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7. Appendices 
 

7.1 Past Legislation on the UC Board of Regents Structure 
 
Below are the official voter guide text, descriptions, and debates for Ballot Proposition 5 (1972) and 
Propositions 4 and 16 (1974). 
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7.2 Other Proposals 
 

7.2.1 CRU 1994 Ballot Initiative 
 

BALLOT INITIATIVE FOR NOVEMBER 1994  
-- RESPONSIBLE MANAGEMENT OF THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA -- 

This is a grassroots campaign to reform the governance of UC, using the basic ideas of 
democracy to make the Board of Regents representative of and accountable to the people of 
California. The initiative balances the interests of citizens throughout the state with those 
immediately on and nearby the UC campuses; maintains the Regents' traditional connections 
with elected state officials, and with the established alumni and student organizations; provides a 
means for substantial consultation with adjacent communities on major land use decisions by 
UC; preserves the political independence of the University, and provides for the protection of 
academic freedom.  

Committee for a Responsible University, 4079 Army St., San Francisco, CA 94131     8/6/93  
   

SUMMARY 

Replace the 18 regents presently appointed by the Governor for 12 year terms with:  
** 9 regents elected in statewide elections, on a non-partisan basis; candidates need 6000 
signatures to be nominated; voters would each cast a vote for one candidate on the ballot and the 
9 highest vote getters are elected; and  
** 9 regents appointed by Campus Councils and confirmed by the Assembly.  
These 18 regents serve 4 year terms with a 12 year term limit.  

Continue the present ** 4 ex-officio members of the Board of Regents: the Governor, the 
Lieutenant Governor, the Speaker of the Assembly, the Superintendent of Public Instruction. 
Continue the ** 2 representatives of the UC Alumni Association. Add ** 2 representatives of the 
UC Student Association (These two would replace the one student regent, now selected by the 
Board, and the president of the University.)  
The alumni regents and student regents would also be confirmed by the Assembly.  

Campus Councils, one on each of UC's 9 campuses, will be composed of:  
* 5 members elected by the campus faculty employees, one vote per voter;  
* 5 members elected by the campus non-faculty employees, one vote per voter;  
* 5 members elected by the campus students, one vote per voter;  
In each, the 5 highest vote getters are elected; 2 year terms, 12 year limit.  
* 5 members selected by the local city and county;  
* 1 ex-officio member: the chancellor of the campus.  
In addition to selecting the appointed regents, each Council is empowered to hold public 
hearings and issue advisory reports on any matters of general concern to the campus, to make 
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appropriate rules for the conduct of their business, and to exercise other powers that the regents 
may delegate to them.  

The political independence of academic functions within the University will be protected: "For 
the protection of academic freedom, the authority and functions presently delegated by the 
Regents to the Academic Senate of the University shall not be modified or withdrawn without 
the express consent of the Academic Senate."  

Other provisions. The total compensation paid to the UC president and chancellors, as well as 
any paid to the regents, shall be subject to legislated limits. The Legislature is directed to enact a 
campaign finance law covering the election of UC regents. If the number of UC campuses should 
change, the number of elected and appointed regents also changes. Filling of vacancies, 
transition and other details are covered.  

Source: http://socrates.berkeley.edu/~schwrtz/democ.html 
 

7.2.2 De Facto Election of Regents 
 

PROPOSAL TO DEMOCRATIZE SELECTION OF THE UC REGENTS: 
 

HOLD UC REGENT ELECTIONS 
WITHOUT WAITING FOR LEGISLATIVE APPROVAL 

 
By Matthew Taylor – http://matthewtaylor.net 

revised 12/5/09 

 
 
Summary: UC Students, Faculty, and Staff/Workers agree on an election structure, and then go 
forward and hold elections for new UC Regents without waiting for approval from the legislature. 
When the UC campus community has elected a new Board of Regents, it will be possible to pressure 
and persuade the state legislature to amend the State Constitution to disband the old Board of 
Regents and transfer power to the new, democratically-elected Board of Regents. 
 
By electing Regents, we are taking power and creating the kind of crisis that will likely be necessary to 
influence the legislature to win our goal. Throughout the course of the campaign, we should of course 
lobby the legislature to amend the constitution, but we cannot expect them to pass our amendment 
without significant pressure. If the legislature knows that the students, faculty, and staff are speaking 
in one voice on this matter, that we no longer recognize the legitimacy of the current Board of 
Regents, and that we have chosen a replacement government for our University, at some point they 
will feel that they have no choice but to work with us. 
 
Below is an outline, at the bottom some rationale/discussion. 
 
 

BASIC OUTLINE/TIMELINE 
 

http://socrates.berkeley.edu/~schwrtz/democ.html�
http://matthewtaylor.net/�
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1. Students, faculty, and staff form a Committee for Democratization of the UC Regents (CDUCR) to draft 
a specific proposal for democratic elections of the Regents and to develop further strategy and tactics to 
win this struggle. 
 
Example of one possible election model: Students at every UC Campus elect one Regent per campus 
(total of 10 Regents). The campus ASUCs can consolidate the election with the normal spring elections, 
thus costing nothing. Academic Senate elects one Regent per campus, thus 10 more Regents. Workers at 
each campus elect one Regent per campus, 10 more Regents. Thirty elected Regents total (larger than 
the current 26-member board). Regential terms are now 4 years, reduced from the current 12. 
 
Another option is for Regential elections to be conducted systemwide instead of per campus. Three 
Regents could be elected yearly (or six Regents bi-yearly) for 4-year terms, staggering the starting years 
of the terms of office. That way, each class votes for Regents every year (or every other year) – rather 
than only once during their college careers. Students wold therefore elect twelve Regents total; the 
Academic Senate would elect or appoint 10 Regents, and worker would elect or appoint eight Regents. 
 
Or the structure could resemble Charlie Schwartz’s proposal of Campus Councils and devolved 
governance: 
http://socrates.berkeley.edu/~schwrtz/democ.html 
 
 
2. CDUCR brings proposal to the UCSA and ASUC at every campus, the Systemwide Academic Senate, the 
Academic Senate at every campus, the Coalition of University Employees (CUE) and other worker/staff 
organizations. The above bodies give input for changes and revisions. 
 
3. Bearing in mind all feedback, a final version of the election structure is approved by all of the above 
bodies. 
 
4. Simultaneously, the following two things happen: 
 
a) The CDUCR, working with organizations such as the Greenlining Institute, organizes lobbying efforts in 
Sacramento to persuade the legislature to pass the new elections structure as a Constitutional 
Amendment. Senator Leland Yee, who sponsored the Reform the UC bill (reformtheuc.com), is a 
potential sponsor for our new bill; 
 
b) Students, Faculty, and Staff/Workers publicize the coming elections for Regent and recruit candidates 
to run in the elections. 
 
5. Within 3-6 months of the announcement of the elections – ideally by the end of the current academic 
year -- we hold highly organized and widely publicized elections for UC Regents throughout the UC 
system. After the Regents are elected, they all take an oath of office, something like, “I do solemnly 
swear to protect, defend, and advance the cause of public education at the University of California, to 
ensure that this University system works and educates for the common good, to never abuse or misuse 
my position of power for personal gain, and to be accessible, available, and accountable to my 
constituents.” 
 
6. Once all the Regents are elected, CDUCR goes back to the legislature, informs all 
Senators/Assemblypeople that the entire UC system has elected a new Board of Regents, and demands 
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that the legislature amend the constitution, disband the current, ineffective board, and recognize and 
seat the new democratically-elected board. We make it clear that the old Board of Regents is now an 
illegitimate governing body in the eyes of the University of California students, faculty, and staff. 
 
7. If the legislature refuses: we shut down the entire UC system, go on strike, everyone gets on buses 
(we raise money to pay for buses), travel to Sacramento, and set up a nonviolent Tent City in front of the 
Capitol building. The message: “We will not leave and we are shutting down the UC system until you 
seat our Board of Regents. We mean it. We will stay for days, weeks, as long as necessary. UC is on the 
verge of destruction, and this is a moment of choice for the Legislature: hand over control of the 
University to the new Board of Regents, or there will be no UC.” We can also use the time to advance 
the cause of education by holding classes at the Tent City, which will help us with 
image/messaging/media (UC in exile is still functioning in the grassy lawn in front of the capitol building, 
but students, faculty, and workers won’t return to the buildings until they have a say in University 
governance). Ideally, Tent City happens in Spring 2010 before the end of the academic year. 
 
Another possible approach: Tent State Sacramento would also be an excellent strategy for Summer 
2010, and possibly preferable to Spring. Elections will not be certified until 7th week, which gives one 
month of pressure and organizing for the tent state. We finish up finals and move to the Capitol Lawn. 
Summer sessions – the most PROFITABLE university term – can be shut down without greatly 
inconveniencing most students and leaving us free to organize at will. We begin Tent City + Shut Down 
in May or early June at Berkeley as a test campus, threatening to shut down all the UCs mid-June. 
Seniors massively disrupt / re-create their own graduation ceremonies in protest. We have a statewide 
convergence to organize and pressure the legislature. We keep the movement fired up over the summer 
and if we do not win, the struggle continues, strong, into the fall, where it can effect the Nov. elections. 
 
 
 

RATIONALE/STRATEGY (IN FAQ FORMAT) 
 

1. Why hold elections for Regents before the legislature approves the constitutional amendment? 
 
Many reasons: 
 
a) Most students have no idea who the Regents are, much less what they do, what their power is, and 
the history of the Board of Regents that brought us to the current crisis. An elections campaign would be 
a vast “public education” opportunity, where students throughout the UC system would suddenly be 
forced to research the views of different Regential candidates in order to cast a vote. In so doing they 
would become engaged with the high-level governance of their University, which has historically rarely if 
ever been the case.  
 
b) Once everyone votes for a Regent, they will be “invested” in their vote, and they will fight to ensure 
the winners of the elections are seated. Our movement will be 10x bigger and more powerful after the 
elections. 
 
c) It’s easy for the Legislature to dismiss us if only a small minority of the UC system is getting in their 
face about amending the constitution. Far more of us will be in their face once we elect Regents. 
 
d) A newly elected Board of Regents is a great news story and photo opportunity that will help us shape 
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and frame the public narrative, and generate pressure on the legislature. 
 
e) If we can convince the public that our new Board of Regents is better than the old one, they will be on 
our side – remember, the public is furious about corruption and pay scandals. 
 
f) We can organize massive internet-based campaigns – blogs, youtube videos, the works – around both 
the Regential election campaign and its outcome. People will pay attention to this stuff if on the front 
page of all the campus newspapers, it says “Vote for Your Regent Today!” and the opinion pages are 
running op-eds with endorsements/dissections of the various Regential platforms. It will start trickling 
out into the mainstream media too. 
 
g) “Yes We Can Democratize our University” is a rallying cry that will, with a little stoking by the right 
people (faculty esp.), spread like wildfire among the student population in this post-Obama world. Can 
you imagine rallies, speeches, assemblies where this is the theme? Students just helped to elect an 
African-American President, utterly unthinkable just a few decades ago.  
 
h) The mainstream media has stubbornly covered the 9/24 protest as being about the “state budget 
crisis” and given little airtime to the concerns about governance and corruption. Holding elections will 
refocus and reframe the narrative. At some point, we need all the media coverage to say two things: this 
is a crisis of public funding of public education AND this is a crisis of competent governance, and BOTH 
need to be solved. Organizing the elections for Regents -- at the same time we’re working on 
overturning the 2/3 majority rule, see Lakoff -- will help us drive the messaging. Furthermore, this 
message could influence the Gubernatorial election (November 2010). We will seek to make sure that 
the people of CA elect a governor who is going to sign this constitutional amendment. 
 
2. Won’t we seem pushy/presumptuous if we hold elections without approval from the legislature? 
 
No. We will make it clear in all of our lobbying efforts that we want to work in partnership with the 
legislature, and we are asking for them to join with us as we seek to eliminate a systematically, 
irretrievably deficient form of governance, the partisan, pay-for-play current system of Regential 
appointment, and replace it with a form of governance that is truly a public benefit. 
 
We will get a bill introduced, and make it clear that we hope that it will be passed (with whatever 
amendments the legislature wishes to propose, that we are collectively willing to accept) before we hold 
elections. However, we will also make it clear that we are holding elections in anticipation that our bill, 
or something similar to it, will be passed. 
 
Thus, by the time we hold elections, we will have effectively and clearly communicated with every 
member of the legislature. The election of our Regents will then advance the cause of us ratcheting up 
the pressure on the members of the legislature who gave us a flat out No during the first round of 
lobbying. And the Tent City in Sacramento will only be necessary if we get a No during the second round 
of post-election lobbying. 
 
3. What’s this about direct action and a Tent City in Sacramento? Will that help us or hurt us? Isn’t 
that too radical? 
 
Historically, nonviolent social movements have involved occupations of public space on the path to 
success. For instance, in Ukraine’s 2004 Orange Revolution, Viktor Yanukovych and pro-government 
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forces committed widespread, well-documented election fraud. Protestors organized a mass occupation 
and Tent City in Kiev’s Independence Square, which along with strikes, helped bring the country to a halt 
in the wake of the stolen election. The nonviolent mass mobilization eventually led to a free and fair 
revote, bringing opposition leader Viktor Yuschenko to power. 
 
If necessary, the conservatives in the legislature must understand unequivocally that we will not submit 
to the Board of Regents. They must understand that the problem is not any one personality on the 
Board of Regents, but the system by which the Regents are appointed. This is a conversation we will be 
having with the legislature over the course of the campaign. Shutdown of the UC and the Tent City in 
Sacramento is the final step of the conversation, only if necessary, but a step we must be prepared to 
execute. History shows that it can win, and it will win if we have built up enough collaborative 
momentum and engagement through the process of holding elections ourselves. 
 
Additionally: nonviolent social movements have historically set up “parallel/alternative governments” 
while an illegitimate government is in power, and then found ways to disempower the old regime and 
install their new government. So history is on our side if we choose to hold elections ourselves. During 
the Orange Revolution, following the fraudulent election, opposition leader Yuschenko took the 
Presidential oath of office even though the official, bogus results showed him to be the loser. By asking 
him to take the oath of office before the re-vote, Yuschenko’s supporters showed their commitment to 
seeing their movement through to its conclusion, and demonstrated that they would not submit to the 
rule of an illegitimate government. Similarly, by electing (and possibly swearing in!) Regents on our own 
terms, we will be sending an unmistkable and loud message to the legislature and the people of 
California. 
 
4. Is it fair to describe the UC Board of Regents as an illegitimate government? 
 
Yes. Constitutionally, the UC is a sovereign entity, and the legislature has virtually no power to control 
the Regents’ behavior, short of amending the Constitution. The UC is such an enormous enterprise, it 
could be considered “a state within a state,” a fiefdom. Those who rule the UC do so almost entirely 
without the consent, input, or collaboration of those they rule – the students, faculty, and staff of the 
University, not to mention the taxpayers of California who fund part of the UC’s budget, and the citizens 
who live in the highly-impacted cities that host UCs. This is the very definition of “undemocratic” and, as 
such, arguably illegitimate within a Republic whose founding principle is claimed to be democracy. 
 
In some ways, the UC Board of Regents is not just illegitimate, but despotic. The Board manages the 
omnicidal U.S. nuclear weapons enterprise, which threatens life on Earth. Several key Regents have 
amassed great personal fortunes through UC’s management of nuclear weapons. Others have 
personally profited from more benign yet still conflict-of-interest arrangements, such as construction 
contracts awarded to their private corporations. 
 
We are launching a nonviolent, democratic revolution to overthrow a government that is in many ways 
incompetent and self-serving, and at worst, a direct enabler of the most violent and destructive 
technology ever invented. 
 
5. What about “compromises”? 
 
Yes, the legislature is likely at some point to offer us a compromise to get the heat off of them. We must 
engage with these offers from a position of strength, assurance that our cause is just, and never sell out 
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our basic principles. For example: while the current student Regent position is better than nothing, it’s 
not much more than that. It is a token that has no true power to alter the UC’s current course of 
privatization. If the legislature offers a compromise, we must ask: does this fulfill our basic demand for 
democratization, or is this a token that will not help us save the University? 
 
6. What about Prof. Charlie Schwartz’s proposal from 1993 to create campus councils and a more 
decentralized form of governance than the current Board of Regents model? 
 
We must not let the perfect be the enemy of the good. While I personally believe Schwartz’s plan is in 
many ways superior to the example elections format outlined in this proposal, I also think the legislature 
is more likely to endorse a plan whose change is not too complicated for them to grasp. Changing the 
method by which Regents are selected, while radical, is also very understandable and fits within the 
flawed yet popularly understood model of U.S. representative democracy. Devolved governance would 
be an arguably more democratic and effective model that would produce better results, but I am afraid 
it would be harder to organize around and win as a constitutional amendment. 
Holding elections at every campus for UC Regent, I think, would be more politically helpful in advancing 
the cause. And once our new Board of Regents are in place, we can lobby them for devolved 
governance, which they would have the power to grant. It could even be part of the platform that some 
of them run on. 
 
Schwartz’s 1993 proposal: 
http://socrates.berkeley.edu/~schwrtz/democ.html 
 
However, perhaps I am underestimating our chance of winning Schwartz’s model. Again, the exact 
format of democratization must be determined by the CDUCR, what’s outlined in this proposal is just an 
example. 
 
7. Why not include a provision for public election of UC Regents? 
 
It’s certainly possible. Here’s why I’m cautious about it… 
 
When I spoke to Lt. Gov John Garamendi about this idea (and he’s a true ally to public education), he 
raised several objections to public elections: 
 
a) Money – a corrupting influence on politics; the current wealthy elite Regents could just “buy” a seat 
on the Board, and then what would we have accomplished? Similarly, entrenched politicians could buy 
their way into the club. And the U.S. Supreme Court has ruled “money is free speech,” meaning it would 
be either difficult or impossible to keep public elections clean. 
 
b) Ideology – we don’t want to expose ourselves to right-wing fundamentalists running on an anti-
evolution platform. 
 
Now there may be counters to these problems. Obama’s election and the dawn of internet-organized 
campaigns shows that large pools of small, people-powered donations can at times overcome corporate 
financing. And there may be ways to overcome the ideology issue. 
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But on top of this, I wonder: does the average California citizen truly understand or even think about 
what is best for the UC? A majority of them picked a Hollywood bodybuilder to be governor. Do we want 
to invite them to insert their whims and fancies into our University? 
 
And by far, my biggest problem with making public election of the Regents part of our plan is it strips us 
of our power. The key to this proposal is that we are taking charge of our own destiny. We are 
organizing our own elections. We are becoming a self-governing institution, and we are not waiting for 
anyone’s permission to do it. And in doing so  -- by holding elections on each campus – we will build a 
mass movement and create a more engaged community of campus citizens. 
 
This movement never stops – its whole point is to become institutionalized and change campus cultures 
to be directly involved with their politics and administration. 
 
As soon as we create an electoral process that’s outside of our control, we become children asking for 
Mommy and Daddy at the legislature to help us. Keep in mind the definition of the word Regent: “One 
who rules during the minority, absence, or disability of a monarch.” Regents, historically, have ruled 
while children of the royal family have been too young to govern. That is what we are in the words of 
Schwarzenegger, “just another screaming special interest group,” a bunch of children too immature to 
look after ourselves. After 140 years, it is time for us to finally grow up and take care of ourselves. By 
democratizing the Regents, we are de facto abolishing the Regential system. We are the Regents; we are 
the rulers and governors of our own University. 
 
The legislature is a bunch of absentee landlords with respect to the Public Trust that is California’s public 
education system. The legislature is so dysfunctional, they can’t be trusted to do much of anything. The 
most we want to ask them to do is just attach their signature to a plan that, by the time they get around 
to signing it, will likely be a fait accompli – it’s like signing a receipt for an unrequested package that 
FedEx has delivered on your doorstep. You didn’t ask for it, but it’s there, and you’re not going to return 
it to sender – not when thousands of the senders are camped out on your front lawn, demanding that 
you sign for the package. Not when they refuse to leave until you sign for the package. 
 
If the CDUCR – in consultation with UCSA, Ac Senate, etc. wants to build public elections for Regents into 
the proposal despite all of the above potential problems, then so be it. Perhaps one way to do it that 
would satisfy everyone is to have some of the Regents elected by students/faculty/staff and some by 
the public; that way, when we hold our elections, it will only be for a portion of the board, not all. 
Hopefully this portion becomes a collaborative minority, or at worst, a minority of thorns in our sides. 
We can elect our Regents, go to the Legislature, and demand that they both ratify the Constitutional 
amendment and hold elections for the remaining seats. 
 
Another possibility is for a Coalition of the Mayors of the cities that host UCs (Berkeley, LA, Santa Cruz, 
Davis, etc.) to appoint some of the Regents. There is a significant rationale to do this because of the UC’s 
dramatic impact on resources, finances, and land use issues of the host cities, who have far more at 
stake in the UC’s governance than do people who live in the rest of the state. 
 
Another possibility is for the Legislature’s Education committee(s) to appoint some of the Regents. 
 
If the collective desire is to have some Regents that are elected or appointed by the public or state 
government, fine, so long as the selection process is not appointment by the Governor – a process that 
has proven itself to be totally corrupt and must be forever abolished and have no further place in the 
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running of our University. But I would not recommend we build public election/appointment into our 
initial proposal – we can always add later based on negotiations with the Legislature. 
 
8. How could this campaign by integrated into a broader movement for public education reform 
across Calif.? 
 
The CSUs have a virtually identical problem – their Board of Trustees is appointed by the Governor, with 
similar consequences. Potentially, the Democratize Selection of the Regents campaign could be 
combined and merged with a Democratize Selection of the Trustees campaign. It could end up being a 
Democratize California’s Universities campaign. To my understanding, the Community College system is 
more responsibly and more democratically governed that the CSUs and UCs, but I am less familiar with 
it. 
 
9. What about UC’s PR machine? Won’t they crush us? 
 
No, the public is furious about UC pay scandals. See: 
http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/c/a/2008/11/26/MNBB14D1B4.DTL 
 
and read the comments: 
http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article/comments/view?f=/c/a/2008/11/26/MNBB14D1B4.DTL 
 
If our messaging is, “We are becoming a self-governing institution, cleaning house, capping 
administrator salaries, firing the corrupt and incompetent, and running a tight financial ship,” we will 
win the majority of the public to our side. 
 
We will need to get organized, reach consensus on a media/messaging strategy, and utilize 
PR/spokespeople who are as good or better than Dan Mogulof. The truth is on our side, and the people 
will know it. And it’s crucial that we build an awesome web presence to buttress our campaign. We’ll 
need five-minute or less YouTube videos, interactive web powerpoints, we’ll need it all. 
 
We’ll need to be clear, concise, and on message in how we communicate to the public. 
 
10. Don’t we need to get on the same page as the Regents and the President, mend fences, and work 
together to convince the public to re-invest in public education? 
 
No way. See the above SF Chronicle story. The public knows the Regents and Yudof are corrupt. As do 
we. Yes, it would be easier to tell the narrative that “UC deserves public funds” if we had a clean, 
coherent house. But the reality is we don’t. We have a messy house with a lot of garbage in the 
basement, and the public knows it. Once we clean house and have a new Board of Regents, then we – 
administration, faculty, and students alike – will speak in one voice about public funding. 
 
11. What about alternative ways to amend the Constitution – like a ballot measure or the 
constitutional convention? 
 
Going through the legislature is the way I recommend because I see it as the most doable and accessible 
right now, but we certainly should consider the other options. 
 

http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/c/a/2008/11/26/MNBB14D1B4.DTL�
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Getting a ballot measure in front of voters requires gathering approx. 600,000 valid signatures, an 
enormous task that requires loads of money to hire paid signature gatherers. It might be possible, but 
would probably require us finding wealthy donors. 
 
A state Constitutional Convention is a possibility – see repaircalifornia.org. We should make allies with 
this organization, and also make sure we fit into the scope of the limited constitutional convention they 
propose. I presume that we would fit into the state agencies and commissions section. However, Repair 
CA says it wouldn’t happen until 2011. We should certainly track their progress and if a convention 
seems imminent, we should try to get this onto the agenda. But let’s not wait. Let’s act now while the 
iron is hot and the momentum is strong for real change. 
 
12. But won’t winning Democratization of the Regents take years to accomplish? Isn’t that a long-term 
goal, not something we can do right now? 
 
This is a short-term goal if we prioritize it, winnable within the next 1-2 years, within the timeframe of 
the movement that started on 9/24/09. Democratizing the Regents can be and if we choose to, it will be 
climax of the 9/24 movement. 
 
The time is now. Our moment has arrived. What happened on 9/24 was the biggest UC uprising in a 
generation.  
 
In a twisted sense, we should be grateful for a 32% fee hike, furloughs, and layoffs – they made clear to 
the masses what a small minority of us have been saying for years, that the UC is on a life-support 
machine and that the UC Regents in combination with a right-wing anti-tax agenda have their hands on 
the plug, ready to pull it from the wall. The University is not dying, it is being killed, and it is up to us to 
stop the murder. 
 
Five thousand of us are fired up and ready to go. We must both expand that number, and focus its 
energy. This movement is in desperate search of a coherent, clear, understandable, winnable project. 
 
We cannot predict when, if ever, we will again have an opportunity to coordinate, organize, and 
mobilize a united body of students, workers, and faculty.  
 
Will the 9/24 Movement change the system, or win a minor victory that will be just a blip on the road to 
the public university’s place in the Graveyard? Mortician Mark Yudof thinks he knows the outcome: 
 
http://www.nytimes.com/2009/09/27/magazine/27fob-q4-t.html 
 
“Being president of the University of California is like being manager of a cemetery” 
 
13. What about the tuition hikes, furloughs, layoffs, and budget cuts? Isn’t that what we should be 
struggling to change? Why waste time on such a big, unwinnable project like democratizing the 
regents? 
 
Democratizing the Regents is precisely as winnable as electing an African-American president, de-
segregating lunch counters and buses, and winning free speech on campus. It is winnable if we believe it 
is winnable, and if we organize. 
 

http://www.nytimes.com/2009/09/27/magazine/27fob-q4-t.html�
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Focusing our energy on the problems of this system – without changing the system that creates the 
problems – ensures that we will only momentarily delay, not prevent, the system from privatizing the 
UC. 
 
Gov. Pat Brown’s Master Plan for Public Education in the State of California calls for tuition free 
education, and this was a reality a scant 40 years ago. At one time, Californians viewed free University 
education as a right comparable to free K-12 public education. Paying for public University education is 
not part of the “natural order,” but is a result of the conservative/right-wing plan to drown the 
government in a bath tub, starve it of revenue, and privatize everything. There is nothing new or unique 
about this year’s budget crisis and tuition hikes, only the scale is slightly larger than usual. They are not a 
special problem, just another step in a long, deliberative, slowly-implemented plan that is nearly 
complete and has been masterfully executed. 
 
Stopping the current tuition hike and budget cuts would be no more than a band-aid on a broken leg, a 
mildly comforting salve with no curative powers on a body afflicted with cancer. We must break out of 
this context-free, crisis-oriented thinking and like a medical professional, diagnose the source of the 
disease and develop a therapy that will actually heal it. 
 
We must not comfort the patient. We must heal her. 
 
There are two sources of this disease: 
 
1) De-funding of public education by the public; 
2) A structure that necessarily and creates corrupt, incompetent, harmful governance. 
 
This proposal is a method to cure number two – or at least, shape it into something both less harmful 
and more beneficial. Others, like George Lakoff, have more to say about #1. But certainly, if we get #2 in 
order, we will be more successful with #1, as the public will have more confidence if UC’s government is 
responsible, accountable, and financially prudent. 
 
So yes, we should stop the furloughs, tuition hikes, etc. But only as part of a campaign that changes the 
system. If all the 9/24 movement accomplishes is a momentary reprieve from financial hardship – and 
that is all we choose to focus our energies on -- we we won’t save the University, only delay its demise. 
 
14. What if the specific proposal for democratization of the Regents is not perfect? What if it could 
have been better, and because we are moving quickly, we end up with a flawed outcome? 
 
If we actually want to win, that is guaranteed to happen. 
 
Representative democracy is a fatally flawed system. It won’t be perfect, it won’t be ideal, but it will be 
an enormous improvement; a change closer to revolution than reform.  
 
What we are going to do is vastly and forever and undeniably improve the way the UC is governed. 
Whatever we come up with and win, surely we will later recognize the problems and flaws in the new 
structure as it unfolds. We can always go back to the Legislature, and revise it in the future. We can 
lobby our new, elected Board of Regents, who will surely be more responsive than the old one, 
especially because they will have to answer to the voters every four years. 
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We could spend forever debating what is the best way to organize and run a Democratize Selection of 
the Regents campaign, and what is the best format of democratization. There are as many ways to do 
this as there are stars in the sky. 
 
Yes, let’s be deliberative and careful about our strategy and tactics and the format for democratization 
we choose. But let us also be expeditious. Whatever format for democratization we choose, we can 
always revise and adjust as we go forward if we decide it serves us to do so. 
 
