronautics and space.

‘“As you know, we have already taken steps to reduce
our manned space flight program since the successful
Apollo lunar landing. As we reduce the total program
and alter its direction, we must reduce the institutional
base of support. We are simply faced with the hard fact
that NASA cannot afford to continue to invest broadly in
electronics research as we have in the past.”

The phasing down of work in the Electronics Research
Center will begin at once. Dr. Paine pointed out that
final plans are in preparation for placement of the

personnel and disposition
of real property in Cam-
bridge.

The Electronics
Research Center opened
on September 1, 1964 and

has 850 employees
engaged in advanced
research in aeronautics

and space. The center is
headed by James C. Elms.
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Cambridge Research Center to Close

CAMBRIDGE, Mass., Dec. 29
(AP)—The National Aeronau-
tics and Space Administration
ordered today the closing of its
$36-million electronics research
center here, a move that would
put 850 employes out of work.

Dr. Thomas O. Paine, admin-
jstrator of the space agency,
flew to Boston to inform em-
ployes of the decision, which
he said was reached last week-
end for ecenomic reasons.

“We have $36-million invest-
ed in this very fine facility,” he
caid of six newly constructed!
buildings—some of them as yet
unoccupied—on 29 acres of in-
dustrial land near the Massa-
chusetts Institute of Technology
and across the Charles River
from Boston. !

He gave no date for the clos-,
ing but said it would be ac-
complished “at an early date.”

Dr. Paine sald he reluctantly
concurred with the decision by
space and budget experts, in
line with cutbacks and revi-!
sions in the space agency that
gnciude a reduction of its in-

volvement in broad-based elec-
tronics research. “

Gov. Francis W. Sargent of.
Massachusetts, a Republican,
said he called the White House
as soon as he learned of the
closing and “personally pro-
tested in the strongest possible
terms.” The Governor added
that he asked that President
Nixon “personally review this
decision.”

In Washington, Senator Ed-
‘ward M. Kennedy, Democrat of
Massachusetts, and Representa-
tive Thomas P. O'Neill, Demo-
|crat of Massachusetts, said in
la joint statement that the de-
cision was made by the Presi-
dent. The center is in Mr.
O’Neill’s district.

Senator Kennedy and Repre-
sentative O’Neill called the
move “disastrous” and de-
manded an ‘‘adequate explana-
tion.”

Dr. Howard W. Johnson,
president of M.LT., said that
the closing was a “damaging
turn of events for Cambridge,
‘for Boston and for Massachu-
setts.”

,  The center was -established
\in 1964 after being awarded to
|Cambridge during the Kennedy
Administration,

' In addition to the loss of 850
ijobs, the move will curtail por-
:tions of $25-million in annual
ielectronic contracts awarded
by the space agency in eastern
'Massachusetts.

: _There are no plans now for
disposing of the six buildings
jat the center.
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Furor in Cambridge

The nation, moving toward new priorities in this
new decade, must prepare for inevitable disloca-
tions and hardship as existing facilities are closed
to permit shifting of resources to other uses. In the
absence of such preparation, these shifts are bound
to arouse resistance from locai interests that are
immediately and adversely affected.

A case in point is the bipartisan chorus of com-
plaints that has been evoked in the area by the deci-
sion of the National Aeronautics and Space Admin-
istration to abandon its electronics research center
in Cambridge, Mass. The closing is eminently justi-
fied in these days of very tight space budgets, espe-
clally since there was grave doubt from the project’s
inauguration almost a decade ago that there was any
real need for the center. Rather, the evidence sug-
gests, pork barrel politics was the chief justification;
the project’s real function apparently was to vindi-
cate Senator Edward M. Kennedy's 1962 election cam-
paign slogan, “I can do more for Massachusetts.”

Inevitably, some of the $36 million spent to con-
struct and equip the almost completed complex of six
bulldings for the laboratory will be wasted as a result

of this decision. But certainly there are other and
more urgent uses available for the buildings and the
personnel—about 850 in all—now released by the
closing decision.