The worst thing we can do is be paralyzed by indecision – or our moment will be gone, like sand washed 
away by the tides of time. 
 
The time is now. Let’s do it. 
 
 

7.3 Section 9 of the California Constitution: University of California 
 
Current 
CALIFORNIA CONSTITUTION 
ARTICLE 9  EDUCATION 
 
SEC. 9.  (a) The University of California shall constitute a public trust, to be administered by the existing 
corporation known as "The Regents of the University of California," with full powers of organization and 
government, subject only to such legislative control as may be necessary to insure the security of its 
funds and compliance with the terms of the endowments of the university and such competitive bidding 
procedures as may be made applicable to the university by statute for the letting of construction 
contracts, sales of real property, and purchasing of materials, goods, and services.  Said corporation shall 
be in form a board composed of seven ex officio members, which shall be:  the Governor, the Lieutenant 
Governor, the Speaker of the Assembly, the Superintendent of Public Instruction, the president and the 
vice president of the alumni association of the university and the acting president of the university, and 
18 appointive members appointed by the Governor and approved by the Senate, a majority of the 
membership concurring; provided, however that the present appointive members shall hold office until 
the expiration of their present terms. 
 
 (b) The terms of the members appointed prior to November 5, 1974, shall be 16 years; the 
terms of two appointive members to expire as heretofore on March 1st of every even-numbered 
calendar year, and two members shall be appointed for terms commencing on March 1, 1976, and on 
March 1 of each year thereafter; provided that no such appointments shall be made for terms to 
commence on March 1, 1979, or on March 1 of each fourth year thereafter, to the end that no 
appointment to the regents for a newly commencing term shall be made during the first year of any 
gubernatorial term of office.  The terms of the members appointed for terms commencing on and after 
March 1, 1976, shall be 12 years.  During the period of transition until the time when the appointive 
membership is comprised exclusively of persons serving for terms of 12 years, the total number of 
appointive members may exceed the numbers specified in the preceeding paragraph. 
 In case of any vacancy, the term of office of the appointee to fill such vacancy, who shall be 
appointed by the Governor and approved by the Senate, a majority of the membership concurring, shall 
be for the balance of the term for which such vacancy exists.  
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 (c) The members of the board may, in their discretion, following procedures established by 
them and after consultation with representatives of faculty and students of the university, including 
appropriate officers of the academic senate and student governments, appoint to the board either or 
both of the following persons as members with all rights of participation:  a member of the faculty at a 
campus of the university or of another institution of higher education; a person enrolled as a student at 
a campus of the university for each regular academic term during his service as a member of the board.  
Any person so appointed shall serve for not less than one year commencing on July 1. 
 
 (d) Regents shall be able persons broadly reflective of the economic, cultural, and social 
diversity of the State, including ethnic minorities and women.  However, it is not intended that formulas 
or specific ratios be applied in the selection of regents. 
 
 (e) In the selection of the Regents, the Governor shall consult an advisory committee 
composed as follows:  The Speaker of the Assembly and two public members appointed by the Speaker, 
the President Pro Tempore of the Senate and two public members appointed by the Rules Committee of 
the Senate, two public members appointed by the Governor, the chairman of the regents of the 
university, an alumnus of the university chosen by the alumni association of the university, a student of 
the university chosen by the Council of Student Body Presidents, and a member of the faculty of the 
university chosen by the academic senate of the university.  Public members shall serve  
for four years, except that one each of the initially appointed members selected by the Speaker of the 
Assembly, the President Pro Tempore of the Senate, and the Governor shall be appointed to serve for 
two years; student, alumni, and faculty members shall serve for one year and may not be regents of the 
university at the time of their service on the advisory committee. 
 
 (f) The Regents of the University of California shall be vested with the legal title and the 
management and disposition of the property of the university and of property held for its benefit and 
shall have the power to take and hold, either by purchase or by donation, or gift, testamentary or 
otherwise, or in any other manner, without restriction, all real and personal property for the benefit of 
the university or incidentally to its conduct; provided, however, that sales of university real property 
shall be subject to such competitive bidding procedures as may be provided by statute.  Said corporation 
shall also have all the powers necessary or convenient for the effective administration of its trust, 
including the power to sue and to be sued, to use a seal, and to delegate to its committees or to the 
faculty of the university, or to others, such authority or functions as it may deem wise.  The Regents 
shall receive all funds derived from the sale of lands pursuant to the act of Congress of July 2, 1862, and 
any subsequent acts amendatory thereof.  The university shall be entirely independent of all political or 
sectarian influence and kept free therefrom in the appointment of its regents and in the administration 
of its affairs, and no person shall be debarred admission to any department of the university on account 
of race, religion, ethnic heritage, or sex. 
 
 (g) Meetings of the Regents of the University of California shall be public, with exceptions and 
notice requirements as may be provided by statute. 
 
 
 

1868  
Organic Act 
Sec. 11. Board of Regents 
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The general government and superintendence of the University shall vest in a Board of Regents, 
to be denominated the "Regents of the University of California," who shall become incorporated 
under the general laws of the State of California by that corporate name and style. The said 
Board shall consist of twenty-two members, all of whom shall be citizens and permanent 
residents of the State of California, as follows:  

1. First--Members ex officio. Of the following ex officio members, namely: His Excellency the 
Governor; the Lieutenant-Governor, or the person acting as such; the Speaker, for the time 
being, of the Assembly; the State Superintendent of Public Instruction; the President, for the 
time being, of the State Agricultural Society; and the President, for the time being, of the 
Mechanics' Institute of the City and County of San Francisco;  

2. Secondly--Appointed. Of eight other appointed members, to be nominated by the Governor, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, who shall hold their office for the term of sixteen 
years; provided, that such members first so appointed shall be classified by lot at the first 
meeting of the Board of Regents, so that one of the numbers so appointed shall go out of office 
at the end of every successive two years, and after that the full term to be sixteen years; and the 
record of such classification shall be transmitted by said Board of Regents to the Secretary of 
State and filed in his office;  

3. Thirdly--Honorary. Of eight additional honorary members, to be chosen from the body of the 
State by the official and appointed members, who shall hold their office for the term of sixteen 
years; provided, that such honorary members first so chosen shall be classified by lot, when so 
appointed, by the Board of Regents so appointing them, so that one of the members so chosen 
shall go out of office at the end of each successive two years, and after that the full term to be 
sixteen years; and the record of such classification shall be transmitted by said Board of Regents 
to the Secretary of State and filed in his office. Each member of the said Board, whether official, 
appointed or honorary, shall, if present, be entitled to one vote at all the meetings of said 
Board. The first official year, from which the terms of office shall be computed to run, shall be 
the first day of March, in the year eighteen hundred and sixty-eight. Vacancies. Vacancies in the 
office of appointed members of the Board, occurring in the recess of the Legislature, shall be 
filled for the rest of the term by appointment of the Governor. Vacancies in the office of 
honorary members occurring from any cause other than expiration of the term by limitation 
shall be filled for the rest of the term by appointment of the Board of Regents. In case the 
Senate shall adjourn before the Governor shall have nominated the first appointed members of 
the Board of Regents under this Act, or before it shall have confirmed his nominations in their 
behalf, the Governor shall appoint the same by his sole act. No member of the Board of Regents, 
or of the University, shall be deemed a public officer by virtue of such membership, or required 
to take any oath of office, but his employment as such shall be held and deemed to be 
exclusively a private trust; and no person who at the time holds any executive office or 
appointment under the State shall be a member of said Board, except the Executive officers 
above mentioned. The Governor shall be President of the Board of Regents, and in his absence 
the Board shall appoint a President pro tempore.  

 
 

1879  
Constitution 
Article IX, Section 9 
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The University of California shall constitute a public trust, and its organization and government 
shall be perpetually continued in the form and character prescribed by the organic act creating 
the same, passed March twenty-third, eighteen hundred and sixty-eight (and the several acts 
amendatory thereof), subject only to such legislative control as may be necessary to insure 
compliance with the terms of its endowments, and the proper investment and security of its 
funds. It shall be entirely independent of all political or sectarian influence, and kept free 
therefrom in the appointment of its regents and in the administration of its affairs; provided, that 
all the moneys derived from the sale of the public lands donated to this state by act of congress, 
approved July second, eighteen hundred and sixty-two (and the several acts amendatory thereof), 
shall be invested as provided by said acts of congress, and the interest of said moneys shall be 
inviolably appropriated to the endowment, support and maintenance of at least one college of 
agriculture, where the leading objects shall be (without excluding other scientific and classical 
studies, and including military tactics) to teach such branches of learning as are related to 
scientific and practical agriculture and the mechanic arts, in accordance with the requirements 
and conditions of said acts of congress; and the legislature shall provide that if, through neglect, 
misappropriation, or any other contingency any portion of the funds so set apart shall he 
diminished or lost the state shall replace such portion so lost or misappropiated so that the 
principal thereof shall remain forever undiminished. No person shall be debarred admission to 
any of the collegiate departments of the university on account of sex. 

 

1918 
November 5,  
Section 9 amended 

The University of California shall constitute a public trust, to be administered by the existing 
corporation known as The Regents of the University of California, with full powers of 
organization and government, subject only to such legislative control as may be necessary to 
insure compliance with the terms of the endowments of the university and the security of its 
funds. Said corporation shall be in form a board composed of eight ex officio members, to wit: 
the Governor, the Lieutenant Governor, the Speaker of the Assembly, the Superintendent of 
Public Instruction, the President of the State Board of Agriculture, the President of the 
Mechanics Institute of San Francisco, the President of the Alumni Association of the University 
and the Acting President of the University, and 16 appointive members appointed by the 
Governor; provided, however, that the present appointive members shall hold office until the 
expiration of their present terms. The term of the appointive members shall be 16 years; the 
terms of two appointive members to expire as heretofore on March 1st of every even-numbered 
calendar year, and in case of any vacancy the term of office of the appointee to fill such vacancy, 
who shall be appointed by the Governor, to be for the balance of the term as to which such 
vacancy exists. Said corporation shall be vested with the legal title and the management and 
disposition of the property of the university and of property held for its benefit and shall have the 
power to take and hold, either by purchase or by donation, or gift, testamentary or otherwise, or 
in any other manner, without restriction, all real and personal property for the benefit of the 
university or incidentally to its conduct. Said corporation shall also have all the powers necessary 
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or convenient for the effective administration of its trust, including the power to sue and to be 
sued, to use a seal, and to delegate to its committees or to the faculty of the university, or to 
others, such authority or functions as it may deem wise; provided, that all moneys derived from 
the sale of public lands donated to this State by act of Congress approved July 2, 1862 (and the 
several acts amendatory thereof), shall be invested as provided by said acts of Congress and the 
income from said moneys shall be inviolably appropriated to the endowment, support and 
maintenance of at least one college of agriculture, where the leading objects shall be (without 
excluding other scientific and classical studies, and including military tactics) to teach such 
branches of learning as are related to scientific and practical agriculture and mechanic arts, in 
accordance with the requirements and conditions of said acts of Congress; and the Legislature 
shall provide that if, through neglect, misappropriation, or any other contingency, any portion of 
the funds so set apart shall be diminished or lost, the State shall replace such portion so lost or 
misappropriated, so that the principal thereof shall remain forever undiminished. The university 
shall be entirely independent of all political or sectarian influence and kept free therefrom in the 
appointment of its regents and in the administration of its affairs, and no person shall be debarred 
admission to any department of the university on account of sex.  

 

1972 
June 6 
Section 9 amended 

(a) The University of California shall constitute a public trust, to be administered by the existing 
corporation known as The Regents of the University of California, with full powers of 
organization and government, subject only to such legislative control as may be necessary to 
insure compliance with the terms of the endowments of the university and the security of its 
funds. Said corporation shall be in form a board composed of eight ex officio members, to wit: 
the Governor, the Lieutenant Governor, the Speaker of the Assembly, the Superintendent of 
Public Instruction, the President of the State Board of Agriculture, the President of the 
Mechanics Institute of San Francisco, the President of the Alumni Association of the University 
and the Acting President of the University, and 16 appointive members appointed by the 
Governor and approved by the Senate, a majority of the membership concurring; provided, 
however, that the present appointive members shall hold office until the expiration of their 
present terms. The terms of the appointive members shall be 16 years; the terms of two 
appointive members to expire as heretofore on March 1st of every even-numbered calendar year, 
and in case of any vacancy the term of office of the appointee to fill such vacancy, who shall be 
appointed by the Governor and approved by the Senate, a majority of the membership 
concurring, to be for the balance of the term as to which such vacancy exists. Said corporation 
shall be vested with the legal title and the management and disposition of the property of the 
university and of property held for its benefit and shall have the power to take and hold, either by 
purchase or by donation, or gift, testamentary or otherwise, or in any other manner, without 
restriction, all real and personal property for the benefit of the university or incidentally to its 
conduct. Said corporation shall also have all the powers necessary or convenient for the effective 
administration of its trust, including the power to sue and to be sued, to use a seal, and to 
delegate to its committees or to the faculty of the university, or to others, such authority or 
functions as it may deem wise; provided, that all moneys derived from the sale of public lands 
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donated to this State by act of Congress approved July 2, 1862 (and the several acts amendatory 
thereof), shall be invested as provided by said acts of Congress and the income from said moneys 
shall be inviolably appropriated to the endowment, support and maintenance of at least one 
college of agriculture, where the leading objects shall be (without excluding other scientific and 
classical studies, and including military tactics) to teach such branches of learning as are related 
to scientific and practical agriculture and mechanic arts, in accordance with the requirements and 
conditions of said acts of Congress; and the Legislature shall provide that if, through neglect, 
misappropriation, or any other contingency, any portion of the funds so set apart shall be 
diminished or lost, the State shall replace such portion so lost or misappropriated, so that the 
principal thereof shall remain forever undiminished. The university shall be entirely independent 
of all political or sectarian influence and kept free therefrom in the appointment of its regents and 
in the administration of its affairs, and no person shall be debarred admission to any department 
of the university on account of sex.  

(b) Meetings of the regents shall be public, with exceptions and notice requirements as may be 
provided by statute. 

 

1974 
Nov 5 
Section 9 amended 

(a) The University of California shall constitute a public trust, to be administered by the existing 
corporation known as "The Regents of the University of California," with full powers of 
organization and government, subject only to such legislative control as may be necessary to 
insure compliance with the terms of the endowments of the university and the security of its 
funds. Said corporation shall be in form a board composed of seven ex officio members, to wit: 
the Governor, the Lieutenant Governor, the Speaker of the Assembly, the Superintendent of 
Public Instruction, the president and the vice president of the alumni association of the university 
and the acting president of the university, and 18 appointive members appointed by the Governor 
and approved by the Senate, a majority of the membership concurring; provided, however that 
the present appointive members shall hold office until the expiration of their present terms.  

(b) The terms of the members appointed prior to November 5, 1974, shall be 16 years; the terms 
of two appointive members to expire as heretofore on March 1st of every even-numbered 
calendar year, and two members shall be appointed for terms commencing on March 1,1976, and 
on March 1 of each year thereafter; provided that no such appointments shall be made for terms 
to commence on March 1, 1979, or on March 1 of each fourth year thereafter, to the end that no 
appointment to the regents for a newly commencing term shall be made during the first year of 
any gubernatorial term of office. The terms of the members appointed for terms commencing on 
and after March 1,1976, shall be 12 years. During the period of transition until the time when the 
appointive membership is comprised exclusively of persons serving for terms of 12 years, the 
total number of appointive members may exceed the numbers specified in the preceding 
paragraph.  
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In case of any vacancy, the term of office of the appointee to fill such vacancy, who shall be 
appointed by the Governor and approved by the Senate, a majority of the membership 
concurring, shall be for the balance of the term for which such vacancy exists.  

(c) The members of the board may, in their discretion, following procedures established by them 
and after consultation with representatives of faculty and students of the university, including 
appropriate officers of the academic senate and student governments, appoint to the board either 
or both of the following persons as members with all rights of participation: a member of the 
faculty at a campus of the university or of another institution of higher education; a person 
enrolled as a student at a campus of the university for each regular academic term during his 
service as a member of the board. Any person so appointed shall serve for not less than one year 
commencing on July 1.  

(d) Regents shall be able persons broadly reflective of the economic, cultural, and social 
diversity of the state, including ethnic minorities and women. However, it is not intended that 
formulas or specific ratios be applied in the selection of regents.  

(e) In the selection of the Regents, the Governor shall consult an advisory committee composed 
as follows: The Speaker of the Assembly and two public members appointed by the Speaker, the 
President Pro Tempore of the Senate and two public members appointed by the Rules Committee 
of the Senate, two public members appointed by the Governor, the chairman of the regents of the 
university, an alumnus of the university chosen by the alumni association of the university, a 
student of the university chosen by the Council of Student Body Presidents, and a member of the 
faculty of the university chosen by the academic senate of the university. Public members shall 
serve for four years, except that one each of the initially appointed members selected by the 
Speaker of the Assembly, the President Pro Tempore of the Senate, and the Governor shall be 
appointed to serve for two years; student, alumni, and faculty members shall serve for one year 
and may not be regents of the university at the time of their service on the advisory committee.  

(f) The regents of the University of California shall be vested with the legal title and the 
management and disposition of the property of the university and of property held for its benefit 
and shall have the power to take and hold, either by purchase or by donation, or gift, 
testamentary or otherwise, or in any other manner, without restriction, all real and personal 
property for the benefit of the university or incidentally to its conduct. Said corporation shall also 
have all the powers necessary or convenient for the effective administration of its trust, including 
the power to sue and to be sued, to use a seal, and to delegate to its committees or to the faculty 
of the university, or to others, such authority or functions as it may deem wise. The Regents shall 
receive all funds derived from the sale of lands pursuant to the act of Congress of July 2, 1862, 
and any subsequent acts amendatory thereof. The university shall be entirely independent of all 
political or sectarian influence and kept free therefrom in the appointment of its regents and in 
the administration of its affairs, and no person shall be debarred admission to any department of 
the university on account of sex.  

(g) Meetings of the Regents of the University of California shall be public, with exceptions and 
notice requirements as may be provided by statute.  
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1976 
Nov 2 

(a) The University of California shall constitute a public trust, to be administered by the existing 
corporation known as "The Regents of the University of California," with full powers of 
organization and government, subject only to such legislative control as may be necessary to 
insure the security of it funds and compliance with the terms of the endowments of the university 
and such competitive bidding procedures as my be made applicable to the university by statute 
for the letting of construction contracts, sales of real property, and purchasing of materials, 
goods, and services. Said corporation shall be in form a board composed of seven ex officio 
members, which shall be: the Governor, the Lieutenant Governor, the Speaker of the Assembly, 
the Superintendent of Public Instruction, the president and the vice president of the alumni 
association of the university and the acting president of the university, and 18 appointive 
members appointed by the Governor and approved by the Senate, a majority of the membership 
concurring; provided, however that the present appointive members shall hold office until the 
expiration of their present terms.  

(b) The terms of the members appointed prior to November 5, 1974, shall be 16 years; the terms 
of two appointive members to expire as heretofore on March 1st of every even-numbered 
calendar year, and two members shall be appointed for terms commencing on March 1,1976, and 
on March 1 of each year thereafter; provided that no such appointments shall be made for terms 
to commence on March 1, 1979, or on March 1 of each fourth year thereafter, to the end that no 
appointment to the regents for a newly commencing term shall be made during the first year of 
any gubernatorial term of office. The terms of the members appointed for terms commencing on 
and after March 1, 1976, shall be 12 years. During the period of transition until the time when 
the appointive membership is comprised exclusively of persons serving for terms of 12 years, the 
total number of appointive members may exceed the numbers specified in the preceding 
paragraph.  

In case of any vacancy, the term of office of the appointee to fill such vacancy, who shall be 
appointed by the Governor and approved by the Senate, a majority of the membership 
concurring, shall be for the balance of the term for which such vacancy exists.  

(c) The members of the board may, in their discretion, following procedures established by them 
and after consultation with representatives of faculty and students of the university, including 
appropriate officers of the academic senate and student governments, appoint to the board either 
or both of the following persons as members with all rights of participation: a member of the 
faculty at a campus of the university or of another institution of higher education; a person 
enrolled as a student at a campus of the university for each regular academic term during his 
service as a member of the board. Any person so appointed shall serve for not less than one year 
commencing on July 1.  
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(d) Regents shall be able persons broadly reflective of the economic, cultural, and social 
diversity of the state, including ethnic minorities and women. However, it is not intended that 
formulas or specific ratios be applied in the selection of regents.  

(e) In the selection of the Regents, the Governor shall consult an advisory committee composed 
as follows: The Speaker of the Assembly and two public members appointed by the Speaker, the 
President Pro Tempore of the Senate and two public members appointed by the Rules Committee 
of the Senate, two public members appointed by the Governor, the chairman of the regents of the 
university, an alumnus of the university chosen by the alumni association of the university, a 
student of the university chosen by the Council of Student Body Presidents, and a member of the 
faculty of the university chosen by the academic senate of the university. Public members shall 
serve for four years, except that one each of the initially appointed members selected by the 
Speaker of the Assembly, the President Pro Tempore of the Senate, and the Governor shall be 
appointed to serve for two years; student, alumni, and faculty members shall serve for one year 
and may not be regents of the university at the time of their service on the advisory committee.  

(f) The regents of the University of California shall be vested with the legal title and the 
management and disposition of the property of the university and of property held for its benefit 
and shall have the power to take and hold, either by purchase or by donation, or gift, 
testamentary or otherwise, or in any other manner, without restriction, all real and personal 
property for the benefit of the university or incidentally to its conduct; provided, however, that 
sales of university real property shall be subject to such competitive bidding procedures as may 
be provided by statute. Said corporation shall also have all the powers necessary or convenient 
for the effective administration of its trust, including the power to sue and to be sued, to use a 
seal, and to delegate to its committees or to the faculty of the university, or to others, such 
authority or functions as it may deem wise. The Regents shall receive all funds derived from the 
sale of lands pursuant to the act of Congress of July 2, 1862, and any subsequent acts 
amendatory thereof. The university shall be entirely independent of all political or sectarian 
influence and kept free therefrom in the appointment of its regents and in the administration of 
its affairs, and no person shall be debarred admission to any department of the university on 
account of race, religion, ethnic heritage, or sex.  

(g) Meetings of the Regents of the University of California shall be public, with exceptions and 
notice requirements as may be provided by statute.  

 

7.4 Recent Bills and Legislation 
 

7.4.1 2008 – AB 2372 – College Affordability 
 
BILL NUMBER: AB 2372 AMENDED 
 BILL TEXT 
 
 AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY  APRIL 14, 2008 
 
INTRODUCED BY   Assembly Member Coto 
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    (   Coauthors:   Assembly Members Davis   and Portantino   )  
    (   Coauthor:   Senator   Cedillo   )  
 
                        FEBRUARY 21, 2008 
 
   An act to add Article 3.5 (commencing with Section 66026) to 
Chapter 2 of Part 40 of Division 5 of Title 3 of the Education Code, 
and to add Section 17044 to the Revenue and Taxation Code, relating 
to public postsecondary education, and making an appropriation 
therefor, to take effect immediately, tax levy. 
 
 
 
 LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST 
 
 
   AB 2372, as amended, Coto. Public postsecondary education: 
systemwide fees: limitations: tax levy. 
   (1) The existing Donahoe Higher Education Act sets forth, among 
other things, the missions and functions of California's public and 
independent segments of higher education and their respective 
institutions of higher education. The act establishes the California 
State University, under the administration of the Trustees of the 
California State University, and the University of California, under 
the administration of the Regents of the University of California, as 
2 of the segments of public postsecondary education in this state. 
The act provides that it applies to the University of California only 
to the extent that the regents act, by resolution, to make it 
applicable. 
   This bill would establish the College Affordability Act of 2008. 
The bill would limit, notwithstanding any law and commencing with the 
2009-10 fiscal year, the systemwide tuition and fees charged to 
resident undergraduate students at the California State University 
and the University of California to those in effect during the 
2008-09 academic year. Commencing with the 2014-15 fiscal year, the 
bill would limit any increase in statewide tuition and fees to the 
annual percentage change in the California Consumer Price Index. The 
bill would apply to the University of California only if the regents, 
by resolution, make it applicable. 
   The bill would create the College Affordability Funding 
Accountability Panel. The panel would be required to annually review 
the expenditure of funds received pursuant to the tax created in (2) 
and provide an accountability update to the public that would be 
posted on the California State University and University of 
California Internet Web sites. 
   (2) The Personal Income Tax Law provides for specified treatment 
and calculations with respect to the taxation of the income of 
residents, nonresidents, and part-year residents. 
   This bill would, in addition, for each taxable year beginning on 
or after January 1, 2009, impose an additional tax at the rate of 1% 
on that portion of a taxpayer's taxable income in excess of 
$1,000,000. Revenue from the additional tax would be deposited in the 
General Fund. Sixty percent of these revenues would be credited to 
the College Affordability Fund, which the bill would create. The bill 
would continuously appropriate this revenue to be disbursed on an 
annual basis by the Legislature to the California State University 
and the University of California. The bill would require that the 
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funds be used to offset increased costs of educating resident 
undergraduate students attending the California State University and 
the University of California thereby mitigating the need for 
increases in student tuition and fees. In the event that the 
provisions of the bill would not apply to the University of 
California, the bill would require the California State University to 
receive all of the revenues that would have been allocated to the 
University of California. This bill would provide that its provisions 
are severable. 
   (3) This bill would result in a change in state taxes for the 
purpose of increasing state revenues within the meaning of Section 3 
of Article XIII A of the California Constitution, and thus would 
require for passage the approval of 2/3 of the membership of each 
house of the Legislature. 
   This bill would take effect immediately as a tax levy. 
   Vote: 2/3. Appropriation: yes. Fiscal committee: yes. 
State-mandated local program: no. 
 
 
THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS: 
 
  SECTION 1.  Article 3.5 (commencing with Section 66026) is added to 
Chapter 2 of Part 40 of Division 5 of Title 3 of the Education Code, 
to read: 
 
      Article 3.5.  College Affordability Act of 2008 
 
 
   66026.  This act shall be known, and may be cited as, the College 
Affordability Act of 2008. 
   66027.  The Legislature finds and declares as follows: 
   (a) Education is the foundation of our society and maximum efforts 
should be made to help all students attend college. 
   (b) The State of California has a historical commitment to making 
higher education accessible and affordable for all eligible students. 
 
   (c) California's  21   21st  century 
economy needs a strong public university system that is accessible 
and  that  affordable to all Californians and can 
provide an educated workforce. 
   (d) Student tuition and fees, at the University of California and 
the California State University has almost doubled in the past six 
years, making it much more difficult for California families to send 
their children to college. 
   (e) According to a recent study released by the Public Policy 
Institute of California, nearly two-thirds of Californians believe 
that a person must have a college education to succeed in today's 
workplace and that the cost of college prevents qualified, motivated 
students from pursuing higher education. Eighty-four percent of 
residents, an overwhelming share, believe college affordability is a 
problem. 
   (f) This article will help give all of California's children the 
opportunity to attend college by freezing statewide mandatory tuition 
and fees paid by resident undergraduate students at the California 
State University and University of California and provide additional 
funding for these institutions. 
   66028.  (a) For purposes of this article, "base year" means the 



THE STRONG 21ST
 CENTURY PUBLIC UNIVERSITY 

 

90 
 

statewide mandatory tuition and fees paid by resident undergraduate 
students to attend the California State University or the University 
of California in the 2008-09 academic year. 
   (b) Notwithstanding any law, commencing with the 2009-10 fiscal 
year and continuing for a period of five years, there shall be no 
increase in systemwide tuition and fees charged to resident 
undergraduate students at the California State University and 
University of California. The systemwide tuition and fees charged to 
those students shall not exceed the tuition and fees in effect as of 
the base year. Commencing with the 2014-15 fiscal year, any increase 
in statewide tuition and fees charged to resident undergraduate 
students at the California State University and University of 
California shall not exceed the annual percentage change in the 
California Consumer Price Index. 
   (c) This article and Section 17044 of the Revenue and Taxation 
Code shall apply to the University of California only if the Regents 
of the University of California, by appropriate resolution, make them 
applicable. 
   66029.  (a) There is hereby established the College Affordability 
Funding Accountability Panel. The panel shall be comprised of six 
members appointed by the Governor for a term of two years, including 
two members representing administrators, two members representing 
faculty, and two members representing resident undergraduate students 
from the California State University and University of California. 
   (b) The panel shall annually review the expenditure of funds that 
the California State University and the University of California 
receive pursuant to Section 17044 of the Revenue and Taxation Code. 
The panel shall annually provide an accountability update to the 
public that details the expenditure of these funds on a 
campus-by-campus basis for the preceding fiscal year. The 
accountability update shall be posted on the California State 
University and University of California Internet Web sites. 
  SEC. 2.  Section 17044 is added to the Revenue and Taxation Code, 
to read: 
   17044.  (a) For each taxable year beginning on or after January 1, 
2009, in addition to any other taxes imposed by this part, an 
additional tax shall be imposed at the rate of 1 percent on that 
portion of a taxpayer's taxable income in excess of one million 
dollars ($1,000,000). 
   (b) The revenue from the additional tax imposed under subdivision 
(a) shall be deposited in the General Fund of the State Treasury. 
Sixty percent of these revenues shall be credited to the College 
Affordability Fund, which is hereby created. These funds are hereby 
continuously appropriated to be disbursed on an annual basis by the 
Legislature to the California State University and University of 
California for the purposes of The College Affordability Act of 2008 
(Article 3.5 (commencing with Section 66026) of Chapter 2 of Part 40 
of Division 5 of Title 3 of the Education Code). The funds shall be 
used to offset increased costs of educating resident undergraduate 
students attending the California State University and University of 
California mitigating the need for other unnecessary increases in 
student tuition and fees. Costs eligible for funding shall include, 
but need not be limited to, the funding of student instructional 
materials, new technology, student scholarships and grants, 
libraries, campus safety improvements, and faculty salaries. 
   (c) The ratio of revenues allocated to the California State 
University and University of California pursuant to this section 
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shall be the same ratio of the resident undergraduate statewide 
mandatory fee revenue collected by the California State University to 
the University of California in the 2006-07 academic year. 
   (d) In the event that the Regents of the University of California 
do not pass a resolution pursuant to subdivision (c) of Section 66028 
of the Education Code, the University of California shall receive no 
revenues provided pursuant to this section. In this event, the 
California State University shall receive all of the revenues that 
would have been allocated to the University of California. 
   (e) The funding established pursuant to the College Affordability 
Act of 2008 shall be used to supplement, and not supplant, existing 
levels of federal, state, and local funding for the California State 
University or the University of California. 
   (f) Moneys in the College Affordability Fund shall not be used for 
any purpose other than the purposes authorized pursuant to the 
College Affordability Act of 2008 and shall not be loaned to any 
other public entity or fund of that entity. 
  SEC. 3.  The provisions of this act are severable. If any provision 
of this act or its application is held invalid, that invalidity 
shall not affect other provisions or applications that can be given 
effect without the invalid provision or application. 
  SEC. 4.  This act provides for a tax levy within the meaning of 
Article IV of the Constitution and shall go into immediate effect. 
 

7.4.2 2009 – SB 218 Public Records 
 
BILL NUMBER: SB 218 ENROLLED 
 BILL TEXT 
 
 PASSED THE SENATE  SEPTEMBER 8, 2009 
 PASSED THE ASSEMBLY  SEPTEMBER 3, 2009 
 AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY  SEPTEMBER 2, 2009 
 AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY  AUGUST 26, 2009 
 AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY  AUGUST 17, 2009 
 AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY  JULY 14, 2009 
 AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY  JUNE 30, 2009 
 AMENDED IN SENATE  MAY 28, 2009 
 AMENDED IN SENATE  MAY 20, 2009 
 AMENDED IN SENATE  MAY 5, 2009 
 AMENDED IN SENATE  APRIL 27, 2009 
 
INTRODUCED BY   Senator Yee 
   (Coauthors: Senators Calderon, DeSaulnier, Dutton, and Runner) 
   (Coauthors: Assembly Members Beall, DeVore, Furutani, Nielsen, 
Portantino, Silva, Smyth, Torrico, and Tran) 
 
                        FEBRUARY 23, 2009 
 
   An act to amend Sections 72670, 72670.5, and 89901 of, and to add 
Section 92034 to, the Education Code, and to amend Section 6252 of, 
and to add Section 6254.30 to, the Government Code, relating to 
public records. 
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 LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST 
 
 
   SB 218, Yee. Public records: state agency: auxiliary 
organizations. 
    The California Public Records Act requires state and local 
agencies to make their records available for public inspection and to 
make copies available upon request and payment of a fee unless those 
records are exempt from disclosure. The act defines the terms "local 
agency" and "state agency" for purposes of the act. 
   This bill would revise the definition of the term "local agency" 
to additionally include specified auxiliary organizations established 
for the purpose of providing support services and specialized 
programs for the general benefit of a community college. 
   This bill would revise the definition of the term "state agency" 
to additionally include specified auxiliary organizations and other 
specified entities. 
   The bill would exempt from disclosure under the California Public 
Records Act the names of individuals who donate to specified entities 
if those individuals request anonymity. However, the bill would 
provide that this exemption does not apply if a donor, in a quid pro 
quo arrangement, receives anything that has more than a nominal value 
in exchange for the donation. 
   This bill would also provide that it is the intent of the 
Legislature to reject the court's interpretation of state law 
regarding the application of the act to auxiliary organizations, such 
as the CSU Fresno Association, at issue in California State 
University, Fresno Assn., Inc. v. Superior Court (2001) 90 
Cal.App.4th 810. The bill would also provide that it is the intent of 
the Legislature that specified organizations be included in the 
definition of "state agency" solely for the purposes of the 
California Public Records Act. 
 
 
THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS: 
 
  SECTION 1.  Section 72670 of the Education Code is amended to read: 
 
   72670.  The governing board of a community college district may 
establish auxiliary organizations for the purpose of providing 
supportive services and specialized programs for the general benefit 
of its college or colleges. As used in this article, "auxiliary 
organization" may include, but is not limited to, the following 
entities: 
   (a) Any entity in which any official of a community college 
district participates as a director as part of his or her official 
position. 
   (b) Any entity formed or operating pursuant to Article 4 
(commencing with Section 76060) of Chapter 1 of Part 47. 
   (c) Any entity that operates a commercial service for the benefit 
of a community college or district on a campus or other property of 
the district. 
   (d) Any entity whose governing instrument provides in substance 
both of the following: 
   (1) Its purpose is to promote or assist a community college or 
district, or to receive gifts, property, and funds to be used for the 
benefit of the community college or district or any person or 
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organization having an official relationship therewith. 
   (2) Any of its directors, governors, or trustees are either 
appointed or nominated by, or subject to, the approval of the 
governing board of the district, an official of the district, or 
selected, ex officio, from the membership of the student body or the 
faculty or the governing board or the administrative staff of the 
district. 
   (e) Any entity that is designated as an auxiliary organization by 
the district governing board. 
   (f) Nothing in this section shall require an entity described in 
this section to disclose information that is exempt from disclosure 
pursuant to Section 99040, Section 3426.1 of the Civil Code, Section 
1060 of the Evidence Code, or subdivision (k) of Section 6254 of the 
Government Code. 
  SEC. 2.  Section 72670.5 of the Education Code is amended to read: 
   72670.5.  (a) The Board of Governors of the California Community 
Colleges may establish auxiliary organizations for the purpose of 
providing supportive services and specialized programs for the 
general benefit of the mission of the California Community Colleges. 
   (b) As used in this article: 
   (1) "Auxiliary organization" may include, but is not limited to, 
the following entities: 
   (A) Any entity whose governing instrument provides in substance 
both of the following: 
   (i) That its purpose is to promote or assist the Board of 
Governors of the California Community Colleges, or to receive gifts, 
property, and funds to be used for the benefit of the Board of 
Governors of the California Community Colleges or any person or 
organization having an official relationship therewith. 
   (ii) That any of its directors, governors, or trustees are either 
appointed or nominated by, or subject to, the approval of the Board 
of Governors of the California Community Colleges or an official of 
the California Community Colleges, or selected, ex officio, from the 
membership of the Board of Governors or the administrative staff of 
the California Community Colleges. 
   (B) Any entity which, exclusive of the foregoing subdivisions of 
this section, is designated as an auxiliary organization by the Board 
of Governors of the California Community Colleges. 
   (2) "District governing board" includes the Board of Governors of 
the California Community Colleges, unless the context requires 
otherwise. 
   (c) Any agreement between the Board of Governors of the California 
Community Colleges and an auxiliary organization established 
pursuant to this section shall provide for full reimbursement from 
the auxiliary organization to the Board of Governors of the 
California Community Colleges for any services performed by the 
employees of the board under the direction of, or on behalf of, the 
auxiliary organization. 
   (d) Nothing in this section shall require an entity described in 
this section to disclose information that is exempt from disclosure 
pursuant to Section 99040, Section 3426.1 of the Civil Code, Section 
1060 of the Evidence Code, or subdivision (k) of Section 6254 of the 
Government Code. 
  SEC. 3.  Section 89901 of the Education Code is amended to read: 
   89901.  As used in this article, the term "auxiliary organization" 
includes the following entities: 
   (a) Any entity in which any official of the California State 
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University participates as a director as part of his or her official 
position. 
   (b) Any entity formed or operating pursuant to Article 1 
(commencing with Section 89300) of Chapter 3. 
   (c) Any entity that operates a commercial service for the benefit 
of a campus of the California State University on a campus or other 
property of the California State University. 
   (d) Any entity whose governing instrument provides in substance 
both of the following: 
   (1) That its purpose is to promote or assist any campus of the 
California State University, or to receive gifts, property, and funds 
to be used for the benefit of such campus or any person or 
organization having an official relationship therewith. 
   (2) That any of its directors, governors, or trustees are either 
appointed or nominated by, or subject to, the approval of an official 
of any campus of the California State University, or selected, ex 
officio, from the membership of the student body or the faculty or 
the administrative staff of campus. 
   (e) Any entity whose governing instrument provides in substance 
both of the following: 
   (1) That its purpose is to promote or assist the trustees of the 
California State University, or to receive gifts, property, and funds 
to be used for the benefit of the trustees of the California State 
University or any person or organization having an official 
relationship therewith. 
   (2) That any of its directors, governors, or trustees are either 
appointed or nominated by, or subject to, the approval of the 
trustees or an official of the California State University, or 
selected, ex officio, from the membership of the trustees or the 
administrative staff of the California State University. 
   (f) Any entity which, exclusive of the foregoing subdivisions of 
this section, is designated as an auxiliary organization by the 
trustees. 
   (g) Nothing in this section shall require an entity described in 
this section to disclose information that is exempt from disclosure 
pursuant to Section 99040, Section 3426.1 of the Civil Code, Section 
1060 of the Evidence Code, or subdivision (k) of Section 6254 of the 
Government Code. 
  SEC. 4.  Section 92034 is added to the Education Code, to read: 
   92034.  As used in this article, the term "auxiliary organization" 
includes the following entities: 
 
   (a) An entity in which an official of the University of California 
participates as a director as part of his or her official duties. 
   (b) An entity that operates a commercial service for the benefit 
of a campus of the University of California on a campus or other 
property of the University of California. 
   (c) An entity whose governing instrument provides in substance 
both of the following: 
   (1) That its purpose is to promote or assist any campus of the 
University of California, or to receive gifts, property, and funds to 
be used for the benefit of that campus or any person or organization 
having an official relationship therewith. 
   (2) That any of its directors, governors, or trustees are either 
appointed or nominated by, or subject to the approval of, an official 
of any campus of the University of California, or serve, ex officio, 
from the membership of the student body or the faculty or the 
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administrative staff of a campus. 
   (d) Any entity whose governing instrument provides in substance 
both of the following: 
   (1) That its purpose is to promote or assist the Regents of the 
University of California, or to receive gifts, property, and funds to 
be used for the benefit of the Regents of the University of 
California, or any person or organization having an official 
relationship therewith. 
   (2) That any of its directors, governors, or trustees are either 
appointed or nominated by, or subject to, the approval of the Regents 
or an official of the University of California, or serve, ex 
officio, from the membership of the regents or the administrative 
staff of the University of California. 
   (e) An entity that is designated by the regents as an auxiliary 
organization of the University of California. 
   (f) Nothing in this section shall require an entity described in 
this section to disclose information that is exempt from disclosure 
pursuant to Section 99040, Section 3426.1 of the Civil Code, Section 
1060 of the Evidence Code, or subdivision (k) of Section 6254 of the 
Government Code. 
  SEC. 5.  Section 6252 of the Government Code is amended to read: 
   6252.  As used in this chapter: 
   (a) "Local agency" includes a county; city, whether general law or 
chartered; city and county; school district; municipal corporation; 
district; political subdivision; or any board, commission or agency 
thereof; an entity described in subdivision (b), (d), or (e) of 
Section 72670 of the Education Code; other local public agency; or 
entities that are legislative bodies of a local agency pursuant to 
subdivisions (c) and (d) of Section 54952. 
   (b) "Member of the public" means any person, except a member, 
agent, officer, or employee of a federal, state, or local agency 
acting within the scope of his or her membership, agency, office, or 
employment. 
   (c) "Person" includes any natural person, corporation, 
partnership, limited liability company, firm, or association. 
   (d) "Public agency" means any state or local agency. 
   (e) "Public records" includes any writing containing information 
relating to the conduct of the public's business prepared, owned, 
used, or retained by any state or local agency regardless of physical 
form or characteristics. "Public records" in the custody of, or 
maintained by, the Governor's office means any writing prepared on or 
after January 6, 1975. 
   (f) "State agency" means all of the following: 
   (1) (A) Every state office, officer, department, division, bureau, 
board, and commission or other state body or agency. 
   (B) An organization described in subdivision (b), (d), (e), or (f) 
of Section 89901 of the Education Code. 
   (C) An organization described in subdivision (c), (d), or (e) of 
Section 92034 of the Education Code. 
   (D) An organization described in paragraph (1) of subdivision (b) 
of Section 72670.5 of the Education Code. 
   (2) "State agency" does not include those agencies provided for in 
Article IV (except Section 20 thereof) or Article VI of the 
California Constitution. 
   (g) "Writing" means any handwriting, typewriting, printing, 
photostatting, photographing, photocopying, transmitting by 
electronic mail or facsimile, and every other means of recording upon 
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any tangible thing any form of communication or representation, 
including letters, words, pictures, sounds, or symbols, or 
combinations thereof, and any record thereby created, regardless of 
the manner in which the record has been stored. 
  SEC. 6.  Section 6254.30 is added to the Government Code, to read: 
   6254.30.  Nothing in this chapter shall be construed to require 
disclosure of the names of individuals who donate to an entity 
described in paragraph (1) of subdivision (b) of Section 72670.5, 
Section 72670, 89901, or 92034 of the Education Code, if those 
individuals request anonymity. This exemption does not apply if a 
donor, in a quid pro quo arrangement, receives anything that has more 
than a nominal value in exchange for the donation. 
  SEC. 7.  It is the intent of the Legislature in enacting this act 
to construe and clarify the meaning and effect of existing law and to 
reject the court's interpretation of state law regarding the 
application of the California Public Records Act (Chapter 3.5 
(commencing with Section 6250) of Division 7 of Title 1 of the 
Government Code) to auxiliary organizations, such as the CSU Fresno 
Association, at issue in California State University, Fresno Assn., 
Inc. v. Superior Court (2001) 90 Cal.App.4th 810. 
  SEC. 8.  It is the intent of the Legislature in enacting this act 
to clarify that an organization described in paragraph (1) of 
subdivision (b) of Section 72670.5, Section 89901, or Section 92034 
of the Education Code be included in the definition of "state agency" 
solely for the purposes of the California Public Records Act 
(Chapter 3.5 (commencing with Section 6250) of Division 7 of Title 1 
of the Government Code). 
  SEC. 9.  The Legislature finds and declares that Section 6 of this 
act imposes a limitation on the public's right of access to writings 
of public officials and agencies within the meaning of Section 3 of 
Article I of the California Constitution. Pursuant to that 
constitutional provision, the Legislature makes the following finding 
to demonstrate the interest protected by this limitation and the 
need for protecting that interest: The Legislature finds and declares 
that in order to protect the privacy of individuals who donate to 
specified entities and request anonymity, it is necessary to exempt 
those individuals' names from disclosure. 
 
 

7.4.3 2009 – AB 690 – Regent Reps Attendance 
 
BILL NUMBER: AB 690 ENROLLED 
 BILL TEXT 
 
 PASSED THE SENATE  SEPTEMBER 2, 2009 
 PASSED THE ASSEMBLY  SEPTEMBER 8, 2009 
 AMENDED IN SENATE  AUGUST 17, 2009 
 AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY  MAY 12, 2009 
 
INTRODUCED BY   Assembly Member Ammiano 
 
                        FEBRUARY 26, 2009 
 
   An act to amend Section 66602 of, and to add Section 92022 to, the 
Education Code, relating to public postsecondary education. 
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 LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST 
 
 
   AB 690, Ammiano. Trustees of the California State University and 
Regents of the University of California: meetings. 
   (1) Existing law establishes the California State University, 
under the administration of the Trustees of the California State 
University, as one of the segments of public postsecondary education 
in this state. Under existing law, the trustees are composed of a 
total of 25 members, which include 5 specified ex officio members, a 
representative of the alumni associations of the university, 16 
members appointed by the Governor, subject to confirmation by 2/3 of 
the membership of the Senate, for 8-year terms, and 2 California 
State University students and one California State University faculty 
member appointed by the Governor for 2-year terms. 
   This bill would authorize each ex officio trustee, except the 
Chancellor of the California State University, to designate a person, 
as prescribed, to attend a meeting or meetings of the trustees in 
his or her absence. The bill would prohibit an ex officio trustee 
from designating more than one person to attend meetings of the 
trustees in any calendar year. 
   (2) Existing provisions of the California Constitution provide 
that the University of California constitutes a public trust and 
requires the university to be administered by the Regents of the 
University of California, a corporation in the form of a board, with 
full powers of organization and government, subject to legislative 
control only for specified purposes. These provisions require the 
membership of the board to be composed of 18 appointive members, 
appointed by the Governor and approved by the Senate, and the 
following 7 ex officio members: the Governor, the Lieutenant 
Governor, the Speaker of the Assembly, the Superintendent of Public 
Instruction, and the president and vice president of the alumni 
association of the university and the acting president of the 
university. These provisions also require the corporation to have all 
powers necessary or convenient for the effective administration of 
its trust, including the power to delegate to its committees or to 
the faculty of the university, or to others, such authority or 
functions as it may deem wise. 
   This bill would express legislative intent that each ex officio 
member of the board, to the extent authorized pursuant to those 
provisions of the California Constitution, designate a person to 
attend a meeting or meetings of the board in the member's absence. 
 
 
 
THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS: 
 
  SECTION 1.  Section 66602 of the Education Code is amended to read: 
 
   66602.  (a) (1) The board shall be composed of the following five 
ex officio members: the Governor, the Lieutenant Governor, the 
Superintendent of Public Instruction, the Speaker of the Assembly, 
and the person named by the trustees to serve as the Chancellor of 
the California State University; a representative of the alumni 
associations of the state university, selected for a two-year term by 
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the alumni council, California State University, which 
representative shall not be an employee of the California State 
University during the two-year term; and 16 appointive members 
appointed by the Governor and subject to confirmation by two-thirds 
of the membership of the Senate. 
   (2) (A) Each ex officio member, except the Chancellor of the 
California State University, may designate a person, who is an 
officer or member of the same office or elective body as the member, 
to attend a meeting or meetings of the trustees in the member's 
absence. A person designated pursuant to this paragraph shall not 
have the power to vote on behalf of the member and shall not be 
counted as a member of the board for purposes of establishing a 
quorum. An ex officio member may designate only one person in a 
calendar year to attend a meeting or meetings of the trustees in the 
member's absence. 
   (B) For purposes of this paragraph, "officer or member of the same 
office or elective body of the member" means the following with 
respect to each ex officio member: 
   (i) Governor: a secretary of an executive agency appointed by the 
Governor. 
   (ii) Lieutenant Governor: a member of the Senate. 
   (iii) Superintendent of Public Instruction: an elected county 
superintendent of schools. 
   (iv) Speaker of the Assembly: a member of the Assembly. 
   (b) (1) Two students from the California State University, who 
shall have at least a junior year standing at the institutions they 
attend, and who remain in good standing as students during their 
respective terms, shall also be appointed by the Governor for 
two-year terms. 
   (2) In the selection of students as members of the board, the 
Governor shall appoint the students from lists of names of at least 
two, but not more than five, persons furnished by the governing board 
of any statewide student organization that represents the students 
of the California State University and the student body organizations 
of the campuses of the California State University. Any appointment 
to fill a vacancy of a student member shall be effective only for the 
remainder of the term of the person's office that became vacated. 
   (3) The term of office of one student member of the board shall 
commence on July 1 of an even-numbered year and expire on June 30 two 
years thereafter. The term of office of the other student member of 
the board shall commence on July 1 of an odd-numbered year and expire 
on June 30 two years thereafter. Notwithstanding paragraph (1), a 
student member who graduates from his or her college or university on 
or after January 1 of the second year of his or her term of office 
may serve the remainder of the term. 
   (4) During the first year of a student member's term, a student 
member shall be a member of the board and may attend all meetings of 
the board and its committees. At these meetings, a student member may 
fully participate in discussion and debate, but may not vote. During 
the second year of a student member's term, a student member may 
exercise the same right to attend meetings of the board, and its 
committees, and shall have the same right to vote as the members 
appointed pursuant to subdivision (a). 
   (5) Notwithstanding paragraph (4), if a student member resigns 
from office or a vacancy is otherwise created in that office during 
the second year of a student member's term, the remaining student 
member shall immediately assume the office created by the vacancy and 
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all of the participation privileges of the second-year student 
member, including the right to vote, for the remainder of that term 
of office. 
   (c) (1) A faculty member from the California State University, who 
shall be tenured at the California State University campus at which 
he or she teaches, shall also be appointed by the Governor for a 
two-year term. In the selection of a faculty member as a member of 
the board, the Governor shall appoint the faculty member from a list 
of names of at least two persons furnished by the Academic Senate of 
the California State University. 
   (2) The faculty member of the board appointed by the Governor 
pursuant to this subdivision shall not participate on any 
subcommittee of the board responsible for collective bargaining 
negotiations. 
   (3) The term of office of the faculty member of the board shall 
commence on July 1, and shall expire on June 30 two years thereafter. 
 
  SEC. 2.  Section 92022 is added to the Education Code, to read: 
   92022.  It is the intent of the Legislature that each ex officio 
member of the Regents of the University of California, to the extent 
authorized pursuant to Section 9 of Article IX of the California 
Constitution, designate a person to attend a meeting or meetings of 
the regents in the member's absence. 
 

7.4.4 2009 – AB 69 – fee setting 
 
BILL NUMBER: AB 69 AMENDED 
 BILL TEXT 
 
 AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY  APRIL 2, 2009 
 
INTRODUCED BY   Assembly Member Duvall 
 
                        DECEMBER 12, 2008 
 
   An act to  repeal and add Section 66025 of the Eduction 
Code,    add Section 66208 to the Education Code, and to 
add Section 13337.1 to the Government Code,   relating to 
postsecondary education. 
 
 
 
 LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST 
 
 
   AB 69, as amended, Duvall.  Statewide student fee policy. 
  Postsecondary education: enrollment growth.  
 
   Existing  
    (1)     Existing  law provides for a 
public postsecondary education system in this state. This system 
includes the University of California, which is administered by the 
Regents of the University of California, and the California State 
University, which is administered by the Trustees of the California 
State University.  Existing law authorizes the segments of 



THE STRONG 21ST
 CENTURY PUBLIC UNIVERSITY 

 

100 
 

the public postsecondary education system to charge various fees to 
their students.   
   This bill would delete a provision that required the systemwide 
fees and tuition charged to resident undergraduate students at the 
University of California and the California State University to be 
reduced in the 1998-99 and 1999-2000 fiscal years.   
 
   The bill would require, notwithstanding any law, commencing with 
the 2010-11 fiscal year, the level of mandatory systemwide fees and 
tuition for undergraduate students at the University of California 
and the California State University to be set over a 4-year period in 
order to allow students at these institutions to budget accordingly 
for the entirety of their education. The bill would provide that the 
University of California and the California State University have the 
discretion to establish the set level of mandatory systemwide fees 
and tuition. The bill would express the intent of the Legislature 
that the level of student fees for undergraduate students at the 
University of California and the California State University also be 
set over a 4-year period. The bill would apply to the University of 
California only to the extent that the Regents of the University of 
California act, by resolution, to make its provisions applicable. 
  
   This bill would request the regents, and require the trustees to 
submit information regarding the number of students who graduated for 
the most recent academic year, and the number of students who left 
school without graduating, as part of the annual enrollment growth 
reports required by the annual Budget Act.   
   (2) Existing law requires the Governor's Budget to be submitted to 
the Legislature within the first 10 days of each regular session. 
Existing law requires the Governor's Budget to be prepared in 
compliance with guidelines and instructions adopted by the Department 
of Finance.   
   This bill would require the department, before the submission of 
the Governor's Budget, to develop projections for enrollment at the 
University of California and the California State University that are 
based on the number of students expected to graduate from high 
school in the ensuing fiscal year.  
   Vote: majority. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: yes. 
State-mandated local program: no. 
 
 
THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS: 
 
   SECTION 1.    Section 66208 is added to the  
 Education Code   , to read:   
   66208.  (a) The Regents of the University of California are 
requested to, and the Trustees of the California State University 
shall, include in their annual enrollment reports, as required by the 
annual Budget Act, the following information for the most recent 
academic year: 
   (1) The number of students who graduated with a degree. 
   (2) The number of students who did not continue their education 
from the prior academic year and did not obtain a degree. 
   (b) The information shall be calculated and presented separately 
for undergraduate students and graduate students.  
   SEC. 2.    Section 13337.1 is added to the   
Government Code   , to read:   
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   13337.1.  Prior to the submission of the Governor's Budget to the 
Legislature, the Department of Finance shall develop projections for 
enrollment growth at the University of California and the California 
State University. The projections shall be based on demographic data 
on the projected growth in the number of high school students in the 
state that are expected to graduate in the ensuing fiscal year.  
 
  SECTION 1.    Section 66025 of the Education Code 
is repealed.   
  SEC. 2.    Section 66025 is added to the Education 
Code, to read: 
   66025.  (a) Notwithstanding any law, commencing with the 2010-11 
fiscal year, the level of mandatory systemwide fees and tuition for 
undergraduate students at the University of California and the 
California State University shall be set over a four-year period in 
order to allow students at these institutions to budget accordingly 
for the entirety of their education. 
   (b) The University of California and the California State 
University shall have the discretion to establish the set level of 
fees and tuition established in subdivision (a). 
   (c) It is the intent of the Legislature that the level of student 
fees for undergraduate students at the University of California and 
the California State University also be set over a four-year period 
to allow students to budget accordingly. 
   (d) No provision of this section shall apply to the University of 
California except to the extent that the Regents of the University of 
California, by appropriate resolution, make that provision 
applicable.  
 

7.4.5 2009 – AB 462 
 
AKA AB 2372 of 2008 – College Affordability Act. See section 7.3.2 above. 
 