The chorus of complaints from Cambridge and
Massachusetts is out of proportion to the project’s
monetary importance in the state’s economy. That
chorus will be useful, however, if it reminds officials
and private interests at all levels that now is not
too soon to begin planning for conversion of other
facilities whose present uses must end if the nation
is to make better use of its resources, especially
after the Vietnam war.
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NASA Closing Decried ~ devastating blow to the future
BOSTON, Jan. 1 (AP)—Elden development of our whole
L. Auker, president of Asso- State.” In a letter to officials
ciated Industries of Massachu- in each of the 2,500 member
‘setts, said today that the companies of the state manu-
planned closing of the $36-¢;ctyring organization, Mr.

million Electronics Research i1 e :
Center of the National Aero- Auker said, “The questionable

nautics and Space Administra- logic of this so-called- economy
tion in Cambridge was “amove must be challenged.”
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NIXON ASKS NEW USE
FOR A NASA CENTER

WASHINGTON, Jan. 21 (AP)
—President Nixon has asked
his chief science adviser to ex-
plore possibilities for making
“other governmental use” of a
space agency electronics re-
search center at Cambridge,
Mass., which is to be closed
because of budgetary restraints.

The White House Office of
Science and Technology an-
nounced the request today and
said it was “vigorously pursu-
ing” the matter. -

It said Mr. Nixon had re-
quested the study by Dr. Lee
A, DuBridge “following a White
EHouse meeting Jan. 13 with
Gov. Francis W. Sargent of
Massachusetts.”

The Cambridge Electronics
Research Center is a 29-acre
complex of six buildings now
nearing completion at a cost
of $36-million.

Some 100 specialists in ad-
vanced electronics research
have been installed in the new
facilities, and 750 more are
housed in temporary rented
quarters.

The National Aeronautics and
Space  Administration had
planned to invest about $60-
million to make this the heart
of Government study programs
in the electronics field, an in-
stallation employing several
thousand persons.




NASA-Lewis Research Center
Cleveland, Ohio

July 16, 1970

MEMORANDUM TO: Lewis Employees and Resident Personnel
FROM : Deputy Director

SUBJECT : Reduction in Force

The following information was received from Mr, Grove Webster, Director
of Personnel, NASA Headquarters:

"The National Aeronautics and Space Administration announced
today that it will reduce Civil Service employment by about 900
personnel by October 1, 1970. This reduction includes a decrease
of 200 planned in NASA's FY 1971 budget and 700 required to me et
the limitation on personnel costs in NASA's FY 1971 Authorization
Act signed by the President on July 2, 1970.

The reasons for the Reduction in Force announced today are to
effect a planned manpower reduction, to meet additional Congres-
sional limitation on personnel costs, and to align and balance the
work force for accomplishing NASA missions at lower employment
levels. The Agency has determined that employees will be granted
salary retention benefits under the provisions of FPM Supplement
990-2, Subchapter 351. In view of the stated reasons and the fact
that it would not be possible in any given personnel action to deter-
mine that the reduction in grade resulted solely from a '"'lack of
funds, " the issue has been resolved in favor of the employee as
directed in FPM Supplement 990-2, Subchapter 351-31.

The principal reductions will be at NASA Headquarters in
Washington, D. C., and Manned Space Flight Installations.
The reductions at each NASA location affected will be approxi-
mately:



Headquarters 200

Manned Spacecraft Center 150
Marshall Space Flight Center 190
Kennedy Space Center 85
Ames Research Center 54
Langley Research Center 82
Lewis Research Center 114
NASA Pasadena Office 25

Total 900

The final Reductions in Force at each location will be determined
by the requirements for retaining a balanced work force for ac-
complishing NASA missions at the lower employment levels.
NASA is acting to have the Reduction-in- Force completed by
October 1, 1970, in order to minimize the number of employees
who must be discharged.

Together with the reduction of approximately 600 earlier this
month in connection with the Electronics Research Center at
Cambridge, Mass., the reductions announced today will bring
total Civil Service reductions in the last three years to above
5,200 and give NASA a staff of 29, 850, the lowest since 1963. "

. Manganiello
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