7.4.6 2009 – AB 656 
 

8. BILL NUMBER: AB 656 AMENDED 
9.  BILL TEXT 
10.  
11.  AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY  JULY 9, 2009 
12.  
13. INTRODUCED BY   Assembly Member Torrico 
14.     (   Coauthors:   Assembly Members  
15.  Beall,   Block,   Bonnie Lowenthal,   
16. Ma,   and Price   )  
17.     (   Coauthor:   Senator   
18. DeSaulnier   )  
19.  
20.                         FEBRUARY 25, 2009 
21.  
22.    An act to add Chapter 8 (commencing with Section 99500) to Part 65 
23. of Division 14 of Title 3 of the Education Code, and to add Part 21 
24. (commencing with Section 42001) to Division 2 of the Revenue and 
25. Taxation Code, relating to postsecondary education, and making an 
26. appropriation therefor,  to take effect immediately, tax levy 
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27.   and declaring the urgency thereof, to take effect 
28. immediately  . 
29.  
30.  
31.  LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST 
32.  
33.  
34.    AB 656, as amended, Torrico. California Higher Education Endowment 
35. Corporation: oil and gas severance tax. 
36.    (1) Existing law establishes the University of California, under 
37. the administration of the Regents of the University of California, 
38. the California State University, under the administration of the 
39. Trustees of the California State University, and the California 
40. Community Colleges, under the administration of the Board of 
41. Governors of the California Community Colleges, as the 3 segments of 
42. public postsecondary education in this state. 
43.    This bill would establish the California Higher Education 
44. Endowment Corporation (CHEEC). The bill would establish an oversight 
45. board to govern the CHEEC and would require that board to appoint the 
46. chief executive officer of the CHEEC. The bill would require the 
47. CHEEC to annually allocate  an unspecified percentage of 
48.  the moneys in the continuously appropriated California 
49. Higher Education Fund, which would be created  in the General 
50. Fund   by the bill  , to the California Community 
51. Colleges  for curriculum and programs related to renewable 
52. energy and to annually allocate remaining moneys in the fund to 
53.   ,  the California State University  ,  
54. and the University of California  , as specified  . The bill 
55. also would authorize the board to invest the moneys in the fund in 
56. accordance with prescribed procedures. 
57.  
58.    (2) Existing law imposes various taxes, including taxes on the 
59. privilege of engaging in certain activities. The Fee Collection 
60. Procedures Law, the violation of which is a crime, provides 
61. procedures for the collection of certain fees and surcharges. 
62.    This bill would impose an oil and gas severance tax  ,  
63. on and after January 1, 2010, upon any producer for the privilege of 
64. severing oil or gas from the earth or water in this state for sale, 
65. transport, consumption, storage, profit, or use, as provided, at a 
66. specified rate  of 9.9% of the gross product  . The tax 
67. would be administered by the State Board of Equalization, and would 
68. be collected pursuant to the procedures set forth in the Fee 
69. Collection Procedures Law. The bill would require the board to 
70. deposit all tax revenues, penalties, and interest collected pursuant 
71. to these provisions, except as specified, in the California Higher 
72. Education Fund. 
73.    Because this bill would expand application of the Fee Collection 
74. Procedures Law, the violation of which is a crime, it would impose a 
75. state-mandated local program. 
76.    (3) This bill would result in a change in state taxes for the 
77. purpose of increasing state revenues within the meaning of Section 3 
78. of Article XIII A of the California Constitution, and thus would 
79. require for passage the approval of 2/3 of the membership of each 
80. house of the Legislature. 
81.    (4) The California Constitution requires the state to reimburse 
82. local agencies and school districts for certain costs mandated by the 
83. state. Statutory provisions establish procedures for making that 
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84. reimbursement. 
85.    This bill would provide that no reimbursement is required by this 
86. act for a specified reason. 
87.     (5) This bill would take effect immediately as a tax 
88. levy.   
89.    (5) This bill would declare that it is to take effect immediately 
90. as an urgency statute.  
91.    Vote: 2/3. Appropriation: yes. Fiscal committee: yes. 
92. State-mandated local program: yes. 
93.  
94.  
95. THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS: 
96.  
97.   SECTION 1.  The Legislature hereby finds and declares all of the 
98. following: 
99.    (a) A recent study by the Public Policy Institute of California 
100. stated that California's need for college-educated workers is 
101. outpacing the state's ability to produce them, and that gap is 
102. expected to widen in the future. 
103.    (b) Forty-one percent of California workers will need a bachelor's 
104. degree to meet the state's projected economic demand in the year 
105. 2025 if current trends continue, yet changes in the California 
106. workforce make it unlikely that this demand will be met. 
107.    (c) The percentage of college-educated workers has increased 
108. significantly in recent years, from 28 percent in 1990 to 34 percent 
109. in 2006, but  the rate of increase  is expected to slow 
110. because people between 50 years of age and 64 years of age currently 
111. have the highest levels of education, and that group will reach 
112. retirement age by 2025. 
113.    (d) Groups such as Latinos will make up 40 percent of the state's 
114. labor force by 2020, but only 12 percent of Latinos are on pace to 
115. hold a bachelor's degree by that date. 
116.    (e) As the growth  in the number  of college-educated 
117. workers slows, the supply of workers with a high school diploma or 
118. less education is projected to exceed economic demand, resulting in 
119. lower wages and fewer job opportunities for those workers, and 
120. resulting in higher wages for college-educated workers as demand for 
121. their skills increases. 
122.    (f) The lack of an educated workforce will deny the state the 
123. ability to draw upon the critical resources that are necessary to 
124. assist with the state's current economic crisis and to support future 
125. economic growth. 
126.    (g) The current budget proposals will jeopardize the enrollment of 
127. 10,000 students into the California State University system. 
128.   SEC. 2.  It is the intent of the Legislature that this act provide 
129. additional sources of higher education funding in order to keep up 
130. with the growing demand for a skilled labor force. 
131.   SEC. 3.  Chapter 8 (commencing with Section 99500) is added to Part 
132. 65 of Division 14 of Title 3 of the Education Code, to read: 
133.       CHAPTER 8.  THE CALIFORNIA HIGHER EDUCATION ENDOWMENT 
134. CORPORATION 
135.  
136.  
137.  
138.       Article 1.  General Provisions 
139.  
140.  
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141.    99500.  As used in this chapter, the following terms have the 
142. following meanings: 
143.    (a) "Board" means the oversight board described in subdivision (a) 
144. of Section 99505. 
145.    (b) "Corporation" means the California Higher Education Endowment 
146. Corporation established pursuant to Section 99502. 
147.    (c) "Director" means the chief executive officer of the 
148. corporation appointed pursuant to Section 99506. 
149.    (d) "Fund" means the California Higher Education Fund established 
150. pursuant to Section 42147 of the Revenue and Taxation Code. 
151.    (e) "Green collar job" means a job in the renewable energy field, 
152. including a job in the renewable energy manufacturing, construction, 
153. installation, maintenance, or operation sectors. 
154.    (f) "Public postsecondary education institution" means the 
155. California Community Colleges, the California State University, and 
156. the University of California. 
157.    99502.  The California Higher Education Endowment Corporation is 
158. hereby established for purposes of implementing this chapter. 
159.  
160.       Article 2.  Oversight Board 
161.  
162.  
163.    99505.  (a) (1) The corporation shall be governed by an oversight 
164. board, which shall be composed of the following voting members: 
165.    (A) Two members appointed by the Board of Trustees of the 
166. California State University. 
167.    (B) Two members appointed by the Regents of the University of 
168. California. 
169.    (C) Two members appointed by the Senate Committee on Rules. 
170.    (D) Two members appointed by the Speaker of the Assembly. 
171.    (E) One member appointed by the Treasurer.  
172.    (2) (A) At least one member appointed pursuant to paragraph (1) 
173. shall be a student enrolled in a public postsecondary educational 
174.   
175.    (F) One member appointed by the Chancellor of the California 
176. Community Colleges.  
177.     (G)     One member who is a student 
178. enrolled in a public postsecondary educational  institution at 
179. the time of the  appointment, and   appointment. 
180. The member appointed pursuant to this subparagraph  shall be 
181. enrolled in a public postsecondary educational institution for the 
182. duration of his or her term, which shall be two years.  
183.    (B)  
184.     (2)    (A)  At least one member 
185. appointed pursuant to paragraph (1) shall be a  member of the 
186. faculty employed by   nonmanagement employee of  
187. the California State University.  
188.    (C)  
189.     (B)  At least one member appointed pursuant to paragraph 
190. (1) shall be a  member of the faculty employed by  
191.  nonmanagement employee of  the University of California. 
192.    (b) The oversight board shall also include the following ex 
193. officio, nonvoting members: 
194.    (1) The Chancellor of the California State University. 
195.    (2) The President of the University of California. 
196.    (3) The Chancellor of the California Community Colleges. 
197.    (c) The Legislature requests  that  the Regents of the 
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198. University of California and the President of the University of 
199. California  to  comply with the membership 
200. requirements in subparagraph (B) of paragraph (1) of subdivision (a) 
201. and paragraph (2) of subdivision (b). 
202.    (d) Except as specified in subparagraph  (A) of paragraph 
203. (2)   (G) of paragraph (1)  of subdivision (a), 
204. each of the members identified in subdivisions (a) and (b) shall be 
205. appointed to serve a term of four years. 
206.    (e) The members of the board shall annually select a member to 
207. serve as the chairperson of the board. 
208.    99506.  (a) The board shall appoint a director, who shall be the 
209. chief executive officer of the corporation. This position is 
210. designated as a confidential position and is exempt from civil 
211. service under subdivision (e) of Section 4 of Article VII of the 
212. California Constitution. 
213.    (b) The director shall serve at the pleasure of the board. 
214.    (c) The board may delegate to the director any power, duty, 
215. purpose, function, or jurisdiction that the board may lawfully 
216. delegate, including the authority to enter into and sign contracts on 
217. behalf of the corporation. 
218.    (d) The director may delegate to his or her designee any power, 
219. duty, purpose, or jurisdiction that may be lawfully delegated. 
220.    99508.  The board may adopt regulations necessary to implement its 
221. powers and duties under this chapter. 
222.  
223.       Article 3.  Powers and Duties of the California Higher 
224. Education Endowment Corporation 
225.  
226.  
227.    99510.  The corporation may hire employees as it deems necessary 
228. to implement this chapter. 
229.    99512.  (a) The corporation shall annually allocate the moneys in 
230. the California Higher Education Fund as follows:  
231.    (1) An amount not to exceed ____ percent of the moneys in the fund 
232. to the California Community Colleges for all of the following 
233. purposes:   
234.    (A) Curriculum supporting California's leadership in the 
235. development of renewable energy technologies and the creation of 
236. green collar jobs.   
237.    (B) Career technical education and advancement programs in 
238. renewable energy manufacturing, construction, installation, 
239. maintenance, and operation.   
240.    (2) Moneys remaining in the fund after the allocation pursuant to 
241. paragraph (1) shall be annually allocated as follows:  
242.  
243.    (A) ____ percent to the California State University.  
244.  
245.    (B) ____ percent to the University of California.  
246.  
247.    (b) Nothing in this section shall cause state expenditures for 
248. postsecondary education from all other sources to be reduced below 
249. the expenditures provided from those sources prior to the 
250. establishment of the fund.   
251.    (1) Sixty percent to the California State University.   
252.    (2) Thirty percent to the University of California.   
253.    (3) Ten percent to the California Community Colleges.   
254.    (b) Nothing in this section shall cause appropriations for 
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255. postsecondary education to be reduced below the amount appropriated 
256. by the Legislature during the fiscal year immediately preceding the 
257. establishment of the fund.  
258.    99514.  (a) The board has exclusive control of the investment of 
259. the fund. Except as otherwise restricted by the California 
260. Constitution and by law, the board may, in its discretion, invest the 
261. assets of the fund through the purchase, holding, or sale of any 
262. investment, financial instrument, or financial transaction, if the 
263. investment, financial instrument, or financial transaction is prudent 
264. in the informed opinion of the board. 
265.    (b) The board may itself make any investment authorized by law or 
266. sell any security, obligation, or real property in which moneys in 
267. the fund are invested, by affirmative vote of a majority of the 
268. board, or by the same affirmative vote, may from time to time adopt 
269. an investment resolution that shall contain detailed guidelines by 
270. which to designate the securities and real property that are 
271. acceptable for purchase or sale. While the resolution is in effect, 
272. securities and real property may be purchased for investment by an 
273. officer or employee of the board designated by it for that purpose, 
274. and sales of securities may be consummated by the officer or employee 
275. under the conditions prescribed. Purchases and sales of securities 
276. shall be reported to the board, on a monthly basis, at its next 
277. regular meeting. 
278.    (c) Any investment transaction decisions made during a closed 
279. session pursuant to paragraph (16) of subdivision (c) of Section 
280. 11126 of the Government Code shall be by rollcall vote entered into 
281. the minutes of that meeting. The board, within 12 months of the close 
282. of an investment transaction or the transfer of system assets for an 
283. investment transaction, whichever occurs first, shall disclose and 
284. report the investment transaction at a public meeting. 
285.    (d) In addition to the other investments authorized by this 
286. article, the board may invest in real estate, leases of real estate, 
287. and improvements on real estate for business or residential purposes 
288. as an investment for the production of income. 
289.   SEC. 4.  Part 21 (commencing with Section 42001) is added to 
290. Division 2 of the Revenue and Taxation Code, to read: 
291.  
292.       PART 21.  Oil And Gas Severance Tax Law 
293.  
294.  
295.    42001.  This part shall be known, and may be cited, as the Oil and 
296. Gas Severance Tax Law. 
297.    42002.  For purposes of this part, the following definitions shall 
298. apply: 
299.    (a) "Board" means the State Board of Equalization. 
300.    (b) "California Higher Education Fund" or "CHEF" means the account 
301. that is created by Section 42147 for purposes of depositing proceeds 
302. generated from the taxes levied pursuant to this part to fund 
303. instruction for higher education. 
304.    (c) "Gas" means all natural gas, including casing head gas, and 
305. all other hydrocarbons not defined as oil in subdivision (g). 
306.    (d) "Green collar jobs" means jobs in the renewable energy field, 
307. including within California's renewable energy manufacturing, 
308. construction, installation, maintenance, and operation sectors. 
309.    (e) "Gross value" means the sale price at the mouth of the well, 
310. including any bonus, premium, or other thing of value, paid for the 
311. oil or gas, as determined by a rolling 30-day average daily value 
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312.  ,  as established by the market price of the product. The 
313. board shall determine the base indexes from which the average shall 
314. be calculated. If the oil or gas is exchanged for something other 
315. than cash, if there is no sale at the time of severance, or if the 
316. relation between the buyer and the seller is such that the 
317. consideration paid, if any, is not indicative of the true value or 
318. market price, then the board shall determine the value of the oil or 
319. gas subject to the tax based on the cash price paid to the producer 
320. for like quality oil or gas in the vicinity of the well. 
321.    (f) "Higher education" means the California Community Colleges, 
322. the California State University, and the University of California. 
323.    (g) "Oil" means petroleum, or other crude oil, condensate, casing 
324. head gasoline, or other mineral oil that is mined, produced, or 
325. withdrawn from below the surface of the soil or water in this state. 
326.    (h) "Producer" means any person who takes oil or gas from the 
327. earth or water in this state in any manner; any person who owns, 
328. controls, manages, or leases any oil or gas well in the earth or 
329. water of this state; any person who produces or extracts in any 
330. manner any oil or gas by taking it from the earth or water in this 
331. state; any person who acquires the severed oil or gas from a person 
332. or agency exempt from property taxation under the United States 
333. Constitution or other laws of the United States or under the 
334. California Constitution or other laws of the State of California; and 
335. any person who owns an interest, including a royalty interest, in 
336. oil or gas or its value, whether the oil or gas is produced by the 
337. person owning the interest or by another on his, her, or its behalf 
338. by lease, contract, or other arrangement. 
339.    (i) "Product" means either a barrel of oil, which means 42 United 
340. States gallons of 231 cubic inches per gallon computed at a 
341. temperature of 60 degrees Fahrenheit or gas, as measured per thousand 
342. cubic feet (Mfc) at a base pressure of 15.025 pounds per square inch 
343. absolute and at a temperature base of 60 degrees Fahrenheit. 
344.    (j) "Production" means the total gross amount of oil or gas 
345. produced, including the gross amount thereof attributable to a 
346. royalty or other interest. 
347.    (k) "Severed" or "severing" means the extraction or withdrawing 
348. from below the surface of the earth or water of any oil or gas, 
349. regardless of whether the extraction or withdrawal shall be by 
350. natural flow, mechanical flow, forced flow, pumping, or any other 
351. means employed to get the oil or gas from below the surface of the 
352. earth or water, and shall include the extraction or withdrawal by any 
353. means whatsoever of oil or gas upon which the tax has not been paid, 
354. from any surface reservoir, natural or artificial, or from a water 
355. surface. 
356.    (l) "Stripper well" means a well that has been certified by the 
357. board as an oil well incapable of producing an average of more than 
358. 10 barrels of oil per day during the entire taxable month. Once a 
359. well has been certified as a stripper well, that stripper well shall 
360. remain certified as a stripper well until the well produces an 
361. average of more than 10 barrels of oil per day during an entire 
362. taxable month. 
363.    42010.  On and after January 1, 2010, there is hereby imposed an 
364. oil and gas severance tax upon any producer for the privilege of 
365. severing oil or gas from the earth or water in this state for sale, 
366. transport, consumption, storage, profit, or use. The tax shall be 
367. applied equally to all portions of the gross value of the product and 
368. shall be imposed at the rate of  __   9.9  
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369. percent of the gross product. 
370.    42011.  Except as otherwise provided in this part, the tax shall 
371. be upon the entire production in this state, regardless of the place 
372. of sale or to whom sold or by whom used, or the fact that the 
373. delivery may be made to points outside the state. 
374.    42012.   (a)    The tax imposed by this part 
375. shall be in addition to any other tax that may be imposed with 
376. respect to the severing of oil or gas or transactions related 
377. thereto, including, without limitation, any ad valorem taxes imposed 
378. by the state, or any  of its political subdivisions  
379.  political subdivision of the state  , or any local 
380. business license taxes that may be incurred as a privilege of 
381. severing oil or gas from the earth or water or doing business in that 
382. locality. There shall be no exemption from payment of an ad valorem 
383. tax related to equipment, material, or property by reason of the 
384. payment of the gross severance tax pursuant to this part.  
385.    (b) For purposes of this section, "political subdivision of the 
386. state" includes any local public entity, as defined in Section 900.4 
387. of the Government Code.  
388.    42013.  The tax imposed by this part shall not be passed through 
389. to consumers by way of higher prices for oil, natural gas, gasoline, 
390. diesel, or other oil or gas consumable byproducts, such as propane 
391. and heating oil. The board shall monitor and, if necessary, 
392. investigate any instance where producers or purchasers of the oil or 
393. gas have attempted to gouge consumers by using the tax as a pretext 
394. to materially raise the price of oil, natural gas, gasoline, diesel, 
395. or other oil or gas consumable byproducts, such as propane and 
396. heating oil. 
397.    42014.  Two or more producers that are corporations and are owned 
398. or controlled directly or indirectly, as defined in Section 25105, by 
399. the same interests shall be considered as a single producer for 
400. purposes of application of the tax prescribed in this part. 
401.    42015.  There shall be exempted from the imposition of the oil and 
402. gas severance tax imposed pursuant to this part, oil or gas produced 
403. by a stripper well in which the average value of oil or gas is less 
404. than three-quarters of the average gross value of the product as of 
405. January 1 of the prior year. 
406.    42016.  There shall be exempted from the imposition of the oil or 
407. gas severance tax imposed pursuant to this part, all oil or gas owned 
408. or produced by any political subdivision of this state, including 
409. that political subdivision's proprietary share of oil or gas produced 
410. under any unit, cooperative, or other pooling agreement.  For 
411. purposes of this section, "political subdivision of the state"  
412.  includes any local public entity, as defined in Section 900.4 of 
413. the Government Code.  
414.    42020.  The tax imposed by this part is due and payable to the 
415. board quarterly on or before the last day of the month next 
416. succeeding each calendar quarter. 
417.    42022.  The board may prescribe those forms and reporting 
418. requirements as are necessary to implement the tax, including, but 
419. not limited to, information regarding the location of the well by 
420. county, the gross amount of oil or gas produced, the price paid 
421. therefor, the prevailing market price of oil or gas, and the amount 
422. of tax due. 
423.    42112.  In all proceedings under this part, the board may act on 
424. behalf of the people of the State of California. 
425.    42145.  The board shall administer and collect the tax imposed by 
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426. this part pursuant to the Fee Collection Procedures Law (Part 30 
427. (commencing with Section 55001) of Division 2). For purposes of this 
428. part, the references in the Fee Collection Procedures Law to "fee" 
429. shall include the tax imposed by this part and to "feepayer" shall 
430. include a person required to pay the oil and gas severance tax. 
431.    42146.  The board shall, upon appropriation, be reimbursed for 
432. expenses incurred in the administration and collection of the tax 
433. imposed by this part. 
434.    42147.  The California Higher Education Fund is  created 
435. in the General Fund   hereby created  . Moneys in 
436. the fund are continuously appropriated to the California Higher 
437. Education Endowment Corporation. 
438.    42168.  With the exception of payments of refunds and 
439. reimbursement to the board for expenses incurred in the 
440. administration and collection of the tax imposed by this part, all 
441. taxes, interest, penalties, and other amounts collected pursuant to 
442. this part shall be deposited into the California Higher Education 
443. Fund. 
444.   SEC. 5.  No reimbursement is required by this act pursuant to 
445. Section 6 of Article XIII B of the California Constitution because 
446. the only costs that may be incurred by a local agency or school 
447. district will be incurred because this act creates a new crime or 
448. infraction, eliminates a crime or infraction, or changes the penalty 
449. for a crime or infraction, within the meaning of Section 17556 of the 
450. Government Code, or changes the definition of a crime within the 
451. meaning of Section 6 of Article XIII B of the California 
452. Constitution.  
453.   SEC. 6.    This act provides for a tax levy within 
454. the meaning of Article IV of the Constitution and shall go into 
455. immediate effect.  
456.    SEC. 6.    This act is an urgency statute necessary 
457. for the immediate preservation of the public peace, health, or safety 
458. within the meaning of Article IV of the Constitution and shall go 
459. into immediate effect. The facts constituting the necessity are: 
460.   
461.    In order to quickly mitigate the impacts of funding reductions to 
462. institutions of higher education, it is necessary that this act take 
463. effect immediately.        

 
 

7.4.8 2009 – ACA 17 – severance COI 
 
 
 

464. BILL NUMBER: ACA 17 INTRODUCED 
465.  BILL TEXT 
466.  
467.  
468. INTRODUCED BY   Assembly Member Nestande 
469.  
470.                         MARCH 25, 2009 
471.  
472.    A resolution to propose to the people of the State of California 
473. an amendment to the Constitution of the State, by amending Section 9 
474. of Article IX thereof, relating to the University of California. 
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475.  
476.  
477.  LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST 
478.  
479.  
480.    ACA 17, as introduced, Nestande. University of California: 
481. severance and early retirement incentives. 
482.    The California Constitution constitutes the University of 
483. California as a public trust to be administered by the Regents of the 
484. University of California with full powers of organization and 
485. government, subject only to specified legislative control. Existing 
486. law requires the meetings of the regents to be public with exceptions 
487. and notice requirements as may be provided by statute. Existing law 
488. states the intent of the Legislature that any proposal relating to 
489. the salary, benefits, perquisites, severance payments, as specified, 
490. or retirement benefits, or any other form of compensation paid to an 
491. officer of the University of California shall not become effective 
492. unless notice of the meeting at which the proposal is to be 
493. considered has been given to each regent and information and 
494. materials regarding the proposal, including a full disclosure of the 
495. fiscal impact, have been made available to each regent in advance. 
496.    This measure would prohibit any employee of the University of 
497. California who receives any financial benefit with a value in excess 
498. of $50,000 as part of a temporary voluntary separation program, as 
499. defined, from the University of California from thereafter being 
500. employed by, or contracting for personal services with, the 
501. university, in any compensated capacity, unless the person returns 
502. the entire financial benefit. 
503.    Vote: 2/3. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: yes. 
504. State-mandated local program: no. 
505.  
506.  
507.  
508.    Resolved by the Assembly, the Senate concurring, That the 
509. Legislature of the State of California at its 2009-10 Regular Session 
510. commencing on the first day of December 2008, two-thirds of the 
511. membership of each house concurring, hereby proposes to the people of 
512. the State of California that the Constitution of the State be 
513. amended as follows: 
514.     That Section 9 of Article IX thereof is amended to read: 
515.       SEC. 9.  (a) The University of California shall constitute a 
516. public trust, to be administered by the existing corporation known as 
517. "The Regents of the University of California," with full powers of 
518. organization and government, subject only to such legislative control 
519. as may be necessary to insure the security of its funds and 
520. compliance with the terms of the endowments of the university and 
521. such competitive bidding procedures as may be made applicable to the 
522. university by statute for the letting of construction contracts, 
523. sales of real property, and purchasing of materials, goods, and 
524. services. Said corporation shall be in form a board composed of seven 
525. ex officio members, which shall be: the Governor, the Lieutenant 
526. Governor, the Speaker of the Assembly, the Superintendent of Public 
527. Instruction, the president and the vice president of the alumni 
528. association of the university and the acting president of the 
529. university, and 18 appointive members appointed by the Governor and 
530. approved by the Senate, a majority of the membership concurring; 
531. provided, however that the present appointive members shall hold 
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532. office until the expiration of their present terms. 
533.    (b) The terms of the members appointed prior to November 5, 1974, 
534. shall be 16 years; the terms of two appointive members to expire as 
535. heretofore on March 1st of every even-numbered calendar year, and two 
536. members shall be appointed for terms commencing on March 1, 1976, 
537. and on March 1 of each year thereafter; provided that no such 
538. appointments shall be made for terms to commence on March 1, 1979, or 
539. on March 1 of each fourth year thereafter, to the end that no 
540. appointment to the regents for a newly commencing term shall be made 
541. during the first year of any gubernatorial term of office. The terms 
542. of the members appointed for terms commencing on and after March 1, 
543. 1976, shall be 12 years. During the period of transition until the 
544. time when the appointive membership is comprised exclusively of 
545. persons serving for terms of 12 years, the total number of appointive 
546. members may exceed the numbers specified in the  preceeding 
547.   preceding  paragraph. 
548.    In case of any vacancy, the term of office of the appointee to 
549. fill such vacancy, who shall be appointed by the Governor and 
550. approved by the Senate, a majority of the membership concurring, 
551. shall be for the balance of the term for which such vacancy exists. 
552.    (c) The members of the board may, in their discretion, following 
553. procedures established by them and after consultation with 
554. representatives of faculty and students of the university, including 
555. appropriate officers of the academic senate and student governments, 
556. appoint to the board either or both of the following persons as 
557. members with all rights of participation: a member of the faculty at 
558. a campus of the university or of another institution of higher 
559. education; a person enrolled as a student at a campus of the 
560. university for each regular academic term during his service as a 
561. member of the board. Any person so appointed shall serve for not less 
562. than one year commencing on July 1. 
563.    (d) Regents shall be able persons broadly reflective of the 
564. economic, cultural, and social diversity of the State, including 
565. ethnic minorities and women. However, it is not intended that 
566. formulas or specific ratios be applied in the selection of regents. 
567.    (e) In the selection of the Regents, the Governor shall consult an 
568. advisory committee composed as follows: The Speaker of the Assembly 
569. and two public members appointed by the Speaker, the President Pro 
570. Tempore of the Senate and two public members appointed by the Rules 
571. Committee of the Senate, two public members appointed by the 
572. Governor, the chairman of the regents of the university, an alumnus 
573. of the university chosen by the alumni association of the university, 
574. a student of the university chosen by the Council of Student Body 
575. Presidents, and a member of the faculty of the university chosen by 
576. the academic senate of the university. Public members shall serve for 
577. four years, except that one each of the initially appointed members 
578. selected by the Speaker of the Assembly, the President Pro Tempore of 
579. the Senate, and the Governor shall be appointed to serve for two 
580. years; student, alumni, and faculty members shall serve for one year 
581. and may not be regents of the university at the time of their service 
582. on the advisory committee. 
583.    (f) The Regents of the University of California shall be vested 
584. with the legal title and the management and disposition of the 
585. property of the university and of property held for its benefit and 
586. shall have the power to take and hold, either by purchase or by 
587. donation, or gift, testamentary or otherwise, or in any other manner, 
588. without restriction, all real and personal property for the benefit 
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589. of the university or incidentally to its conduct; provided, however, 
590. that sales of university real property shall be subject to such 
591. competitive bidding procedures as may be provided by statute. Said 
592. corporation shall also have all the powers necessary or convenient 
593. for the effective administration of its trust, including the power to 
594. sue and to be sued, to use a seal, and to delegate to its committees 
595. or to the faculty of the university, or to others, such authority or 
596. functions as it may deem wise. The Regents shall receive all funds 
597. derived from the sale of lands pursuant to the act of Congress of 
598. July 2, 1862, and any subsequent acts amendatory thereof. The 
599. university shall be entirely independent of all political or 
600. sectarian influence and kept free therefrom in the appointment of its 
601. regents and in the administration of its affairs, and no person 
602. shall be debarred admission to any department of the university on 
603. account of race, religion, ethnic heritage, or sex. 
604.    (g) Meetings of the Regents of the University of California shall 
605. be public, with exceptions and notice requirements as may be provided 
606. by statute.  
607.    (h) Any employee of the University of California who receives any 
608. financial benefit with a value in excess of fifty thousand dollars 
609. ($50,000) as part of a temporary voluntary separation program from 
610. the University of California shall not thereafter be employed by, or 
611. enter into a personal services contract with, the university, in any 
612. compensated capacity, unless that person returns the entire financial 
613. benefit to the university. For the purposes of this subdivision: 
614.   
615.    (1) "Temporary voluntary separation program" means any program 
616. that is offered for not more than three years, and that is not part 
617. of the employee's regular compensation or retirement benefits, under 
618. which an employee receives a financial benefit as an inducement to 
619. retire or end employment with the university.   
620.    (2) "Financial benefit" means anything of value, including, but 
621. not limited to, money or increased retirement benefits.  

7.4.9 2009 – SB 86 Executive Pay Freeze 
 
 
8 BILL NUMBER: SB 217 AMENDED 
9  BILL TEXT 
10  
11  AMENDED IN SENATE  MAY 6, 2009 
12  AMENDED IN SENATE  APRIL 20, 2009 
13  
14 INTRODUCED BY   Senators Yee and Romero 
15    (Coauthors: Senators DeSaulnier and Denham) 
16  
17                         FEBRUARY 23, 2009 
18  
19    An act to add  Sections 71090.3 and   Section 
20  89500.5 to, and to add Article 2 (commencing with Section 
21 92010) to Chapter 1 of Part 57 of Division 9 of Title 3 of, the 
22 Education Code, relating to public postsecondary education. 
23  
24  
25  
26  LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST 
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27  
28  
29    SB 217, as amended, Yee. Public postsecondary education: executive 
30 officer compensation. 
31    Existing law establishes the University of California, which is 
32 administered by the Regents of the University of California, the 
33 California State University, which is administered by the Trustees of 
34 the California State University, and the California Community 
35 Colleges, which is administered by the Board of Governors of the 
36 California Community Colleges, as the 3 segments of public 
37 postsecondary education in this state. Existing law authorizes the 
38 regents, the trustees, and the board to employ officers and other 
39 employees. 
40    This bill would prohibit the trustees  and the board 
41  from increasing the monetary compensation, as defined, of, 
42 or approving a monetary bonus for, any executive officer, as defined, 
43 of  their respective segments   the California 
44 State University  in any fiscal year in which the General Fund 
45 appropriation to the  respective segment   
46 California State University  in the annual Budget Act is less 
47 than, or equal to, the General Fund appropriation to  that 
48 segment   the university  in the annual Budget Act 
49 for the immediately preceding fiscal year. The bill would request the 
50 regents to not increase the monetary compensation of, or approve a 
51 monetary bonus for, any executive officer, as defined, of the 
52 University of California, in any fiscal year in which the General 
53 Fund appropriation to the University of California in the annual 
54 Budget Act is less than, or equal to, the General Fund appropriation 
55 to the university in the annual Budget Act for the immediately 
56 preceding fiscal year. 
57    Vote: majority. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: yes. 
58 State-mandated local program: no. 
59  
60  
61 THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS: 
62     
63   SECTION 1.    Section 71090.3 is added to the 
64 Education Code, to read: 
65    71090.3.  (a) The board of governors shall not increase the 
66 monetary compensation of, or approve payment of a monetary bonus to, 
67 any executive officer in any fiscal year in which the amount of 
68 General Fund moneys appropriated to the California Community Colleges 
69 in the annual Budget Act is less than, or equal to, the amount of 
70 the General Fund moneys appropriated to the California Community 
71 Colleges in the annual Budget Act for the immediately preceding 
72 fiscal year. 
73    (b) As used in this section, the following terms have the 
74 following meanings: 
75    (1)  "Executive officer" includes, but is not limited to, the 
76 Chancellor of the California Community Colleges, an executive vice 
77 chancellor, a senior vice chancellor, the general counsel of the 
78 colleges. 
79     (2) "Monetary compensation" includes, but is not limited to, a 
80 salary, a vehicle allowance, and a housing allowance. 
81    (c) Subdivision (a) shall apply only to executive officers that 
82 enter into or renew a contract for employment with the California 
83 Community Colleges on or after January 1, 2010.  
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84    SEC. 2.   SECTION 1.   Section 89500.5 
85 is added to the Education Code, to read: 
86    89500.5.  (a) The trustees shall not increase the monetary 
87 compensation of, or approve payment of a monetary bonus to, any 
88 executive officer in any fiscal year in which the amount of General 
89 Fund moneys appropriated to the California State University in the 
90 annual Budget Act is less than, or equal to, the amount of General 
91 Fund moneys appropriated to the California State University in the 
92 annual Budget Act for the immediately preceding fiscal year. 
93    (b) As used in this section, the following terms have the 
94 following meanings: 
95    (1) "Executive officer" includes, but is not limited to, the 
96 Chancellor of the California State University, a vice chancellor of 
97 the university, an executive vice chancellor of the university, the 
98 general counsel of the university, the trustees' secretary, a 
99 president of a campus, and a managerial employee as defined in 
100 Section 3562 of the Government Code. 
101    (2) "Monetary compensation" includes, but is not limited to, a 
102 salary, a vehicle allowance, and a housing allowance. 
103    (c) Subdivision (a) shall apply only to executive officers that 
104 enter into or renew a contract for employment with the California 
105 State University on or after January 1, 2010. 
106    SEC. 3.   SEC. 2.   Article 2 
107 (commencing with Section 92010) is added to Chapter 1 of Part 57 of 
108 Division 9 of Title 3 of the Education Code, to read: 
109  
110       Article 2.  Executive Compensation 
111  
112  
113    92010.  (a) The Regents of the University of California are 
114 requested to not increase the monetary compensation of, or approve 
115 payment of a monetary bonus to, any executive officer in any fiscal 
116 year in which the amount of General Fund moneys appropriated to the 
117 University of California in the annual Budget Act is less than, or 
118 equal to, the amount of General Fund moneys appropriated to the 
119 University of California in the immediately preceding fiscal year. 
120    (b) As used in this section, the following terms have the 
121 following meanings: 
122    (1) "Executive officer" includes, but is not limited to, the 
123 President of the University of California, the chancellor of an 
124 individual campus, a vice president of the university, the treasurer 
125 of the university, the assistant treasurer of the university, the 
126 general counsel of the university, the regents' secretary  , 
127  and a managerial employee as defined in Section 3562 of the 
128 Government Code. 
129    (2) "Monetary compensation" includes, but is not limited to, a 
130 salary, a vehicle allowance, and a housing allowance. 
131    (c) Subdivision (a) shall apply only to executive officers that 
132 enter into or renew a contract for employment with the University of 
133 California on or after January 1, 2010. 
 

7.4.10 2009 SB 219 UC Whistle Blower Protection 
 
BILL NUMBER: SB 219 ENROLLED 
 BILL TEXT 
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 PASSED THE SENATE  AUGUST 24, 2009 
 PASSED THE ASSEMBLY  JULY 13, 2009 
 AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY  JUNE 26, 2009 
 AMENDED IN SENATE  MAY 13, 2009 
 
INTRODUCED BY   Senator Yee 
   (Coauthor: Assembly Member Portantino) 
 
                        FEBRUARY 23, 2009 
 
   An act to amend Section 8547.10 of the Government Code, relating 
to improper governmental activities. 
 
 
 LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST 
 
 
   SB 219, Yee. Disclosure of improper governmental activities: 
University of California: damages. 
   Existing law, the California Whistleblower Protection Act, 
authorizes a University of California employee or applicant for 
employment to have an available action for damages caused by 
intentional acts of reprisal, retaliation, threats, or coercion only 
if the university failed to reach a decision regarding a complaint 
filed with a specified university officer by the injured party within 
the time limits established for that purpose by the Regents of the 
University of California. 
   This bill would also authorize an available action for damages if 
the university reached a decision regarding the complaint filed with 
the specified university officer and state that these provisions are 
not intended to prohibit an injured party from seeking a remedy if 
the university has not satisfactorily addressed the complaint within 
18 months. 
 
 
THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS: 
 
  SECTION 1.  Section 8547.10 of the Government Code is amended to 
read: 
   8547.10.  (a) A University of California employee, including an 
officer or faculty member, or applicant for employment may file a 
written complaint with his or her supervisor or manager, or with any 
other university officer designated for that purpose by the regents, 
alleging actual or attempted acts of reprisal, retaliation, threats, 
coercion, or similar improper acts for having made a protected 
disclosure, together with a sworn statement that the contents of the 
written complaint are true, or are believed by the affiant to be 
true, under penalty of perjury. The complaint shall be filed within 
12 months of the most recent act of reprisal complained about. 
   (b) Any person who intentionally engages in acts of reprisal, 
retaliation, threats, coercion, or similar acts against a University 
of California employee, including an officer or faculty member, or 
applicant for employment for having made a protected disclosure, is 
subject to a fine not to exceed ten thousand dollars ($10,000) and 
imprisonment in the county jail for up to a period of one year. Any 
university employee, including an officer or faculty member, who 
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intentionally engages in that conduct shall also be subject to 
discipline by the university. 
   (c) In addition to all other penalties provided by law, any person 
who intentionally engages in acts of reprisal, retaliation, threats, 
coercion, or similar acts against a university employee, including 
an officer or faculty member, or applicant for employment for having 
made a protected disclosure shall be liable in an action for damages 
brought against him or her by the injured party. Punitive damages may 
be awarded by the court where the acts of the offending party are 
proven to be malicious. Where liability has been established, the 
injured party shall also be entitled to reasonable attorney's fees as 
provided by law. An action for damages shall be available to the 
injured party only if the injured party has first filed a complaint 
with the university officer identified pursuant to subdivision (a), 
and the university has either reached a decision regarding the 
complaint, or failed, within the time limits established by the 
regents, to reach a decision regarding the complaint. Nothing in this 
section is intended to prohibit the injured party from seeking a 
remedy if the university has not satisfactorily addressed the 
complaint within 18 months. 
   (d) This section is not intended to prevent a manager or 
supervisor from taking, directing others to take, recommending, or 
approving any personnel action or from taking or failing to take a 
personnel action with respect to any university employee, including 
an officer or faculty member, or applicant for employment if the 
manager or supervisor reasonably believes any action or inaction is 
justified on the basis of evidence separate and apart from the fact 
that the person has made a protected disclosure. 
   (e) In any civil action or administrative proceeding, once it has 
been demonstrated by a preponderance of the evidence that an activity 
protected by this article was a contributing factor in the alleged 
retaliation against a former, current, or prospective employee, the 
burden of proof shall be on the supervisor, manager, or appointing 
power to demonstrate by clear and convincing evidence that the 
alleged action would have occurred for legitimate, independent 
reasons even if the employee had not engaged in protected disclosures 
or refused an illegal order. If the supervisor, manager, or 
appointing power fails to meet this burden of proof in an adverse 
action against the employee in any administrative review, challenge, 
or adjudication in which retaliation has been demonstrated to be a 
contributing factor, the employee shall have a complete affirmative 
defense in the adverse action. 
   (f) Nothing in this article shall be deemed to diminish the 
rights, privileges, or remedies of any employee under any other 
federal or state law or under any employment contract or collective 
bargaining agreement. 
 

7.4.11 2009 - SCA 21 Legislature & Autonomy 
 

BILL NUMBER: SCA 21 INTRODUCED 
 BILL TEXT 
 
 
INTRODUCED BY   Senators Yee and Ashburn 
   (Principal coauthors: Assembly Members Nestande and Portantino) 
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   (Coauthor: Senator Romero) 
 
                        MAY 26, 2009 
 
   A resolution to propose to the people of the State of California an 
amendment to the Constitution of the State, by amending, repealing, and 
adding Section 9 of Article IX thereof, relating to the University of 
California. 
 
 
 
 LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST 
 
 
   SCA 21, as introduced, Yee. University of California. 
   Existing provisions of the California Constitution provide that the 
University of California constitutes a public trust and requires the 
university to be administered by the Regents of the University of California, 
a corporation in the form of a board, with full powers of organization and 
government, subject to legislative control only for specified purposes. These 
provisions require that corporation to have all powers necessary or 
convenient for the effective administration of its trust. 
   This measure would repeal on January 1, 2011, the constitutional 
provisions relating to the university and the regents and would require the 
university and the regents to be continued in existence subject to 
legislative control as may be provided by statute. The measure would require 
the Legislature to enact legislation to implement these provisions. 
   Vote: 2/3. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: yes. 
State-mandated local program: no. 
 
 
 
   Resolved by the Senate, the Assembly concurring, That the Legislature of 
the State of California at its 2009-10 Regular Session commencing on the 
first day of December 2008, two-thirds of the membership of each house 
concurring, hereby proposes to the people of the State of California, that 
the Constitution of the State be amended as follows: 
 
  First--  That Section 9 of Article IX thereof is amended to read: 
      SEC. 9.  (a) The University of California shall constitute a public 
trust, to be administered by the existing corporation known as "The Regents 
of the University of California," with full powers of organization and 
government, subject only to  such   that  legislative control as may be 
necessary to insure   ensure  the security of its funds and compliance with 
the terms of the endowments of the university and  such  competitive bidding 
procedures as may be made applicable to the university by statute for the 
letting of construction contracts, sales of real property, and purchasing of 
materials, goods, and services.  Said   The  corporation shall be in form a 
board composed of seven ex officio members, which shall be: the Governor, the 
Lieutenant Governor, the Speaker of the Assembly, the Superintendent of 
Public Instruction, the president and the vice president of the alumni 
association of the university and the acting president of the university, and 
18 appointive members appointed by the Governor and approved by the Senate, a 
majority of the membership concurring ; provided, however that the present 
appointive members shall hold office until the expiration of their present 
terms  . 
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   (b) The terms of the members appointed prior to November 5, 1974, shall be 
16 years; the terms of two appointive members to expire as heretofore on 
March  1st   1  of every even-numbered calendar year, and two members shall 
be appointed for terms commencing on March 1, 1976, and on March 1 of each 
year thereafter; provided that no such appointments shall be made for terms 
to commence on March 1, 1979, or on March 1 of each fourth year thereafter, 
to the end that no appointment to the regents for a newly commencing term 
shall be made during the first year of any gubernatorial term of office. The 
terms of the members appointed for terms commencing on and after March 1, 
1976, shall be 12 years.  During the period of transition until the time when 
the appointive membership is comprised exclusively of persons serving for 
terms of 12 years, the total number of appointive members may exceed the 
numbers specified in the preceeding paragraph.  
   In case of any vacancy, the term of office of the appointee to fill such 
vacancy, who shall be appointed by the Governor and approved by the Senate, a 
majority of the membership concurring, shall be for the balance of the term 
for which  such   that  vacancy exists. 
   (c) The members of the board may, in their discretion, following 
procedures established by them and after consultation with representatives of 
faculty and students of the university, including appropriate officers of the 
academic senate and student governments, appoint to the board either or both 
of the following persons as members with all rights of participation: a 
member of the faculty at a campus of the university or of another institution 
of higher education; a person enrolled as a student at a campus of the 
university for each regular academic term during his  or her  service as a 
member of the board. Any person so appointed shall serve for not less than 
one year commencing on July 1. 
   (d) Regents shall be able persons broadly reflective of the economic, 
cultural, and social diversity of the State, including ethnic minorities and 
women. However, it is not intended that formulas or specific ratios be 
applied in the selection of regents.     
 (e) In the selection of the  Regents   regents  , the Governor shall 
consult an advisory committee composed as follows: The Speaker of the  
Assembly and two public members appointed by the Speaker, the President  Pro  
pro  Tempore of the Senate and two public members appointed by  the Rules 
Committee of  the Senate  Committee on Rules  , two public members appointed 
by the Governor, the  chairman   chairperson  of the regents of the 
university, an alumnus of the university chosen by the alumni association of 
the university, a student of the university chosen by the Council of Student 
Body Presidents, and a member of the faculty of the university chosen by the 
academic senate of the university. Public members shall serve for four years, 
except that one each of the initially appointed members selected by the 
Speaker of the Assembly, the President  Pro   pro  Tempore of the Senate, and 
the Governor shall be appointed to serve for two years; student, alumni, and 
faculty members shall serve for one year and may not be regents of the 
university at the time of their service on the advisory committee. 
   (f) The Regents of the University of California shall be vested with the 
legal title and the management and disposition of the property of the 
university and of property held for its benefit and shall have the power to 
take and hold, either by purchase or by donation, or gift, testamentary or 
otherwise, or in any other manner, without restriction, all real and personal 
property for the benefit of the university or incidentally to its conduct  ; 
provided, however,   that   .   
However,  sales of university real property shall be subject to  such  
competitive bidding procedures as may be provided by statute.  Said   The 
corporation shall also have all the powers necessary or convenient for the 
effective administration of its trust, including the power to sue and to be 
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sued, to use a seal, and to delegate to its committees or to the faculty of 
the university, or to others,  such   the  authority or functions as it may 
deem wise. The  Regents   regents  shall receive all funds derived from the 
sale of lands pursuant to the act of Congress of July 2, 1862, and any 
subsequent acts amendatory thereof. The university shall be entirely 
independent of all political or sectarian influence and kept free therefrom 
in the appointment of its regents and in the administration of its affairs, 
and no person shall be debarred admission to any department of the university 
on account of race, religion, ethnic heritage, or sex. 
   (g) Meetings of the Regents of the University of California shall be 
public, with exceptions and notice requirements as may be provided by 
statute.  
   (h) This section shall become inoperative on January 1, 2011, and as of 
that date is repealed.  
 
  Second--  That Section 9 is added to Article IX thereof, to read:       
SEC. 9.  (a) The University of California is hereby continued in existence in 
the state government, and is subject to legislative control as may be 
provided by statute. 
   (b) The University of California shall be administered by the existing 
corporation known as "The Regents of the University of California," which is 
hereby continued in existence in the state government, and is subject to 
legislative control as may be provided by statute. 
   (c) The Legislature shall enact legislation to implement this section. 
   (d) This section shall become operative on January 1, 2011. 
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7.4.11.2 UC Statement Opposing SCA 21 
 
Putting UC under Legislature's control is a non-starter  
Date: 2009-05-27 
Contact: University of California Office of the President 
Phone: (510) 987-9200 
 
Below is a statement from the University of California regarding Assembly Constitutional Amendment 
24, legislation sponsored by state Sen. Leland Yee and several of his colleagues that would repeal the 
university's autonomy.  

It is absurd that Senator Yee and his co-sponsors want to rewrite the California Constitution to 
strip the university of its historic autonomy and place it under direct control of the state 
Legislature.  

Given the current $25 billion hole in the state budget and the political paralysis that chronically 
plagues Sacramento, tossing a 10-campus public research university that is the pride of 
California and the envy of the world into the Sacramento mix should be a non-starter.  

Let's be clear: UC is working. At a time when it has become popular to mock California, the 
university survives as one of the state's great success stories. It has thrived under the system of 
autonomous governance, led by the Regents, that was so wisely written into the Constitution by 
our pioneers.  

California might have trouble marketing its bonds in the current fiscal crisis, but UC has a 
AA1/AA rating. The state budget may have fallen over a cliff, but UC has managed its resources 
prudently in a tough environment. It has been able to preserve its world class status -- a 
thrumming engine of educational opportunity, scientific advance and economic stimulus -- even 
as it has absorbed a steady onslaught of cuts dictated from Sacramento.  

Even with pinched budgets, UC still can attract top leaders to its 10 campuses and five medical 
centers, and can do so despite the easily verified fact that we compensate them well below the 
national average for comparable institutions.  

By contrast, consider what state control has meant for California's once world class, but now 
declining, K-12 public education effort. As Arne Duncan, secretary of the U.S. Department of 
Education, observed during a recent visit: "Honestly, I think California has lost its way, and I 
think the long-term consequences of that are very troubling."  

Indeed, the university's biggest problem rests with what the state has been doing to us already, 
even without this attempted power grab. State support for public higher education has eroded at 
an accelerating pace. Our appropriation from Sacramento, which covers the core costs of 
educating 225,000 students, has fallen from $3.3 billion in fiscal 2007-08 to $2.5 billion, as now 
proposed for fiscal 2009-10. To put it another way, in the last 20 years, state spending per 
student has dropped by 40 percent.  



THE STRONG 21ST
 CENTURY PUBLIC UNIVERSITY 

 

124 
 

This has made it necessary to slash budgets, freeze salaries, reduce staffs and raise fees. 
Meanwhile, the cost of the education we provide has remained fairly constant: According to one 
recent study, it rose roughly 1 percent over the last five years combined. So, the cost of delivery 
of the product has not gone up, but the portion students must pay to attend has gone up as a 
direct result of constant cuts to higher education made by Sacramento.  

UC is fully aware that California is in dire straits, and that the UC must do its part. But 
distractions of this kind do not help.  

 

7.4.11.3 Letter Opposing SCA 21 
 
Letter from Californians for an Independent UC  
June 18, 2009 
  
Dear Honorable Sir or Madam: 
 
We are writing to express our strongest opposition to an extremely troubling proposal that would 
irreparably harm one of California’s greatest academic, scientific, cultural and economic assets, 
and our state in general. We are referring to Senate Constitutional Amendment 21 (SCA21), 
authored by state Senators Leland Yee of San Francisco, Roy Ashburn of Bakersfield and Gloria 
Romero of Los Angeles. SCA21 proposes to undo more than 140 years of successful, 
independent governance by the University of California, placing it under direct control of the 
state Legislature. A similar and equally harmful companion bill (ACA24) has been introduced in 
the state Assembly by Assemblymembers Brian Nestande of Palm Desert and Anthony 
Portantino of La Canada/Flintridge. 
  
We write to you as both graduates and longtime supporters of the University of California and as 
California employers and business owners who believe that SCA21 and ACA24 represent a 
misguided and over-reaching attack on UC under the false guise of reform. Framing SCA21 
around his accusatory rhetoric of scandal and secrecy, Sen. Yee has unfairly distorted UC’s 
record, maligned its leadership and conveniently failed to recognize that UC: 
  

• receives a relatively small and steadily declining subsidy from the state; 
• faculty and staff are, in fact, underpaid on average when compared to peer universities; 
• has instituted meaningful and substantive reforms to improve accountability and 

transparency in its governance; 
• has significantly reduced administrative and institutional costs; and, 
• continues to hold student tuition below the average of what comparable universities 

charge, even as state support has dwindled. 
  
The direct and indirect harm that we believe Sen. Yee’s proposed legislation would cause to the 
University of California cannot be understated. Among the deleterious effects that we can 
anticipate from Sen. Yee’s SCA21 are: 
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• diminishing UC’s ability to attract and retain the best and brightest leaders, academics 
and researchers; 

• exposing UC governance to the corrosive influence of partisan politics; 
• subjecting decisions regarding academic and scientific research to political calculation; 
• devaluing UC’s hard-earned and well-deserved international reputation as an institution 

of integrity, innovation and independence; 
• reducing educational quality and the quality of scientific research; and, 
• increasing UC’s vulnerability to the state’s own budget instability. 

  
We also harbor grave concerns about the many unintended consequences that could stem from 
Sen. Yee’s ill-conceived bill. For example, would the state Legislature’s direct governance role 
create a chilling effect on private funding of scientific research? Would philanthropists be 
willing to donate money to an institution controlled by politicians? Would UC’s overall budget, 
including the 84 percent of total operating expenditures that don’t come from the state, be subject 
to control by the state Legislature, and what might that mean for UC’s future financial 
sustainability? 
  
It’s hard to imagine the justification for such a drastic and sweeping proposal. Would anyone 
argue that over the past 140 years the University of California under the independent leadership 
of the Board of Regents – along with the state Legislature’s strong oversight role – has not 
grown into one of the most accomplished and respected public university systems in the world? 
Many of its 10 undergraduate universities consistently rank among the best in the nation, if not 
the world. Its 32 Nobel laureates are the most of any university or university system in the world. 
Its many other academic awards and honors are too many to list here. 
  
It's unlikely that any of the revolutionary advances in sustainable energy, medicine, agriculture 
and other sciences developed at UC – including breakthroughs in the treatment of infectious 
diseases, commercially viable biofuels, and food and product safety – could have been achieved 
if the University were subject to the political contention, gridlock and inaction prevalent in 
California's legislative process. 
  
The University’s success for students, faculty and California has come against a backdrop of 
increasing demand on the institution, including enrollment growth and declining financial 
support from state government. Over the past almost 20 years, state government’s share of UC’s 
core spending has declined by 40 percent. Even with recent and proposed increases in student 
fees to help offset lower state support, UC’s undergraduate fees are an average of 20 percent 
lower than those charged at comparable universities. We believe it is important to note that UC 
has worked hard to insulate students against the full brunt of declining state revenue, drawing on 
public and private research funding and revenue from its own internal enterprises to blunt the 
financial impact on students. 
  
Much attention has been focused in recent years on management and compensation issues at UC. 
Sen. Yee has been among the shrillest critics of UC and the Board of Regents over these issues. 
Like all Californians, we agree that UC must be accountable and transparent in its operations and 
governance. And we believe that UC and the Board of Regents have taken tangible and effective 
actions to ensure that the University honors and upholds the public’s trust. In 2007, the 
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University began implementing of number substantive reforms to increase accountability and 
efficiency, including reducing overall administrative costs. These actions and many others were 
taken in direct response to and in consultation with the state Legislature. 
  
Senator Yee simply refuses to acknowledge the substantial changes the University has made and 
is continuing to make in improving accountability and transparency. Moreover, that a member of 
the California Senate is calling for more transparency from UC when the Legislature's own 
budget process revolves around closed-door meetings of four legislative leaders and the governor 
is incongruous at best. We can’t help but wonder why Senator Yee is not directing a similar 
fervor to cleaning up his own house, whose failings are currently pushing our great state to the 
brink of insolvency. 
  
Above all, we believe that the University of California must remain true to its mission, which is 
firmly and historically rooted in its independence. UC must continue to compete to maintain its 
position as a world-class academic and research institution. This is truer now than ever before as 
we work to restore California to economic health. UC has always been one of California’s 
primary economic drivers, pushing innovation, creating thousands of jobs, spinning off hundreds 
of new businesses and educating our future work force. We should not take lightly any attempt to 
weaken UC’s ability to compete and succeed and, in turn, weaken California’s future. Sen. Yee’s 
misguided proposal would do just that. 
  
Please help us keep an independent University of California healthy and strong. Please withdraw 
SCA21 and ACA24. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
 
Warren Hellman - Co-founder & Chairman, Hellman & Friedman LLC 
  
Arthur Rock - Principal, Arthur Rock & Co. 
  
William K. Coblentz - Attorney and former Chairman, UC Board of Regents 
   
Robert D. Haas - Trustee, Evelyn & Walter Haas, Jr. Fund; former CEO, Levi Strauss & Co. 
  
Walter J. Haas - Co-Chair, Evelyn & Walter Hass, Jr. Fund; former Chairman & CEO, Oakland 
A’s 
  
Gordon Moore - Co-founder and Chairman Emeritus, Intel  
  
George Shultz - Thomas W. and Susan B. Ford Distinguished Fellow, Hoover Institution, 
Stanford University; Former U.S. Secretary of State 
  
Donald Fisher - Founder of Gap Inc. 
 
Frank E. Baxter - U.S. Ambassador to Uruguay; former Chairman and CEO, Jefferies & Co.   
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Richard Rosenberg - Chairman, University of California San Francisco Foundation; former 
Chairman & CEO, BankAmerica 
  
Michael D. Goldberg - General Partner, Mohr Davidow Ventures 
  
Douglas Shorenstein - Chairman & CEO, Shorenstein Properties LLC 
 
William F. Cronk - Former President, Dreyer’s Grand Ice Cream 
  
Theodore Geballe - Class of ’41, UC Berkeley; Professor Emeritus, Applied Physics, Stanford 
University  
 
Gerson Bakar - Gerson Bakar& Associates 
  
Edward E. Penhoet - President, The Gordon and Betty Moore Foundation 
  
T. Gary Rogers - Chairman, Levi Strauss & Co.; former Chairman & CEO, Dreyer’s Grand Ice 
Cream, Inc. 
 
Arthur Kern - Director, Yahoo! 
  
Charlotte Shultz - Chief of Protocol, State of California 
 
Janet McKinley - Board Chair, Oxfam 
  
Warren E. “Ned” Spieker, Jr. - Chairman, Continuing Life Communities; Managing Partner, 
Spieker Realty Investments 
 
Lynn Feintech - A.B. 1971, M.A. 1974, UC Berkeley 
 
Georgia Lee - Managing Director, Hellman & Friedman LLC 
 
 
 

7.4.11.3 CUCFA Letter on SCA 21 

June 29, 2009 

Senator Leland Yee  
State Capitol, Room 4074  
Sacramento, CA 95814  
Fax: (916) 327-2186  

Re: SCA 21 and ACA 24 
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Dear Senator Yee, 

The Council of UC Faculty Associations (CUCFA) believes that UC should be fully accountable 
to the public, and disagrees with recent comments by UC’s leaders suggesting that accountability 
must decrease as state support declines. Like you, we think that UC’s growing reliance on the 
private sector should be of concern to the legislature, insofar as this diverts the university from 
its traditional priorities and public mission. 

Our position is different from yours, however, on the issue of regental autonomy, which we 
support because on rare, but memorable, occasions, it has protected the faculty’s academic 
freedom from political interference. More recent threats come from the private sector influence 
on UC’s administration, and the tendency to hide this influence from public view. Here, greater 
legislative oversight might advance academic freedom by promoting openness and debate about 
UC’s institutional interest in much the way that shared governance is designed to do. The 
academic freedom that regental autonomy protects is also protected by administrative 
accountability, and is thus consistent with the responsibility of UC’s administration to serve the 
public good through policies that are open and transparent. 

We, thus, believe that there is a shared interest between the faculty and the legislature in holding 
UC accountable. Your whistleblower legislation is important in this regard, and we believe that 
further legislation will soon be necessary to protect faculty from reprisals for demanding UC 
accountability and publicly questioning its policies. We are concerned however that the current 
debate over regental autonomy is distracting both the legislature and the UC administration from 
the policy debate that the state should be having over the values of quality, access, and 
affordability articulated in the Master Plan and the future of UC as a public institution. 

These are urgent concerns of the UC faculty represented by CUCFA, and we request a meeting 
to discuss legislative approaches to addressing them. 

Cordially, 
Robert Meister, 
President, Council of UC Faculty Associations 

cc: Senators Ashburn and Romero  
      Assemblymembers Nestande and Portantino  
      UC President Mark Yudof 
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7.11.4 UC Academic Senate Letter on SCA 21 
 
Mary Croughan  
Chair of the Assembly and the Academic Council  
Faculty Representative to the Board of Regents 
University of California 
1111 Franklin Street, 12th Floor 
Oakland, California 94607-5200  
Telephone: (510) 987-9303  
Fax: (510) 763-0309  
Email: mary.croughan@ucop.edu  
June 23, 2009  
 
PRESIDENT MARK YUDOF  
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA  
Re: Resolution of the Academic Assembly Opposing ACA 24 and SCA 21  

Dear Mark:  

At its meeting on June 17, the Academic Assembly unanimously passed a resolution 
opposing ACA 24 and SCA 21, which would authorize an amendment to the state 
constitution to strip the Regents of their constitutional autonomy. The Academic 
Assembly resolved:  

That the existing provisions of Article IX, Section 9 of the Constitution of the State of 
California provide for sufficient oversight by the legislature and elected officials of 
the University; and  

That preservation of Regental autonomy is essential to ensuring that the University is 
“independent of all political or sectarian influence,” which is critical to maintenance 
of the University’s excellence in teaching, research, and service; and  

That the Assembly of the Academic Senate strongly opposes any legislative action to 
strip The Regents of their Constitutional autonomy.  

We request that you communicate the faculty’s strong opposition to the Regents, to the public, and to 
state legislators. The full text of the resolution is enclosed. Please do not hesitate to contact me if you 
have any questions regarding the Assembly’s resolution.  
Sincerely,  
Mary Croughan  
Chair, Academic Council  

 
Copy: John Sandbrook, Interim Chief of Staff  

mailto:mary.croughan@ucop.edu�
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Academic Assembly  
Martha Winnacker, Academic Senate Executive Director  
Dan Dooley, Vice President, External Relations  
Steve Juarez, Associate Vice President and Director, State Governmental Relations  
Encl (1)  

RESOLUTION OF THE ASSEMBLY OF THE ACADEMIC SENATE  

OF THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA  

WHEREAS:  

Article IX, Section 9 of the Constitution of the State of California provides that “The 
University of California shall constitute a public trust, to be administered by the 
existing corporation known as ‘The Regents of the University of California,’ with full 
powers of organization and government, subject only to such legislative control as 
may be necessary to insure the security of its funds and compliance with the terms of 
the endowments of the university and such competitive bidding procedures as may be 
made applicable to the university by statute . . .”; and  

WHEREAS:  

Article IX, Section 9 of the Constitution of the State of California also provides that 
specified elected officials shall serve as Regents and that the Governor shall appoint 
and the Senate must confirm a specified number of additional members of the Board 
of Regents; and  

WHEREAS:  

Article IX, Section 9 of the Constitution of the State of California further provides 
that “The university shall be entirely independent of all political or sectarian influence 
and kept free therefrom in the appointment of its regents and in the administration of 
its affairs, . . .” and  

WHEREAS:  

Under the leadership of The Regents, the University has developed into the world’s 
premiere research university; and  

WHEREAS:  
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The Regents have a well established pattern of complying with legislative requests to 
the University; and  

WHEREAS:  

Members of the California legislature have introduced ACA 24 and SCA 21, which 
would place before the voters a constitutional amendment repealing the historic 
autonomy of The Regents of the University of California; and  

WHEREAS:  

Direct legislative control over the University of California would politicize decisions 
that directly affect academic freedom and the teaching, research, and service missions 

of the University;  

BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED BY THE ASSEMBLY OF THE ACADEMIC 
SENATE OF THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA:  

That the existing provisions of Article IX, Section 9 of the Constitution of the State of 
California provide for sufficient oversight by the legislature and elected officials of 

the University; and  

That preservation of Regental autonomy is essential to ensuring that the University is 
“independent of all political or sectarian influence,” which is critical to maintenance 

of the University’s excellence in teaching, research, and service; and  

That the Assembly of the Academic Senate strongly opposes any legislative action to 
strip The Regents of their Constitutional autonomy.  
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7.5 Selected News Articles 
 
DATE Title Source Author 

1958 Mar 11 UC Board Confirmation by State Senate Urged LAT  
1965 Jan 30 UC Changes Are Needed LAT C Edwards 
1969 Jan 17 UC Student President Attacks Regents’ Investment 

Policies 
LAT J Dreyfuss 

1969 May 17 UCLA Disruption: Students Halt Regents Meeting LAT J Dreyfuss, WJ 
Drummond 

1969 June 3 Assembly OKs Bill to Allow Balloting on Regents 
Meetings 

LAT  

1969 June 30 SDS and Reagan’s Regents – Two of a Kind? NYT F Hechinger 
1969 Oct 21 Court Blocks UC Red Firings LAT K Reich 
1970 Jan 17 Tuition Rise at U. of California Fails First Test Before 

Regents 
NYT  

1970 Feb 21 UC Tuition OK’d, Regents’ Vote Ends 101-Year Policy LAT J Dreyfuss 
1970 May 24 The Regents Fiddle While UC Burns LAT R Evans, R Novak 
1970 June 20 California Regents Drop Communist from Faculty NYT W Turner 
1970 June30 Senate Rejects Plan to Cut Regent Terms LAT  
1970 July 21 Political Interference by the Regents LAT  
1970 July 24 Regent Denies Politics Delays UC Promotions LAT W Trombley 
1970 Oct 17 Reagan Denounces 2 Regents as Liars after Angry 

Debate 
NYT  

1970 Oct 29 Probe Stirs Question - Regent-UC Deals: Who 
Benefits Most? 

LAT N Greenwood 

1970 Oct 30 Keep Politics Out of Education LAT  
1971 Feb 19 Students’ Drive for Part in UC Affairs Gaining LAT W Trombley 
1971 July 16 Regents’ Group OKs Interest-Conflict Plan LAT  
1971 June 11 Faculty Idea: Conduct Code for UC Regents, Students 

Urged 
LAT W Trombley 

1972 Feb 19 Don’t Alter Master Plan for Education, UC Regents 
Urge 

LAT W Trombley 

1972 May 6 Calif. Regents Censure by AAUP in Davis Case WP  
1972 May 9 YES on Regent Appointments LAT  
1972 Oct 10 Supreme Court Rejects Firing of Angela Davis LAT W Trombley 
1973 Mar 25 7 of UC Regents Have Perfect Attendance LAT  
1973 June 25 Vast Changes Urged in State Higher Education LAT N Greenwood 
1973 June 23 UC Regents Relax Opposition to Bill on Education 

Panel 
LAT W Trombley 

1974 Jan 9 Revamping the Regents LAT  
1974 Jan 13 UC Campaigns Against Cut in Regents’ Terms LAT W Trombley 
1974 Jan 19 UC Regents Accused of Using Tax Funds for Own 

Lobbying 
LAT W Trombley 

1974 Mar 10 A Good System for Picking Regents LAT  
1974 June 15 Riles Backs Measure to Cut Regents’ Terms LAT  
1974 June 23 UC Regents: An Elite Club that Runs a Vast University LAT W Trombley 
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1974 June 24 Softer Regent Amendment Seen Headed for 
Legislative Passage 

LAT  

1974 Sep 19 Sweeping Changes in UC Operations Urged by 
Regent 

LAT W Trombley 

1974 Oct 11 Reforming the Regents: Yes on Prop 4 LAT  
1974 Oct 30 Tuition: Yes on Prop 16 LAT  
1974 Nov 7 Voters Approve Changes in UC Regents Board LAT W Trombley 
1974 Dec 11 Students Want Seat, UC Regents Learn; Faculty 

Undecided 
LAT W Trombley 

1975 Jan 15 A Student as Regent? LAT  
1974 Feb 10 Move On to Lessen Student Regent Role LAT D Speich 

1975 Feb 11 Regents Should Stick to Their Bargain LAT  
1975 Feb 13 Inclusion of Student on UC Board of Regents 

Advances 
LAT D Speich 

1975 Feb 15 Student Regent: Move by UC Shatters Tradition LAT D Speich 
1975 Mar 25 UC Regent Brown Stirs Up the Board LAT D Speich 
1975 June 14 Brown Attacks ‘Masions’ for UC Officials LAT D Speich 
 
** NB: The archives of the SF Chronicle could not be accessed electronically, but they undoubtedly also 
have many revealing insights. 
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S. D. S. and Reagan's Regents -- Two of a Kind?
By FRED HECHINGER
New York Times (1857-Current file); Jun 30, 1969; ProQuest Historical Newspapers The New York Times (1851 - 2005)
pg. 38

s. D. S. and Reagan's Regents-T-w-o of a Kind? 
By FR.ED HECHINGER. 

The Chicago convention of 
the Students for a Democratic 
Society and the Berkeley meet­
ing of the Regen ts of the Uni­
versity of California demon­
strated why the administration 
of universities has become so 
frustrating. The irrationality of 
the student revolutionaries as 
well as of the adult counter­
revolutionaries places many 
university presidents under a 
state of permanent siege. 

The S.D.S. convention proved 
what most observers, except 
for incurable romanticists of the 
youth rebellion, have long 
known: that the radicals are an 
antidemocratic force, unwilling 
to uphold freedom of either 
press or speech and not inter­
ested in honoring any social 
contract including their own. 
They are now split between the 
Hmoderate" wing, which ap­
pears to range from utopian 
Communism to Maoism, and the 
radical worker-Student Alliance 
of the Progressive Labor party, 
which even reviles Ho Chi Minh 
for going to the negotiating 
table rather than fighting to 
ultimate victory. 

The views of either wing of 
the S.D.S. are rejected by the 
overwhelming majority of 
Americans, including the "work· 
ing classes" and including, too, 
the bulk of those who want the 
war in Vietnam to be brought 
to a speedy end. Moreover, the 
S.O.S. has shown little concern 
for real and much-needed aca­
demic changes. 

While the S.D.S. was putting 
on its demonstration of un-

reason, the University of Cali .. 
fornia Regents played out a 
similar script in Berkeley. They 
turned down by vote of 16 to 7 
a sensible compromise ad· 
vanced jointly by Charles J. 
Hitch. president of the entire 
university system. and Dr. 
Roger W. Heyns, chancellor of 
the Berkeley campus. 

The details of the Hitch .. 
Heyns plan are of little impor­
tance. Suffice it to say that it 
would have provided facilities 
for a Huser-run" park on a sec­
tion of that off-campus plot of 
university-owned land which 
had led to the earlier battle 
over the so-called People's Park. 

The Autonomy Issue 

But it was not the park issue 
that was now at stake. On trial 
instead was the theory that 
able and responsible campus 
administrators should operate 
with maximum autonomy. The 
Regents· vote, under Governor 
Ronald Reagan's law-and·order 
whip, gave notice that the 
Hitch-Heyns role has been re­
duced to that of proconsuls 
serving at the pleasure of the 
Reagan -dominated, politically 
oriented board. 

The implications of this de­
velopment become clear when 
it is remembered in a 
similar showdown in 1965 when 
the Regents tried to dictate to 
Dr. Clark Kerr (then in Mr. 
Hitch's post) how he was to 
deal with student violators, Dr. 
Kerr resigned. He did so, not 
because he did not think the 
students should be disciplined, 
but because he refused to ac­
cept the Regents' interference 

with campus independence. The 
Regents rescinded their demand 
and Dr. Kerr withdrew his 
resignation. (He was subse­
quently dismissed during the 
first board meeting under the 
Reagan regime for his unwill­
ingness to accept what he con­
sidered a budget inadequate to 
maintain academic excellence.) 

Why could not a Hitch-Heyns 
resignation today have the same 
effect? The answer is simply 
that in the pre-Reagan days of 
Clark Kerr the Regents, despite 
occasional political lapses, were 
predominantly Concerned with 
the goal of making the state's 
university system the pride of 
American higher education. 
Berkeley was then being named 
in virtually the same breath 
with Harvard, and to sacrifice 
the university president who 
had brought this about seemed 
inconceivable to the majority of 
Regents, even when they were 
angry at him. 

Threat of Political Control 

Dr. Heyns, who said after 
last week's meeting that he 
was Usick and tired of being 
hemmed in," may indeed resign 
before these battles are over, 
but both he and Mr. Hitch are 
realistically aware that Reagan's 
Regents - the majority whom 
the Governor controls--could 
not care less. They would prob­
ably consider it a Victory. 

Not unlike the S.D.S., some 
of these politically oriented men 
seem to see the independence 
and nonpolitical autonomy of 
the university as a liberal myth, 
not as a principle to be de-

fended. Unless the university 
voluntarily buckles under, it 
must be brought to heel. In the 
long run, however, the power 
plays of Reagan's Regents are 
harder to arrest than those of 
the S.D.S. 

Fortunately, at this point, the 
california Regents as well as 
the S.o.s. constitute a minority 
in their respective spheres of 
academic interest. The danger 
is in the contagion of their vic .. 
tories. Each of their 'successes 
emboldens others who want to 
undermine the self-governing 
campus community. Unwilling. 
ness on the part of' the ma­
jority of students and faculty 
members-and the voting pub­
lic-to meet this danger has 
made shaky and frustrating the 
position of university adminis .. 
trators who recognize the dan· 
gers all too clearly. 

The test, in dealing with stu .. 
dent revolutionaries, has in re .. 
cent weeks begun to be met 
with a variety ,of disciplinary 
and legal actions. The test 
whether such counter-revolu­
tionary actions as in Berkeley 
can successfully opposed, 
may, In the end, require an. 
other form of escalation. U the 
resignation by a responsible 

executive will gain DOth­
lng. and may actually lose 
much, will only mass reslgna­
tiollS eventually alert the public 
to the question whether politi .. 
calor academic leaders are 
better able to give the people 
the universities they need? 

FRED HECHINGER . is Educa­
tion Editor oj The Times. 
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(ourt Blocks ue Red Firings 

Court BarsUC Regents From 
Ousting-Co"mmunistEmployes 

BY KENNETH REICH 

The tIC Board of Regents' 29--year­
old policy against employing Com­
munists at the l"niversity of Califm·. 
rna was: declared unconstitutional ill 
Los Angeles Supe~ior COUli :1.fon­
day. 

Junge Jerry pacht. In a stronglY 
worded verbal opinion on the Ange­
la Davis case, said the regents' policy 
barring persons on the sole ground 
of, membership. in the Communist 
Party l'constitutes constitutional 
impermissibility must be en-
joined." 

The policy was adopted in 1940 
and ,reaffirm~d in 1949, 1950 and this 
year, 

To uphold it, the judge said, 'would 
be to recognize the regents lias a 
kind of political elite entitled to 
decide whose views are acceptable't 
and would be nanathema"' in a free 
society. . 

Pacht specifically enjoined t11e 
regents from spending, any Iri0re tax 
revenues in an effort to oust lInss 
Davis, an ass i s t a ri t ph.ilosqphy 
professor at UCLA, from her teach· 
mg' post because· she is a Coromu"': 
nist. 

Att'orneys for the regents' tndicat~ 
ed la\er that Pa,cht's ru1ing'~t?uld be 
~ppeal-ed, to a higher court, an4 one 
soul'~.e close to t~.~'l'egents saId there 
was 'a possibility' that "injlJl19tive 
reli~f'l would be .sought agai~st· the. 
ruling. . 

Pach('s vel'bal opinion left the 
status of Mis's Davis-particularly as 
to the. ban on her" te~hing courses 
for credit-som.ewhat cloudy. The 
regents had issued a supplementary 
order Oct, 3 agaln,t teaching by-her 
for credi~ periding tho· dismissal 
proceedings against her. 

But it was learned that the judge 
told attorneys at an afternoon 
conference. that 'he woukl issue a 
written order. probably today. that 
l.~·ould invalidate the regents' ac~ 
lion,.' of· both Oct. 3 :ahd Sept. 19, 
when they· instituted dismissal pro­
ceedings against Miss Davis, ' 

This, knowledgeable sources said, 
,would open the way for the UCLA 
administration to designate Miss 

Plea,sa Turn' to r~e 20, Col, 1 
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Court Bars Dismissal 
of Reds by Regents 
ContinuediroluFirsf Page P);'o political test sha.n 
a,nd constltuted one of ~l!(;;S e .... er be c!msidered in the 
Davhl' admbistrative re-

now thl! ar· 
J u d g e Pacht's ver:)<Jl gun:ents of the l'egents 

opinion came a:ter a l.WO~ and their attorneys that 
hour hearing in liis cont the Comm:.mist Party was 
on a UCLA faculty-spon- a special ease that did not 
sared t a x: payer 5' suit fall under this ;ule were 
~gainst 1 he ac-
tions in the 

He cited 
reoolution of 

employing Miss Davis, but 
only on the <onstilutional 
questions involved. 

It was in the best public 
the judge added, 

that controversy be 
resolved at an early date 
lIand in the ccurth01Jsej 

not in the st1·~et. If 
WIthin 3, mattel' of 

hounr. comment on· the 
judge's deci::;ion came 
fL'mn tln'oughout the state. 

Max Raffel'l,y, the state 
s11perintendent of public 
instrnction, and Assembly 
Speaker Robert T. Mona­
gun eriticized it, while 
Assembly Minority Lead .. 
er Jess L'nruh ar:d former 
GOY. Edmund G. Bro\\'1l: 
felt it wns legally ool'\'!?ct. 

l:CLA Chancellor 
Ch .. rlcs E, Young, who 
I,ad backed what he 1'0-

garded as Mis. D.vls' 
cons!lru!!o",,1 rig hi to 
teach. relayed word fbat 
he would make no s:a1e­
mellt. 

1M UCLA Philosophy 
Department Chairman Do~ 
nuld Kalisll. who 1,Ya.,> tn­
strumenta! in hhing 1ilss 
Davis last spring called the 
Pacht decision "terrific:' 

1Iiss navis, who showed 

up about 15 mil!utes late ment because she said she 
to lecture hel' 3 p.m. was uncertain e x act 1 y 
noncredit class, iirst de- vihat the judge had ruted. 
elined to make any state~. PleaseTul'lt to- rg. 2.1, Col.! Court Bars Dismissal 
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REGENTS RULING 
Continued from !OUI Page 

But later, as she ,\ytllkeil 
back to lict' ~mce after 

affiliation;;. 
'We feel that there 

should be a complete trial 
of the important constHu~ 
tionallssues raised by this 
case,lI he said. 

"Ree:1.use today-'s rleC'i­
SiO:1 precludes such a tJ;ial, 
my office 'vill take all 
npproprJate steps to bring 
<lbout a revel'sill Qf that 
dectslo;1.~ 

Cunningham's of Ike has 
:10 days to ap~al the 
l~\ht dcdslnn to, the State 

rescind their endot'sement 
of the ban 011 Comrnuni:'lts. 

The altorneys for the 
pJainliffs, Char'lcs H. Phil­
lips and Richard n, Borow 
of Centut'Y City, had fill?d 
a motion fOl' sumrl'.ary 
judgment. It. W\lS this. mo~ 
tion that was granted by 
PHl.'ht !I'l(tllrlay, 

1n the afternoon eont01'­
t'!1C(~, the judge also infll­
catC'd l'f!<ldin(>ss to grant" 
motion for further specifics 
by :Mlss Davis' attorney, 

John T. Moreman, but tl:e 
wording of this ol'cer may 
not be finally settled for a 
few (laYfl:, it was indicate:!. 

The UCLA Academic 
Senate vot.ro unanimous:y 

, Monday afternoon to e,,;:-
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!Tuition Rise at U. of California 
. F ails First Test Before Regents 

S~clal to The New York Tlm~s 

LOS ANGELES, Jan. 16-A would go to $120 a quarter, or 
proposal to raise tuition at the $360 a year for undergraduates, 
University of California failed and $150 a quarter, or $750 a 
today to gain the necessary year for graduate students. Mr. 
support at a meeting of the Reagan said he hoped that these 
Board of Regents and was put fees would be used to meet in 
over for consideration at their part the related support costs 
next meeting Feb. 19 and 20 in of students. 
San Francisco. Regent Frederick G. Dutton 

The plan submitted by the said that he would offer other 
university president, Charles J. proposals at the ne}.:t meeting 
Hitch, recommended $480 in but he also believed that par­
tuition next year and $660 in ents of students making less 
1971-72 for California residents. than $13,500 a year should not 
He also urged raIsmg nonresi· be charged additional fees. 
dent fees to $1,860 in two Students already pay $300 in 

fees plus other expenses and years. 
. .. passage of a tuition plan would 

The plan ran mto OpposItIon almost surely be imposed upon 
from Gov. Ronald Reagan and the 19·campus state college sys­
the minority leader of the As· tem. 
sembly: Jesse \Tnruh. Mr. Rea- Mr. Hitch had hoped that of 
gan saId he belIeved that there the $18.6-million of tuition rev­
shol;tld be further study of fund- enue generated the first year, 
!'aismg measl;lr.es before mak- half would go for new buildings 
mg any decIsIon. Mr. Unruh to accommodate increased en­
earlier told a student audience rollment. Failure of the 1968 
at U.C.L.A. that the tuition fee construction bond issue, as well 
"w~lUld shut the doors on edu-I as the inability to sell bonds 
catIOn to the sons and d~ugh- ,alreadY authorized, has seve~ely 
ters of thousands of mlddle- curtailed campus construction. 
income families." ,A number of campuses have 

Governor Reagan's proposal been forced to deny entrance to 
today urged raising fees $60 a qualified students. 
quarter, or $180 a year for un- Mr. Unruh favors withholding 
dergraduates, and $75 a quur- state income taxes as an obvi­
ter, or $225 a year for graduate OllS method of raising money 
students, beginning in 1970-71. and keeping the university open 

In the second year these fees to all students. 
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Peb in The Philadelphia InQuirlM" 
"I dOI1't hear a thing, do you?" 

In The N'ation:.Punishing the University 
By TOM WICKER 

WASHINGTON-As a target 
for immigration from all the 
rest of the nation, and thus 
as a sort of cross-section of 
the whole, California often has 
been the state- in which sig­
nificant social developments 
first took form. That is why 
the rest of the country ought 
to watch with interest the 
showdown expected this week 
on California's '''tuition issue." 

At present, California stu­
dents at any of the nine units 
of the state university do not 
pay tuition (a charge, for in­
struction or use of classrooms) 
but only a $300 annual fee 
for health services, laboratory 
costs, student activities and the 
like. The University of Cali­
fornia is unique, in this re­
gard, among great American 
educational institutions. 

On Feb. 20, however, as the 
climax of a long struggle, it 
appears most likely that Gov. 
Ronald Reagan will ,muster a 
majority of the Board of Regents 
for levying an annual per-pupil 
tuition charge of $360, the 
multi-million-dollar proceeds of 
which will not even be ear­
marked for the university, but 
which will be paid into the 
California general fund. Univer­
sity President Charles Hitch is 
supporting a compromise plan 
that would dedicate the tuition 
funds to university building 
projects and to student ,aid. 

But since neither Mr. Hitch 
, nor Fred Dutton, a Regent who 
is opposed to any tuition -

charge, can put -together a ma­
jority of the board, some of 
those who have backed Mr. 
Hitch are expected to switch 
to Governor Reagan's support 
this week. They want to settle 
the . tuition issue before the 
Governor can inject it into his 
campaign for re-election. 

With educational costs every­
where going out of sight, one 
might have thought californi­
ans would be fighting tooth 
and fang to hang- on to free 
higher' education for their chil­
dren. But that is not happening. 
Public :Qisappolntment 
., There appear to be a number 

of reasons why. Hard-pressed 
real estate and income tax pay­
ers believ~. the rising cost of 
higher education is a major 
part of their burden. Student 
disorders-for which the cam­
pus at Berkeley is almost a 
symbol-coming on top of the 
tax burden have spread the no­
tion that students themselves 
should pay for the full cost of 
their education.' If students 
have to' work to pay tuition, 
many Californians seem to be­
lieve, they won't have time to 
smoke pot, make love or dem­
onstrate. Above' all, however,­
sensitive observers in Califor­
nia· sense a certain public dis­
appointment with the very idea 
of the university and of higher 
education itself. 

Historically, it has been wide­
ly believed - in California as 
elsewhere in . America-that 
education was the gateway to 
the good life, the first neces­
sity for' aspiririg young men 

and women; and that idea 
found its way into public pol­
icy with the Land-Grant Col­
lege Act passed during the Civil 
War. Now there seems to have 
developed and found expres­
sion in the California tuition 
issue the fear and suspicion 
that the university is an, alien 
and undisciplined place that 
stirs up trouble, fosters unwel­
come 'social change, and func­
tions less as an institution of 
sound practical instruction in 
earning a: living (what Chancel­
lor Charles E. Young of the 
University of Los Angeles calls 
"a high-level trade school") 
than as a center of intellec­
tualism, ideology and snobbery. 

This seems not so much anti­
intellectualism in the usual 
sense as a sort of antiuniver­
sityism, which-since it is sur­
facing in the harbinger state 
of California - may be some­

. thing of a new American phe­
nomenon. And the excruciatiog 
irony is that the low-to-middle 
income groups that in Cali­
fornia seem the most angered 
by the univerSity will in the 
long run suffer the worst con­
sequences of their own attitude. 
Burdening Students 

Just when a majority of the 
children of such groups are, 
for the first time, beginning 
to seek higher education, not 
only California but a number 
of other states are seeking to 
put more of the cost burden 
directly on the student and his 
family. In California, already, 
no knowledgeable politician 
doubts that when the Regents 

impose tuition on the univer­
sity, the Legislature will im­
pose it on the state and com­
munity colleges. Even if Mr. 
Hitch's plan to use some. of 
the tuition funds for student 
aid were approved, the new 
charge would increase, not re­
duce. the over-all need for such 
aid. And about two-thirds of 
the university's present stu­
dents already are working to 
pay part or all of their educa­
tion and living costs. 

Thus. higher tuition will most 
likely mean more middle-to­
upperi.income students in t.he 
university, and fewer lower­
income students (and it hap­
pens to be the former who do 
most of the demonstrating, as 
every study shows). If Califor­
nia, which ranks only thirtieth 
among the states in per-capita 
support of public higher educa­
tion, is any example, there's 
not- even much of a tax break 
involved. Mr. Dutton argues 
that the average California 
taxpaying family contributes 
about $4 monthly for this pur­
pose, and might be relieved of 
perhaps fifteen cents of. that 
sum by tuition. 
, In fact, imposing tuition in 
California, or sharply raising 
it at other state universities, 
will only shift to the student 
and his family a greater. pro­
portion of the educational cost 
burden now paid by corpora­
tion and business taxes as well 
as by individual taxes. That is 
a high price to pay· for the 
pleasure of punishing the uni­
versity. 

Peb in The Philadelphia InQuirlM" 
"I dOI1't hear a thing, do you?" 

In The N'ation:.Punishing the University 
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DAY, IN SACRAMENTO 
lI[ondll1.". Feb. :t 

THE A8SE~lBLY 
COllllUltttlonal An\endm~nta 

Intl'UdIlCled 
UClents -- AdOs two stu· 

dents, two faculty members 
and one alumllUS to Universi· 
ty of CallfOl'nla RcgentB fOl' 
one·year Lebne and l'cducq~ 
t~rms of appointed Regents 
f1'Ol1l 16 yeRl's to nille years; 
ACA28. Vasconcellos (D·San 
Jose), 

'rl'IINte~!!-mxtemJs tN'1n of 
Rtate college truRtees from 

. eight years to nIne yours; 
ACA27. Vasconccllos, 

,Dills Intl'Odltcct\ 
~rI'l18ter" - Adds student 

and faculty l'cpl'escntntlvcR Lo 
~tate coliege hOlll'd of U'usL· 
ces; AB 492, Vasconcellos, 

Pollutlon - Extends J3av 
Area All'Pollution Contl'u! 
DIstrict to Napu, l:ioluno Ul1u 
SOlloma cOlllltleH; All 471), 
Knox ,(D·RichI11011d), Autho· 
rizes BIlY Aretl All' Pollutlon 
Control Distl'leL (0 I'Cgiijtel' 
and coll~('t focs on nOllvchi· 
culnl' sources of air pollutlon; 
AU 477, Kl1olt, l~llll1lll(tt.C" 
rclilng on aaSCSRll1Cnl ~ Bar 
Al'ClI All' PoIlutlrm Conll'ol 
])!slrJct chnrgcH 10 l'ountics 
in distrIct; AB 478, 1\nox, 

H(lIlnt'- Al1PI'ol11'lute~ $10,· 
OO() for trlul I'adal' pl'oGrum 
by Cullfol'llla Highway }'u­
Ll'ol; AB 47-1, li.etchum ([t· 
Puso Rollles), ' 

CltL'us-Extcmls :Murch I, 
1070, deadlinc for COlllpel1~U­
lion fol' citrus trces Infected 
wit h "quick dec \ inc" tei 
111 arch 1, 1117u; AS 483, Duffy 
(R·Hanfol'd) , 

COIISIIIlICi's-GivCR pUl'cha· 
sm'R tlH'ee dUYIi 10 caf1c~1 
hOlllc 1l0licltutfOll ~al~s COil' 
tract; AB ,182 Fenton (D, 
Mon Lebello),. 

Billboards-Prohibits 0111, 
dOOl' advertising signs ad, 
jacent to lamlocaped free· 
,ways; AB ,181, SchabUl'um (n, 
Covina), 

Cottoll - Extends Cotton 
Abatement District Act until 
19i4; AS 495, VCYBCY (n­
Brawley), 

n~(cnr1~,'-Cranll~R office of 
~tale pulllle dercn(]cr: AB 
407, Hayes (It,Long BClIch), 

Ih'lIgS-ElxclugcR ]1cr~(lI1~ 
conVIcted or mlsdclneUnOI' 
posn~sslon ot marijuana from 
roqulremcnt to l'cgistcI' M 
nDrcotics offender; AB ti1G, 
RI~I'OlY, (D - Beverly HIl1M), 
JIlIlJ~es possessIon of mol'ljulI­
nn II J1lJsdcl11c:lIlo!' IInder 
I'Cl'lain conditions; AB OJ.!, 
Slero(y, Eases requiremenLs 
of hospitals to report drug 
injuries; AB 516, Sicl'olY, . 

ltcSOhtUOM Illt,'oduI'Nl 
Impeachment - Calls for 

Ihe Impeachment of l:lujlcl'lor 
('OU1't ,Iudge Cp.I'al<l f;. Chur­
gin o[ Ran Jo~c: Hn 25, 
Gal'cia (D.Los Angclc~), 

Salton Rpn-A~ks fcttcl'n\ 
government to makc feasibill· 
tr level studies of Salton Sea; 
..I.,In 10, VeY8c~, 

SulpllUl'-Askll . th/}, Pre/;. 
~dent· to permit contlnuM 

'impOrtl1tlon 'of . low sulphur 
tuel 011 WIthout high tal'Jii; 
AJR 11, S~habal'um., 

TIll!: SIONltTlll 
IJlIIs Intt'odneed 

ttelulhl/l: - Incl'el\~(!!1 sup­
port· fol' (he l\lillol',Ullruh 
Basic. Heading Program by 
824 mUllon; SB 2(11, ItOdda 
\o·SaCl'l\lIUll1to), 

ldcellle_Allows slate tu 
! II II U e personalized license 
lllatcs with addlUonal fee.; 
used rOl' an cllvlrOllluenlal 
pl'Otectlon r U 1\ d, l:lD 2!l2. 
Narks m·San J,i'l'allclsco). 

~re8t1l1g - Pl'OhlbllJ; stu· 
clonts fl'Oln being rcquil'Cd to 
take part In cla.~ses· WllCl'c 
they may be \'Celuired to 
explain 01- defend llal'euls' 
helicfs 01' pl'uctlces III \'cgal'd 
to sex, morality 01' !'cllglOllj 
sa 2G4; Schmitz (R.'l'ustl!lJ. 

l~lood_Dll'ecls SlalC ne­
c1alllalion Board to Silt and 
<'nrorce I'Landal'dA COl' flood 
l:onll'ol WOI'XS and !'cqull'~,~ 
the bOtll'u to give full can. 
!{hllll'ation In !>tu:h Rlalldltl'ds 
to fish and wildlife, recl'l!u, 
tioll and cl1vh'ol11rtl'mlal iae. 
tOI'R; HB '2US. ColOgll!! (H. 
Indto), 

Ski-Allows cOllnl/es to Ie­
v,v tax 011 u~c of ski 111111 
whet'a tourists hlcl'Oa~e Bnow 
removal nncl road mainten­
ance costs; SB 2il, 're~lc 1O· 
Wcst Point), 
,"\Vm't·llIlUr.s--Spells out 011-
ligati0l15 of manUfaclul'ert; 
n n cI !l e II erR of COnRUI11CL' 
gOOdA In cal'rylng 0111. w!ll'l'nll. 
tics; 813 272, Song (Q·:lJonter. 
ey Par),), 

nl'lt\jt~-PI'nhihi(s CaliffH'­
nitt '1'011 Dridsc AuthoritY 
fl'Olll buildinl' a southel'n 
(Tossing of San p'l'al1cisco 
Hay prior to statutorY all· 
thorization foJ' such cOlistl'uc, 
tion; :m 27:1, Dolwi!; lit· 
Alhel'lon), 

Con[\Ict-Chul1gos existing 
laws l'egulating confllct·of. 
interest anti financial dlsclo, 
SUl'es of public office holder'lI 
alld cumlitlntes; SEl ::701, Way 
m·Exetcr), 

n~1ta-Hcqllh'l'~ Iho slalf! 
to opel'llle tilo jlroposed I'H­
Jpl1C1'lIl Canal ~!l II. w!l1 
maIntain the same ',niil'o!}, 
lllCllt hI till! della :l~ WQuid, 
ha ... c exisleu 111 the l\tJ~el1re 
of UIlY IJUmping' of wdlet' 
11'0111 the delln; S 13 ~,'1, 
NCjcdly m·Wahlllt Cl'eek), 

n~8olllUOn Jllll'odncI'd 
('lllUp~-A~ks COl1gl'el;~ til 

repeal pOl'tlon of Inlcl'l1n! 
l->ecul'ity Act of 1!IiiO I'elatln~ 
1<) creation oC rl c t. e n II (J It 
{:ump~, S,Il1 0, .!.lanielson (D. 
l.os .A nl!~le~l. 
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Regents' Vote Ends 101-Year Policy 
Fees Will 
Begin With 
Fall Term 

DY JOHN DREY]~USS 
Tim .. Educallon Wrlt.r 

:-5AN l"RANCISCO-Shattering )I 

10l-year-old tl'adition, the Universi­
ly ofCa1ifOl~nia Regents Friday 
imposed tuition for all student:! 
except those in medical, dental and 
pharmacy schools, 

Tn addition ,to existing charges, 
undergraduates will begin, paying 
$150 pel' academic,year next fall and 
graduate );ludent tuition will bE': 
$180. The new charges will double 
tho following fal1. 

uc students already are asse:;;sed 
a.Pproximately $300 annually. There 
a'lSo are' individual campus. fees 
ranging from $15 to $55, 

Total amiual st1.ldent assessmentii 
by 1971-72, therefore, will be be~ 
tween $615 and $655 f-ol' undergra­
duates, with graduate student fecs 
being $60 higher, . 

Imposition of tuition 11a5 been an 
objecth'e of Gov. Reagan since, his 
first year in office. 

Among arguments various cegent~ 
have niade supporting tuition are 
that students should be financially 
responsible for a share of their OWll 
education, that UC needs money 

, quickly and that failure of recent 
educational bond issues has caused a 
lack of expected funds. 

Agree 011 Financial Need 
The regents approved tuitioll by a 

\'ole of 16 to 6, with one abstention. 
They agreed that C a I i r 0 r n i a 

residents with "demonstrated finan­
cial need" inay defer payment of the 
charges in a manner similar tl) 
deferrals pel'mitted fol' existing 
National Defense Student loans and 
l'egents' loans. . 

To qualify for those loans, a family 
may have no more thall. $2,150 
available for educational purposes. 

Students must begin' paying re~ 
gents' loans within six months aftel' 
graduation, and liquidate the m 
within five years. NDS loans must 
be repaid within 10 years. Both 
plans call for a 3% interest charge. 

Although the regents agreed to" 
call the new charges an "educational 
fcc," they al'e equivalent to tuition 
since thel'e appeal's to be no intent 
to tlse .the income for noneducation­
al stuc;lent sel'vices. 

All existing student fees are­
applied to stich services, including 
health centers and student govern-
ment. .. 

Reugan's campaign fm' tuition wal'l 
most vocally opposed Friday by 
Hegent Frederick G. Dutton of 
Sausalito. 

When Reagan proposed a success­
ful motion to lower an earlier tUition 
plan by $10 per academic year, 
Dutton accused llim of hypocrisy. 
and of playing "a shell game." 

The governor' had known befofp. 
the meeting what figures would be 
proposed, and his mo.tion to lower 

Please Turn to Page 25, Col. 1 
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TUITION 
Continued from First Page 

Rodda told the regents 
they raised the question of 

, "the 'validity of the ,demo­
cratic process" by approv­
ing tuition too quickly. 

Later in the meeting 
Reagan, clearly angered 
by a long series of pro­
posed amendments, most 
most of which were being 
proposEld by regents op­
posing tuition, accused 
the board of "'pure stall­
ing" 

'He said there had been 
~"rat least two years of dis­
'i.~ussion about tuition. Oth· 
1'.: er regents, however, noted 
~::1hat Whiltlyariol1s forms of 
~ptuition had been discussed 
~~ver·the years, the Pt:0pos­
;tal before the bO!!l'd was 
~,new. " ' 
/!.,\ Stu4ent .'r~presentatives 
;:",spoke"agamst the in­
,Screased ,.;clIarges, urging 
~:""postpolrement ofa'decision' 
~/:until tlle issue could be put 
~:,:hefore the people, perhaps 
tt'"jhrough public hearings 
(',throughout the state. 

);'~, About 20 students de-' 
m 0 n s t rated peacefully 

:~against tuition before the 
il~eeting began at UC Ex­
i!·:"tension Center. Some 75 of . :pthe 180 persons attending 
,,~,the session were students. 
II;T.hey made no attempt to 
Jj,dlsrupt the meeting. 
:. UC President Charles J. 

;;' Hitch voted against tui· 
:!;i;ion, stating that the plan 
n~ventually adopted made 
,"no commitment for stu* 
;~qent aid to h~lp those who 
! "couIe). not afford the new 

'·1') charges. 
1J ,' Hitch last month pro.. 
::posed a tuition plan with 

charges similar to those 
,.approved, '!.Jut designating 
half the money for student 
aid and half for construc­
tion. , 

Ass em b I y Speaker 
Rober~ Monagan (R·Tra­
cy), 'who is an ex officio 

'regent, proposed a sue­
. cessElll amendment direct­
i ing Hft~h to present a plan 
1 at the March regents' 
I meeting for securing stu-

. "dent aid funds "from 
;-whatever sou r c e s are 
t deemed advisable." 
" The regents are expected 
. to discuss the possibility 
of tuition for the schools of 

r.):nedicine, dentistry and 
. phal'macy at a future 
~ meeting. T 11 0 s e schools 

were exc1uded'from the 
... -n,ew '''plan because their 

:'students already pay tui. 
tion l'anging from $200' to 
$250.· .... ",'.' 
': Besides Reagan, the fol­

lowing regents voted in 
, favor of tuition: 
; 7. Lt. Gov;' Ed' Reinecke, 
;. Assembly Speaker Robert 
; T. l\1onagan (R-Tracy), 
i' Allan Grant .. , Joseph A. 
rMoore, Wendell JAT. Wit· 
t Wr, Philip L: . .tBoYd, W. 

Glenn Campbell, John E. 
Canaday, Edward W. Cal'­

l!ter, ~lrs. ,Randolph A. 

1
';Hearst; Ed\vln W. Pauley, 
,!Robert O. lieynolds; Willi': 
jam French Smith, Dean A. 
;Watkins and Dewitt A. 
:niggs, board chairman. 
;iR e g e n t s' voting' no; 
~esides Hitch, were Willi­
:~m K Coblentz, D.utton, 
,;william E. Forbes, Willi­
~m M. Roth and NortOll 
~imon. .\ 
: .lIfrs. Eliw.ard H. Heller 
l'abstained ani:! State Su­
~erintendent of Public In. 
;.a~ruC~bi~l1:.,M a.x ",R.afferty 
was a sent. 
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Senate Re jecfs 
Plan fo Cut 
Regent Terms 

.xdlHl ... to TIle TImn fnm 
.IIlIIfW ...... 

SACRAMENTO - A 
pro posed constitutional 
amendment asking voters 
to a p pro v e shortening 
University of California 
regents terms from 16 to 
12 years was rejected 
Monday by the Senate. 

A 25-8 vote fell two short 
of the required two-thirds 
majority required on the 
ballot measure, author­
ored by Sen. H. L. Rich­
ardson (R·Arcadia), who 
said he may seek recon­
sideration later. 

The amendment a Iso 
would have instituted Sen· 
ate confirmation for re­
g e n ta I a p p ointments,. 
which are made by the 
governor. 

Bill Approved 
Richardson claimed that 

reducing the length of the 
term and requi!'ing conCh'· 
mation would make UC re­
gents more responsive to 
the wishes of the public, 

Opponents argued that 
the present system has 
worked well in spite of 
campus unrest problems. 

In other action, the Sen­
ate by a 29-0 vote ap. 
proved a bill by Sen. 
James E. Whetmore (R­
Fullerton) designed to 
help prevent some of the 
vote-counting difficulties 
experienced in the June 
primary election. 

W he t more's measure 
provides voting officials 
would have 59 rather than 
44 days in which to get the 
sample ballots and actual 
ballots ready. 

In Los Angeles County, 
with its almost 3 million 
ballots, he said arrange­
ment of voting booklets in 
proper order is virtually 
impossible in the time pre­
sently allowed. 

'f his legislation now 
goes to the Assembly for 
further consideration. 
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TIle Regelits':'Fiddle Wilile UC Bij~~j,is 
BY RO\rLA~D BV A~S llnd ROBERT jXOVAK 

SAX j.;RAXCISCO - _\t the 
moment that student vigilantes 
were trampling on academic free-
110m at the famous Berkcley cainpu;; 
of the UniVel'ilily of California, the 
university';; regents were engaging 
in a political charade which vividly 
demonstrated the crisis of liberal 
education in America. 

The 24-member Board of Regents 
was meeting in San Francisco in all 
atmosphere of crisis. Like othet· ma­
jor colleges. the giant University of 
California had been in turmoil since 
the Kent State killings. l'lence, the 
chancellors of the university's nine 
campuses were asked to report pub­
licly at the regents' meeting. 

Rogel' W. Heyns, the Berkeley 
chancellor, delivered a glowing re­
pot't of a new spirit at his troubled 
campus. He described stu den t s 
channelling ant i - Cam bod ian 
pmtests into constructive means 
with academic prinCiples safeguard. 
ed. In fact, neither Heyns' account 
nor similarly euphoric reports (l'om 
the other eight chancellors bore any 

resemblance to what we llad ob­
scn'ed at Berkeley and descl'ibed in 
un earlicr column: the academic pro­
gmm being tl'ansformed into a radi­
cal political forum, classrooms in­
nded by' student llooligans, stu­
dents and teachel's being coerced by 
radicals into abandoning regular 
classes. 

Nevertheless, neither Gov. Ronald 
Reagan (ex-officio president of the 
regents) nor the conservati\-e major­
ity of the regents took issue with the 
chancellors during the public ses­
sion. One conservative regent, Dean 
A. Watkins of Palo Alto, did ask 
Reyns to specify "modifications" in 
regular c I ass W 0 r k at Berkeley. 
When Heyns replied be could not 
give a precise answer, Watkins did 
not press the point. 

However, when the regents moved' 
into closed-door session. the chancel­
lors were subjected to closer interro­
gation. "I think we've been getting a 
whitewash," r e ge n tWa t ki n s 
snapped. 

Once again, Heyns and the other 
chancellors assured the regents that 
all was well. Watkins and other CO\1-
servative regents replied that they 
had gotten first·hand reports of the 
educational process being disrupted, 
particularly at Berkeley. When uni­
versity officials then asked for 
names, places, and dates, the regents 
were-not surpisingly-unable to 
immediately provide such an inves­
tigative dossier. Unsatisfied though 
they were, the conservative regents 
said no more. 

The immediate explanation for the 
pa.pering-over of this crisis is that 
the conservatives have theil' minds 
on other things, namely, whether 
avowed Communist Angela Davis 
should be rehired on the universi­
ty's Los Angeles faculty. In closed­
door session that day marked by tab­
le-pounding and shouting, the Rea­
gan majority of regents voted to 
seize responsibility for the Davis 
case from the UCLA administration. 

, That the regents shOUld give pri­
ority tosueh a bead line-catching but 
essentially trIvial issue 'while their 
university Is being destroyed poses 
doubts about how helpful a pOlitical 
institution can be in saving llighel' 
education. 

Moreover" even though conserva­
tive regents say ~hey will press dur­
irig their June meeting to -find out 
what's really happening onthe cam­
pus, they themselves, are skeptical 
whether it will do much good. ,!lWEi 
depend on information from the ad~ 
ministration," one conservative re. 

gent told us. "'Vhat 'are we suppos~~, 
to. do? Station OUt- own investigators 
o.n campus'!'" , 
, Thus, when the administration 
decides to gh-e the regents a Iaun­
tlet'ed version of the facts, the re­
gents are immobilized. Beyond 'that, 
some of the minority of faculty mem­
,bel'S fighting the radical assault on­
the university suspect that Reagan 
and his regents, hard-liners against 
violence, are considerably less con~ 
eerned about the present non-vi·' 
olent attack on academic freedom by 
the radicals. 

In Califoi'nia, particularly, the re­
gents have beCQme so entwined in 
political controversy during the 
Reagan Administration that" they 
are ill-equipped to defend higher 
education. The board's liberal mi­
nority is unable to stand up for aca­
demic freedom because of its inflex­
ible :pro-student" position. 

Accordingly, Hberalregent Frede­
rick G. Dutton, the ex-Kennedy poli­
tical opcrative, at that meeting en­
dorsed the student demand for a 

Blocked due to copyright. 
See full page image or 

microfilm. 

"EXAMS! Whatkiud of It pIacente 
you running here, IInyway?" 

free week in the autumn to do poIlU­
cal campaigning - another step iri 
totally politicizing the university, 

With the administration umvilling 
and the regents unable to defend 
academic freedom, few faculty mem­
bers here se(!m committed enough to 
educational traditions to fight fo~ 
them. That suggests non-politicized 
education will henceforth be limited 
to those few small private colleges 
with' self-confident faculties, and 
that great state universities such as 
California'S will be instruments ot 
pOlitical agitation, a tragedy of, un-, 

, fathomable implications for the na" 
tion.' . " 
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and the regents unable to defend 
academic freedom, few faculty mem­
bers here se(!m committed enough to 
educational traditions to fight fo~ 
them. That suggests non-politicized 
education will henceforth be limited 
to those few small private colleges 
with' self-confident faculties, and 
that great state universities such as 
California'S will be instruments ot 
pOlitical agitation, a tragedy of, un-, 

, fathomable implications for the na" 
tion.' . " 
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kalifornia Regents Drop Communist From Faculty 
By WALLACE TURNER 

SD..,lal to The New Yark Time. 

.LOS ANGELES, June 19-
The University of Califor1iTa~-s 
Board of Regents dismissed a 
Negro assistant professor of 
philosophy from the Los An­
jeles faculty today. The board 
said it moved because of state­
ments she had made in four off­
campus speeches. 
',Supporters of the teacher 

argued that Angela Davis, 26 
years old, was dismissed be, 
cause she acknowledged thai 
Ihe was a member of the Com· 
munist party. Miss Davis has 
argued that she was let go be· 
cause of her race. One regent 
Wh.o voted to retain her on the 
faculty said he expected Miss 
Davis to file suit against the 
board. 

... The speeches used by the 
regents as their reason for act· 
i~~ ,were made last fall when 
MIss Davis reacted after being 
told that she had been dis­
charged from her $lO,OOO·a­
year post at U.C.L.A. She sued 
and the state courts set aside 
the first dismissal. 
I. the regents said they accept­
ed an investigating committee's 
fihdings that Miss Davis had 
not attempted to indoctrinate 
stUdents with her Communist 
beliefs and that her out-of­

Associated Press 

Angela Davis picketing outside the State Building in Los 
Angeles yesterday. The placard refers to three Negro In­
mates accused of killing guard at state prison in Soledad. 

school commitments had not in- tack the motives, methods and 
terfered with her teaching du- conclusions of those with whom 
'ti,es. she disagreed and accused her 

'I fl t Rh t ., of being "less than fair in her 
n amma ory e one characterization of the views of 

The committee's report fo- fellow scholars." Miss Davis 
cused on statements she had was not available for comment. 
made in the four off-campus The action taken in the 15-
speeches, which the regents to-6 vote was to refuse to re­
sltld were characterized by "in· hire Miss Davis The regents 
fl~mmatory rhetoric." ,thus overruled' the U.C.L.A. 

,"vye "deem particu~arl:r. of· Chancellor, Charles E. Young, 
fenslve, the report saId, such who had planned to rehire her 
utterances as her statement on the strong recommendation 
~h.at the .regents 'ki1l~d. brutal· of faculty committees who had 
lzed [and] murdered the Peo· praised her work. 
pIe's Park demonstrators, and . 
her repeated characterization of History of the case 
the police as 'pigs.''' The Davis case erupted last 
"The committee said that Miss I • faU when an undercover ·agent 

rravis seemeCl to see academic on the Los Angeles campus 
freedom as "an empty concept iwrote in The Daily Bruin, the 
which professors used to guar-campus newspaper, his justifi­
antee their right to work un- lcation for reporting on campus 
disturbed by the real world." :affairs to the Federal Bure~ti 
.. The committee said that Miss of Investigation. Among other 
D~viS had not hesitated to at- thine:s. he said that one facultv 

member was a Communist. Miss 
Davis subsequently identified 
herself as a member of the 
Communist party. . 

The regents then disrni!l\Sed 
her, effective Sept. 30, denying 
that any racial reason was in­
volved. They 'said the only rea­
son was Miss Davis's Commu­
IlIist affiLia.tion. 

In October, a Superior Court 
judge in Los Angeles ruled that 
Miss. Davis cO'Uld not be dis-, 
charged for being a Commu­
nist. She went back to thlt 
classroom. In May, Ohancellor 
Young indicated to the regents 
that he intended to lI'edtire Miss 
Davis for next year. 

A special committee of re­
gents has met privately for the 
last three weeks to draw up the 
specifications voted today for 
removing Miss Davis from the 
faculty . 

The issue is particularly vola· 

tile among the U.C.L.A. fac­
ulty, where numerous votes 
have supported Miss Davis on 
the ground of academic free· 
dom. A petition supporting her 
and attacking the regents has 
been signe4 by about .1,100 of 
the 1,800 faculty members. 

Frederick Dutton, a regent 
who voted against the dismis­
sal of Miss Davis, said she 
"surely is no threat to our state 
or country." He accused the 
regents of dismissing her for 
Communist party membership 
but calling it something else 
for fear that the courts would 
overrule them. 

I 

A regent-designate, Christian 
E. Markey Jr., who did not 
vote, said that, while he would 
have voted not to rehire Miss 
Davis, he opposed the idea of 
discharging her for speeches 
she gave after the regents' first 
attempt to remove her from the 
faculty. I 

Included among the regents 
who voted to· oust Miss Davis 
was Gov. Ronald Reagan. In­
cluded among those who op­
posed the move was Charles .J. 
Hitch, president of the Univer­
sity of California. 
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for fear that the courts would 
overrule them. 
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Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner.  Further reproduction prohibited without permission.

Political Interference by the Regents
Los Angeles Times (1886-Current File); Jul 21, 1970; 
ProQuest Historical Newspapers Los Angeles Times (1881 - 1986)
pg. A6

Political Illterferellce' by the Regellts 
ISSUE: Can the imlJlicit threat involved in 
tire vote to delay promotions of two teachers 
be justified by law or precede/lt!' 

Last week the UC Board of Regents vot­
ed to delay the promotions of two profes­
sors associated with left-wing causes. Rea­
sons fOl' this action were left unstated. But 
given the fact that the two men are rated 
highly as teachers and scholars by their 
superiors and colleagues, there can be no 
doubt that political considel'atiolls were 
paramount in the regents' move. 

By theil" vote the conservative majority 
of the regents apparently intended to warn 
university radicals and other dissidents 
that punitive steps could and would be ta­
ken if they follow unpopular political cour­
ses. 

A little more than a yeat· ago the regents 
took back into their own hands the author­
ity over tenure appointments and promo­
tions they had earlier delegated to the 
chancellors of the various campuses. They 
had, legally, every right to do so and they 
have the right to exercise the authority 
they have reclaimed. But in exercising this 
authority they also have the obligation to 
act only on the basis of recognized and 
stated cause. 

Political belief is not an acceptable basis 
for denying employment or promotion, a 
ftmdamental principle reaffirmed only last 
year by the regents themselves. It is, in 

fact, more than a principle; it is also law. 
The California Constitution prohibits the 
application of political influence in the ad­
ministration of the university's affairs. 
This prohibition is echoed in the by·lawsof 
the university which the regents are 
pledged to follow. 

The regents' action so fat' constitutes a 
threat rather than a fiuid action. Even so 
the crude if still implicit violation of the 
principle involved is serious enough to 
cause alarm among alI who believe' ina 
university independent of political inter­
ference. 

Its impact on the campuses is predictable 
if not yet measul'able. 

At the very least it threatenstc:i Undel'cut 
the important efforts by responsible 
groups, such as UCLA's Committee fOl'the 
Univel'sity of the Future, to rally the 
moderate faculty majority against radical 
elements. In seemingly confirming. the 
W01'st fears of political interference that 
have often been ,voiced, it plays directly 
inte the hands of the militant radicals. . 

The shortsighted action by the regents 
can only be seen as a clumsy attempt to 
pacify the campuses by coercion. Its result 
may well prove to be the opposite. Far 
worse for the moment, however, is the ar­
rogant abuse of power inherent in what 
the regents did: the Scorn for law, for pre­
cedent, and for a basic sensitivity to what 
their action portends. 
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Regent Denies Politics 
Delays UC Promotions I 

BY ,"LLIA~f TRO!lmLEY 
Time lkSUaUOII wrttw 

One member of the Uni· 
• versity of CaUCornia Board 
: of Regents responsible for 
· blocking the promotions of 
: two liberal. to -left ljC 
'professors at last week's 
:board me e tin g denied 
: Thursday that he acted for 
:,polltical reasons. 

"I requested that they 
: (the promotions) be held 
·up for perfectly good rea· 
·.sons,· Dr. W. Glenn Camp. 
: bell, director of the Hoov-
er Institution at Stanford 

: University, said in an in. 
terview. 

"I want to see the 
professors' scholarly 
· achievements and I want 
to see the evaluations,· 
said Campbell, who was 
appointed to the board in 
1968 by Gov. Reagan. 

The professors whose 
promotions were deferred 
are David B. Kaplan, 36, 
associate professor of phi­
losophy at UCLA, and Re­
ginald E. Zelnik, 34, assis­
tant professor of history at 
UC Berkeley. Both have 
been acth'e in liberal or 
radical political causes. 

Explains His Position 
Asked why he picked 

these two professors out of 
a list of more than 20 
names, Campbell replied: 
"I have a public trust to 
fulfill.. 1 have an obligation 
to satisfy myself as to the 
worth of every person pro­
posed ••• I simply want 
to fmd out-do they mea· 
sure up?· 
. Campbell said the "big 
llto-do" about the deferrals 
'!confirms in my own mind 
wllat 1 have long suspect­
ed-:-namely, that the Uni­
,!ersity of California sys· 
~. is already highly polio 
tieized." 
. He saiet. it was "extreme­

ly regrettable that certain 
regents • • • rushed out of 
the meeting and told all 

~ this to the press • • • and 
caused all the embarrass­
ment they have to the two . 
professors in question." 

According to reliable ac­
counts of the closed-door 
discussions. Campbell was 
joined in his request for 
postponement by Dr. John 
H. Lawrence, a retired 
member of the Berkeley 
faculty, and Mrs. Cather­
tneHearst. 

These regents first asked 
for a two-month delay on 
Kaplan and Zellll.k. but a 
eo m promise engineered 

by regents Edward W. 
Cart e l' and W ill i a m 
French Smith-presiding 
O\'er his first meeting as 
newly elected board chair­
mall-gave them 15 days. 

J! four or more regents 
ask for a further delay 
within the l;:H:Iay period, 
·both promotions will be 
put over for a discussion 
at the September regents' 
meeting, (The board does 
not meet in August.) 

• Othel'wise, when the lrro 
clay period ends on Aug. 6, 
UC President Charles J. 
Hitch will i n form the 
chancellor!; of the Berke­
ley and UCLA campusC!s 
that the promotions are 
approved. 

Dr. Angus Taylor, vice 
president for academic af· 
fairs, said "curriculum vi· 
tae" on Kaplan and Zelnik 
were mailed to all 24 reo 
gents Tuesday. 

Personnel Records 
These include e d u c a­

tional history, em p 1 0 y­
ment record, honor!; and 
recognitions, a list of pub­
lished articles and books. a 
record of university ser­
vice and the names of 
scholars in other universi­
ties who were asked to 
comment on the work of 
the two. Taylor said. 

'\:'hether this listing or 
largely b i 0 gra p hi cal 
mat e ria 1 .w i 11 satisfy 
Campbell's request for 
"evaluations· remains to 
be seen. 

Although Campbell in­
sisted he did not act out of 
political motives in the 
Kaplan and Zelnik cases, 
he said he has long 
thought there was a need 
for "balancing the faculty" 
by bringing in more 
professors with conser.a­
tive points of .... iew . 

Lawrence also has com­
plained that . left wingers 
control important faculty 
committees and, therefore, 
hiring policies at UC Berk­
eley. 

, ~Wlil uuu'~ lJ4~': ill uc:wv­
eratle voice for the faculty 
at Berkeley,· Lawrence 
said at a meeting of the re­
gents' Educational Policy 
Committee last week. "It's 

u." "Ct.4~lo~ .. " .... ~.. w 
vott for ••• they (faculty 
members seeking commit· 
tee posts) are all too far to 
the left." 

Howe\'er. Hitch said the 

.t>l4ugc:L \..UUUlllLLc:Il, lWiU 

faculty authority on per­
sonnel matters on the 

.tiur~.)' I:CiWjli.Lt, 1.11 ... 

pretty stalwart conserva­
tiv~ group." Regent Denies Politics 
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DAY IN SACRAMENTO 
THE GOVERNOR 

But Signed 
Water:-Specifles that no 

p~son shall be excused fr(lto 
testifying before the State 
Water Resourctls Con t r 0 1 
Board on grounds that bis 
testimony may tend to incri­
minate him or subject him to 
any penalty, Speiclfles that 
no person shall be criminally 
prosecuted or be subiect to 
any criminal penalty because 
of testimony before the 
board; AB 1242, Porter (D, 
Compton. 

THE ASSE~mLY 
Bills Passed 

Smog-Provides $9.2 mil­
lion {Of smog research; SB 
848, Cologne (R·Indio). 

Population-Provides $50" 
000 for study of' effects of 
population gJ.'owth on envil', 
onmental quality; SB 186, Ne­
jedly IR-Walnut Creek). 

Pickets-Makes it mi$de­
meanor to picket in or near 
courthouse with intent to in. 
fluence judge, jUry or witnes· 
ses; SB 1416, Grunsky (R. 
Watsonville). 

Sex-0rders University of 
Camornla Regents to review 
hiring and promotion policie.!I 
to eliminate discrimination 
Oil basis of sex; SB 1203, Dy· 
mally (D·Los Angeles). 

Indians-Creates American 
I nd ian, Education Council 
and all Indian education 
bureau in State Education 
Depal'tment; SII 872, Rodda 
(P·Sacramento). 

Qpen space-Specifies state 
may pay local governments 
{or lost revenue from proper· 
ty talC breaks for agricultural 

, land put under OPen space 
I act; AB 626, SUern (D·Bakers· 

field). 
JlJgln1'llys-R e vis e l! the 

formula for splitting High· 
way Fund eJqlenditures be­
tween northern counties and 
southern counties from pre­
sent 45% for the north and 
55% {or the lSouth to 40% 
and 60% respectively; SB 85, 
~Iil\S (D-San Diego). 

THESENArE 
Bills Passed 
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Dhlcrimlnation - Forbids 
job discrimination against 
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, .ex; AB 22, Warren (o·Los 
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Wellare - IncrelllScs basic 
!;1."ant to welfare families 
with dependent children for 
the first time since 1957, pas­
~es along $7.50 in increased 
Social Security, added bene. 
fits to some aged, blind and 
disabled aid recipients and 
makes other changes regard­
ing welfai:e abuses and cuts 
in certain health and dental 
services; AB 1360, Duffy (R· 
Hanford). 

Bill Defeated 
'De(ellder - Would have 

created the appointive post of 
statewide public defender to 
provide legal aSSistance on 
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IReaga~ Denounces 
: 2 Regents as Liars 
After Angry Debate 

Dutton, a Democratic regent 
and critic of the Governor, said 
that the delay would smother 
discussion "imtil after the elec· 
tion sO nobody is embarrassed." 

A few minutes later the reo 
SAN FRANCISCO, Oct. 16 gents adjourned. Governor Rea· 

(UPI)-GoV. Ronald Reagan got gan . walked aro\llld the table 
into a shouting match with two to Mr. Dutton. 1 

members of the University of Shaking his finger, he said. 
California Board of Regents to- "You are trying to use this 
day and called· one of them "a board for politics." 
lying son of a bitch. .. . "But you've been doing it, 

The ·exchange at the close ot Governor," said Mr. Simon and 
a board meeting followed a de~ Mr. Dutton, almost in unison, 
cision to put over until next as dozens of spectators and reo 
month a· discussion of a can· gents gathered around. 
troversial proposal for the en· "You are a lying son of a 
largement of a planned city bitch," Governor Reagan said, 
near the Irvine campus of the looking toward Mr. Dutton. 
state universIty system.' "You've been doing it and 

One. regent, Norton Simon you've been caught with your 
had asserted that the proposed pants down on· this one:' re­
action would enrich the Irvine torted Mr. Simon. 
Company, owner of the land, At a news conference later, 
by tens of millions of dollars., the Governor caUed Mr. Dutton 

After the vote, Frederick G. and Mr. Simon "outright liars." 
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P.ROBE sri RS QUESTION 

Regen,ts~.;U( Deals:' 
Who Benefits' Most? 

BY NOEL GREENwOOD 
-n- ___ _ 

An investi~tion into' busi~ 
rlealings bet\veen the University of 
California and its regents has so far 
raised m:lre Questions than answers. 

The first -results of the investiga 
tion were put before the Assem~l~ 
EduC'dtion Committee at a heannl 
last week in San Jose. 

Further hearings likely will b 
heJd and the investigation is con 
tinuing, but the central question il 
already deal': . 

Have individual regents used thell 
position to persuade the universit~ 
to enter into business deals that be 
nefit the individual regents morE 
than the university? 

A report from the state auditor ge 
neral's office contained ample sug· 
gestions that that indeed has hap 
pened. A top university spokesmar 
argued that it h~'11't. 

i\I ost attention is focused on ~ 
SlO.7 million business arrangemenl 
between regent Edwin W. Pauley 0: 
Los Angeles and five top UC offici· 
also including President Charles J 
Hitch. ". 

The auditor general's report sug· 
gested that: 

-The university, which was sup 
posed to receive a modest cash gift 
from the deal, may actually have 
come out a losbr. 

-:Millions in university funds thaI 
were invested in a Chicago bank 
may have been placed there to as­
sure the deal's success. 

Tax Law Loophole 
The arrangement ga\"e Pauley 

needed working capital that he may 
not ha\"e otherwise been able to 
raise, and may have resulted in a tax 
benefit of more than $2 million for 
Pauley. 

TIle investigation is also delving 
Into the joint purchase. of a house 
and Japanese style garden near 
UCLA by regent Edward W. Carter 
of Los Angeles and the university. 
and the involvement of Carter and 
regent William French Smith with 
the Irvine Co. 

In effect, the Pauley arrangement 
bad its origins in federal tax laws 
that set a limit on the amount·oCtax 
deductions an oil company could 
claim under the 27~% depletion ai­
lowance. 

A loophole in the la\'ll' allowed the 
oil company to evade the limit under 
a so-called ·can·e-out." where the 
company, through a middleman, ne­
gotiated a sizable loan on its potenti­
al oil production. 

The five UC officials set up a non­
profit corporation in 1966 that acted 
as the middleman for a $10.7 million 
loai( to Pauley's oil company, Pauley 
Petroleum Inc., from First National 
Bank of Chicago. 

, NOlle Profited Penonally 
N' one of the five profited personal­

Iv from the traltSaction. And $24,000 
that. the corporation has receh'"ed 
thus.far for playing the middleman 
role has been given to the university 
as· originally planned. 

What has legislators concerned 
was summed up by Assemblyman 
Leroy F. Greene (O-Sacramento) 
during the San Jose bearing. 

"The question," Greene said, "is 
not legality. The question is proprie­
ty in regard to the particular people 
involved," 
. Treasurer Owsley B. Hammond. 

the· university's spokesman at the 
rrearing. wag:queStioned 'Sharply ~n: 
this. poiil1: by. committee mem~, 
,vho were. not aI,ways satisfied "\'lith 
l1is answers. 

After Hammond said the arrange­
ment had the official approval of UC 
regents,. Assemblyman John -Stull 
[R.Leucadia)·asked whether any re-

gent· had quetianed ... the ethicS fa. 
volved." 

"To my knowledge, that did not 
come up, sir,· Hammond replied. . 

Comlnittee members reacted In· . 
dignantly to Hammond's description 
of the arrangement as "not in any 
way·unusual" and his 1.iew that UC 
·would be remiss in its duty· if it -
had not entered ·into the arrange;. 
ment. . 

Hammond 'said . several .pri\'ate 
universities and charitableinstitu­
tionShave benefited in the past frOm 
such arrangements with Pauley pe­
troleum and other oil companies, . 
and ·Pauley SCI'V no reason why UC 
should not benefit also.' . 

Corporation Defended 
"After careful investigation and 

disC'Ussion, It he said. "it was decided 
the university would be remiss in its 
duty in not forming (the nonprofit . 
corporation) and thus allowing gift 
proceeds to go elsewhere rather 
than to the benefit of the universi­
ty," 

But Assemblyman Stull insisted 
the arrangement was unusual be· 
cause it was the fIrSt instance of a 
public institution in California being 
involved-and with one of its own . 
regents, 

The auditor general's report, pre­
sented by Walter J. Quinn. audit 
manager, hit hard at whether the 
university had indeed benefited at 
all from the arrangement. . 

Quinn said UC ofrrlcalS had raned . 
to keep records of what it cost th.e 
university in legal and administra· 
tive work to carry out the arrange­
ment. 

Pleas. Turn to Page 3:; CoL 1 

P.ROBE sri RS QUESTION 

Regen,ts~.;U( Deals:' 
Who Benefits' Most? 

BY NOEL GREENwOOD 
-n- ___ _ 

An investi~tion into' busi~ 
rlealings bet\veen the University of 
California and its regents has so far 
raised m:lre Questions than answers. 

The first -results of the investiga 
tion were put before the Assem~l~ 
EduC'dtion Committee at a heannl 
last week in San Jose. 

Further hearings likely will b 
heJd and the investigation is con 
tinuing, but the central question il 
already deal': . 

Have individual regents used thell 
position to persuade the universit~ 
to enter into business deals that be 
nefit the individual regents morE 
than the university? 

A report from the state auditor ge 
neral's office contained ample sug· 
gestions that that indeed has hap 
pened. A top university spokesmar 
argued that it h~'11't. 

i\I ost attention is focused on ~ 
SlO.7 million business arrangemenl 
between regent Edwin W. Pauley 0: 
Los Angeles and five top UC offici· 
also including President Charles J 
Hitch. ". 

The auditor general's report sug· 
gested that: 

-The university, which was sup 
posed to receive a modest cash gift 
from the deal, may actually have 
come out a losbr. 

-:Millions in university funds thaI 
were invested in a Chicago bank 
may have been placed there to as­
sure the deal's success. 

Tax Law Loophole 
The arrangement ga\"e Pauley 

needed working capital that he may 
not ha\"e otherwise been able to 
raise, and may have resulted in a tax 
benefit of more than $2 million for 
Pauley. 

TIle investigation is also delving 
Into the joint purchase. of a house 
and Japanese style garden near 
UCLA by regent Edward W. Carter 
of Los Angeles and the university. 
and the involvement of Carter and 
regent William French Smith with 
the Irvine Co. 

In effect, the Pauley arrangement 
bad its origins in federal tax laws 
that set a limit on the amount·oCtax 
deductions an oil company could 
claim under the 27~% depletion ai­
lowance. 

A loophole in the la\'ll' allowed the 
oil company to evade the limit under 
a so-called ·can·e-out." where the 
company, through a middleman, ne­
gotiated a sizable loan on its potenti­
al oil production. 

The five UC officials set up a non­
profit corporation in 1966 that acted 
as the middleman for a $10.7 million 
loai( to Pauley's oil company, Pauley 
Petroleum Inc., from First National 
Bank of Chicago. 

, NOlle Profited Penonally 
N' one of the five profited personal­

Iv from the traltSaction. And $24,000 
that. the corporation has receh'"ed 
thus.far for playing the middleman 
role has been given to the university 
as· originally planned. 

What has legislators concerned 
was summed up by Assemblyman 
Leroy F. Greene (O-Sacramento) 
during the San Jose bearing. 

"The question," Greene said, "is 
not legality. The question is proprie­
ty in regard to the particular people 
involved," 
. Treasurer Owsley B. Hammond. 

the· university's spokesman at the 
rrearing. wag:queStioned 'Sharply ~n: 
this. poiil1: by. committee mem~, 
,vho were. not aI,ways satisfied "\'lith 
l1is answers. 

After Hammond said the arrange­
ment had the official approval of UC 
regents,. Assemblyman John -Stull 
[R.Leucadia)·asked whether any re-

gent· had quetianed ... the ethicS fa. 
volved." 

"To my knowledge, that did not 
come up, sir,· Hammond replied. . 

Comlnittee members reacted In· . 
dignantly to Hammond's description 
of the arrangement as "not in any 
way·unusual" and his 1.iew that UC 
·would be remiss in its duty· if it -
had not entered ·into the arrange;. 
ment. . 

Hammond 'said . several .pri\'ate 
universities and charitableinstitu­
tionShave benefited in the past frOm 
such arrangements with Pauley pe­
troleum and other oil companies, . 
and ·Pauley SCI'V no reason why UC 
should not benefit also.' . 

Corporation Defended 
"After careful investigation and 

disC'Ussion, It he said. "it was decided 
the university would be remiss in its 
duty in not forming (the nonprofit . 
corporation) and thus allowing gift 
proceeds to go elsewhere rather 
than to the benefit of the universi­
ty," 

But Assemblyman Stull insisted 
the arrangement was unusual be· 
cause it was the fIrSt instance of a 
public institution in California being 
involved-and with one of its own . 
regents, 

The auditor general's report, pre­
sented by Walter J. Quinn. audit 
manager, hit hard at whether the 
university had indeed benefited at 
all from the arrangement. . 

Quinn said UC ofrrlcalS had raned . 
to keep records of what it cost th.e 
university in legal and administra· 
tive work to carry out the arrange­
ment. 

Pleas. Turn to Page 3:; CoL 1 



Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner.  Further reproduction prohibited without permission.

REGENTS-UC 
{,ontinued from Third Pag4 He r\enied the invest· 

ments were a condition 01 
the loan, saying: "TherE 
was no pressure from the 
bank at all." 

He ;;aid that cost-whic1 
has been continuing fOI 

four years - could wei 
cancel out the 524,000 thE 
university h" l> realize<: 
from the arrangeiuent. 

Ham mond's prepared 
1'tatement said the cost 
"hal': not been sig::$ficant 
In relation to the size 01 
the gifts. ~ Bllt under re· 
pea ted questioning, he 
('onceded he had no fi· 
j:!Ure~ to confirm or deny 
Quinn'R allegation. 

It was Quinn who we 
the deal g a v ePa u 1 e :y 
working capital that he 
might not ha\'e raised oth­
erwise, and that the taJc 
benefit to Pauley could be 
more than $2 million. 

"You're still not able to 
tell WI whether vou'ye 
made a dime?" Assembly­
man Greene demanded. 

It was also Quinn who 
di~c1osod that ,the transac­
tion Will' a $10.7 million 
deal, nearly double the 
$:.1.8 million originally re­
ported. 

Hammond, in his testi­
mony, noted that changes 
in the federal tax law have 
now eliminated the bene­
fit of arrangements like 
that between Paulcy and 
thefh'c UC official.~. 

1-1 am m 0 n d acknow­
Jedged that was so. He 
:.:aid the university attor­
n e :\"1'; and 0 the r shad 
worked on the ;;'iTange­
mcnt along with their oth-
1'1' uutiet'-3i': they do with 
all ,c-ifts to the univer"ity. 

The joint purcha~e of the 
house and .Japanese-style 
garden liy rarter and til!'! 
unh'er~itv )'uisc5 several 
doubts. 'Quinn told the 
hearing. 

Hammond uellieo th;~t 
lhe \lni\'l~rsit\" had h,ve"t-
1'(1 millions· of itf( OI\'n 
fund" in the Chicago hank 
to ;tlarantee the deal 
would go through. 

Cal'ter gave the unh'er­
::;itv S20:t62:> in stock. The 
un'i"ersity sold the stock. 
and used $178,730 of the 
proceeds to buy the gar­
den as well as title to the 
hou8e when Carter dies. 

Investments Jump 
Quinn said that although 

T'C investments in the 
('hicago bank dated back 
10 JG64. they Jumped 
~lwrpJy in 1!l6G when the 
Paule:: arrangement ,,'as 
made. 

Carter, in the meantime, 
paid $75,000 for the house, 

Quinn said Carter en­
jo\"ed ta....: benefits from the 
ileal. and has nearh- ex­
I"!u~i\'e u:,;c of the gardcn 
which is being maintained 
at univcrsitv e.,pen~e. 

1n fad. ~aid Quinn, a~ 
the loan amount to Pau!<'\' 

t hrou;zh the middlc:m::n 
('(I:·pol'ation-ro~c. ~o did 
1111' lInin~r~it\"·~ in\"('~t· 
m('nt~ in the'C h i (.,~ 0 

h<lnk. hitting a peak or 
~'I"l million in 1fJ68. 

Quinn :-:aid that although 
11e ha~ not talked with 
hank official':, it would be 
;l ";::ood ~ss\lmption" that 
the bank required the uni­
"cr!'i!\' to mal,e additional 
inn?st"mellt::: <1::: a condition 
of the loan. 

(Q"Je~tion\'d hy The 
Time~. a b:mk ~pokc,m1an 
>'airi it i~ "a 11 ~ a 1 ute 1 ~. 
1'I1I1'UI'" that thl'! bunk re­
Ul1ired the IT i 11 \' est-
111('11<" n, a condition of the 
In''l1. , 

,"I (';1I1 )ledet'll," hon:.!st­
h· ""'" In \'011 Ih:.t in th'" 
whole procc"s of l11<1kin;:: 
1 h('-e rI(,<l l~ I \\"a,< 11C"1'1' 

n"n' ~\"arl' 1 h<1t the Cni­
\'r1'"il \' of (";:li(ornia h<lri 
.ill'· fl1\"I',-t01cnt~ in thi$ 
1,;\;,1;." ,;lid I:kh"rd L. 
r·\""n~. Ih.· 1-"il',:t Xational 
\' i r,' r I' I' :' i r1 r n t whl) 
lla ndlrrl the tl';If,~;,,-tion.) 

l' 11 cl c r 'i 11 (' ~tioning. 
Quinn aI~o ,:aid it was not 
;;cr.er<1I polity for any 
public agen('Y in Califor­
nia to make :,ueh im'est­
men!" out of the ~t:lt('. 

Loss Possible 
He ~dded that lhc lln;­

'. (' r ~ i 1;: may ha\'c In, .. t 
,'IIn1C monl'Y on the inn'~I­
l11('n\.< h~' pbdn:;: lhl'm 
'.":\:11 thl' Chh-:l::;O hunk at a 
;'1\':1'1" 1"lle or il1t('rc>'t 'thall 
1 he," m"" ha\'e 4~arncd in Ol 
Cnl'if(\1'nla hank. 

l.f:lmmond. 011C or the 
nye l'C (lrfici~l;; im'ol\"Ct\ 
in the' (·orporation. also 
1'''1~: rol" 1 hI' uni\'('r~ity'" 
;:l\'I'~tments in hi~ 4:<lpaC'i­
II" :1:' tre:l"Urel·. 
, nut hI' ,,;aid that to rom' 

pal'(' l"C im'f'''tmen(~ in 
lhp. ("hi\"<1,'::;o bank \\"ith t11C 

In:m ll"an~act;o;"J~ \\'n~ "to 
I o~l tlr,' thE' f<:1('t,,: arid in':!: 

"I am the' regent>" ;;1-
\ 1":'1 n1C'llt orfi('cr and ('(In 
Irll YOU not on,," lhe1'" ',I':::" 

110 ·l'ri;ltion"hil). hut abo 
the !>r>",:ihility of ~uch a 1"1'­

lation"hip lIid not enter 
In\' mind," 

ilummond .ldmiUerl that 
m 0 ~ t 'CC ban k invest­
ment,: are kept in Califor­
nii;!. btlt l'a;d the Chicaoro 
hank happen('d to he orrer­
in;; hi;her interc,:1. ('~<"1' 
time 'CC" im'cst('c1 il~ mo­
nE'Y (herc. 

He added that because of 
thE' costs incurred bv the 
university. there is doubt 
a~ to wheth'er the univer­
sit\' will be financially 
ahead when it fmally gets 
total control of the proper­
ty, 

Use Questioned 
Quinn also said there 

are questions as to how 
mu<"h u~e t:CLA gets out 
of the 1,orarden. 

Hammond. the t"C trea­
"urer; was unable to ;;a)' 
how mut'h the unh'er"ity 
j, $pcnding to maintain 
the !(arden nor to what ex­
tenl.~ it j,;; being used for 
'"(,LA 4:1s!5sCS or 80cial 
[un(·tions. 

tillt nc ~alU It IS prOaa!)l., 
the greatest garden of it! 
t~'pe in the world;" and de· 
dared: "I do know that the 
l-orardcn i~ useful for teach· 
in,t:! purpo!<el'." 

lIe ga\'e land':C'ape gar' 
(lcnin£ classes as an ex, 

, al11;)le~ " 
I!clations bCIWE'en incH­

, yitlual regent:; and the Jr, 
, ,'ine Co. ha,.,c been se\'ert'­

ly criticized by Regent 
Xorton Simon. 

Conflict Possible 
But the auditor general's 

Tel)ort anI\" said that the 
J1o'-~ibi1it~' 'of conniet of in­
tCI'('~t could exi$t in the- fu­
tUI'(' for two regent!'. Car­
t4'I' and Smith. 

Carter i,.: a memher of 
the I l' ,. i 11 C Foundation, 
which h"" eontroJling in­
t I':'e~t in tIle Irvine Co. 
:-imith j): a partner in the 
hI\' firm which represents 
!1,'ine Co. intel'ests. 

Their connectionl' with 
Jrvine Co. ha\"t:~ been criti­
cized becauRe the l;C Ir­
vine campus figure5 im­
portantly in the Irvine 
Co.',.; Yast O)'an;;e County 
tle\·clopment. 

Said Quinn in his report: 
"The qucstion concern­

illS the futul'l' develop­
ment or the h,'inc Co. 
land. where ('hnn~e;: in the 
utiginal ma,:tcr pian might 
occ'ur. would require the 
"nh'er~ity rc;;enb' appro­
v",1. 

"I n the ea~e of Regents 
Cartel' and Smith, it ap­
}leal'S that a conflict of in­
lel'est could occur." 

Hammond .aid "there 
"l'eTns 10 be nQ po~sibility 
"I' qut'>'tion of conflict of 
il1tel"('~l: 

He (k~(·ri\.ted the Irvine 
I"oundalion <IS "a charita­
ble trust in which he (Car­
ter) (~ould not TJo~~ibh' 
ha\"e any per,.:on;.:'1 inter­
c:-:t." 

.\s to Smith. Hammond 
~aid he "has scrupulously 
avoided taking part in the 
(Ii.;:eu~~jon of or voting on 
1111:\1 matters concerning 
t;le. regents and the Ir'\"ine 
Co. 
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the loan, saying: "TherE 
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c:-:t." 

.\s to Smith. Hammond 
~aid he "has scrupulously 
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Keep Politics Out of Education 
The Speaker 'Of the Assembly is, under 

J;he constitution, an ex-officio member of 
: .. ':the Board of Regents of the University of 
: California. By statutory law, he also sits 
· With the State Board of College Trustees. 
· But he is not permitted to vote or other-
· 'Wise participate in formal proceedings of 
· thf' trnlct:E'eS. 

" '-Proposition 7 would amend the constitu· 
· ;tion to give the Speaker the same right to 
'it voice and vote on the college board that 

· be now enjoys as an ex-officio regent. 
The lieutenant governor, who is pr6id­

lng officer of the Senate, has voting rights 
, on both boards, thus proponents contend 
· the measure is necessary to achieve equity 
for the presiding officer of the Assembly. 

_ Proposition 7 js. however, a step in the 
, wrong ,mrection. The thrust should be to­
ward reducing, rather than increasing, the 

, number of ex-officio political members on 
~ both boards. 

A Constitutio!! Revision Commission 
J~taff report eal':y in 1969 pointed to the 
danger of political intetference in having 

'.elected state officials (governor, lieuten­
'.ant governor, Assembly speaker and su­
perintendent of public instruction) on the 
,board of regents. The commission report 
·warned of the danger that the best inter-
· ests of the uruver:;ity might become suber­
: dinate to political interests. 
, . Later that year the education committee 
of the commission voted. to eliminate all 
ex-officio regents except the president of 

the university. The Times observed editori­
ally then that ·Some ex-officio members 
have used board meetings as political plat­
forms-to the detriment of a great institu· 
tion.-

Unfortunately, the whole commission's 
final recommendation called only for eli­
mination of two non-office-bolding ex-offi· 
cio. regents. 

The Times,believes the 1971 Legislature 
should reduce the number of elected offici­
als on both the Board of Regents and the 
Board of College Trustees. 

ConSonant ,with thit 'view, we recom­
mend a NO vote on Proposition 7. 
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Students' Drive 
for Part'in UC 
Affairs Gaining 

Regents' Committee OKs 
Move Granting Greater 
Role in Decision-Making 

BY WILLIAM. TROMBLEY 
Timn Education Wnff:r 

A strenuous effort by University 
of California student leaders to oh­
tain a greater student voice in l:C 
decision-making hegan to payoff at 
a Board of Regents meeting here 
Thursday. 

The regents' educational policy 
committee, meeting at th~ Down­
town Extension Center at lIth and 
Grand, recommended that the full 
Board of Regents approve a change 
in standing orders to permit student 
participation in decision-making at 
the departmental level. 

Present standing orders theoreti­
cally prevent stUdents from voting 
on departmental issues, 

However, as a practical matter 
some departments on some lie cam­
puses encourage student participa­
tion in decisions abolIt curriculum . 
.-\. few even permit sturlents to yote 
on crucial personnel questions such 
as hiring, promotion and the grant­
ing of tenure. 

Called Necessary Step 
But Keith SchWer, undergraduat~ 

student body president at UCLA., 
~aid the change in standing order~ 
was "a necessary first step" toward 
achieving widespread sturlent vot­
ing participation in the academic de­
partments. 

More stu den t involvement is 
'needed, Schiller said in an inter­
dew, because the present system re­
wards research and ignores teach­
Ing. 

"The amount of attention the [n­
culty pa~'s to teaching ability in 
making tenure derisions is almo~t 
nil," Schiller said. "It's so ob\'iousl~' 
apparent that people with good 
teaching skills are not being given 
tenure." 

As examples, he cited the recent 
cases of UCLA aSoistant professors 
Edward Graham, chemistry. and 
Jules Zentner, Scandinavian langua­
ges, who are "excellent teachers," 
Schiller said, but were not granted 
tenure "because they didn't publish 
enough." 

Pete Bouvier, graduate student 
body president at UCLA, said there 
is a glut of unimportant published 
research material in some fields be­
cause professors must publish in or· 
del' to be promoted. 

"Our point is that it is important 
Please Turn to Page 28, Col. 1 
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STUDENTS' ROLE 
Continued from Third Page 

for a Jlrofe~sor to keep up 
with his field but not nee­
e,sari1:v to publish," Bou­
Yiel" said. 

Bouvier, Schiller and 
other student leaders car­
ried this message up and 
down the state in recent 
wee1,s, visiting 18 of the 2-1. 
fegents. 

lnrluded wos a T\1esday 
"isit to Go\'. Reagan. who, 
~chillet said, was "s~ .. m­
pathetic to our concerns 
about teaching." 

However, the u C L A 
st udent leader said there 
\I'ere "some differences" 
hetween 5 t u den t crili­
cisms of the tenure system 
and the governor's. 

"He seems to think that 
tenure protects a lot of 
left.wing professors and 
all that, while we're con­
cerned about tenure be­
cause it protects incompe­
tent teachers," he said. 

All the student lobbying 
paid of( Thursday when 
Regent .John E. Canaday 
introduced a resolution to ! 

the educational pol icy 
committee, urging the full I 

board to adopt tlie change 
in standing orders. 

If the regents approve 
this change next month it 
will be up to DC Prcsid~nt 
Charles .r. Hitch and the 
nine campus chancellors 
to decide who can vote in 
departmental meetings. 

Tuition Increase 
I n another action, the 

regents' finance commit­
tee voted to increaiie non­
resident tuition from $1.-
200 to $1,500 per year and 
also to increase the nonre­
fundable application fce 
from $10 10 $:20. 

Discussion of GO\-. Rca­
gan's proposed Ifl7l 7'2 
u nh'ersily bud get was 
postponed until today. 

There were indications 
that Hitch will not seek 
regen ts authority to ask 
the Legislature to supple­
ment the governor's budg­
et because he is not sure a 

resolution along the s e 
lines would be approved 
hy the board, now domin­
ate ri h Y Rea g a n a p­
Jlointecs. 
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The Day in 
Sacramento 

A liinnlnlal'Y or 3101jor '\"tlon 
:\lon.13;~;t .Jnne 1·1 

'fHIl: .\SSE~mf,l: 
Rm" l'OI~s"d 

R"th'''Jllent - Woul<l 1\1· 
~rease retirement benefl1~ fOl' 
~Oll1e per~olls under the I'uh· 
lie EmJlloye~ Hctil'emcnt ::;ys· 
lnm; SS :HO, Gl'unsky m· 
\\'alSOl1v!llel, 

Relt-Would forbid puhlic 
insti1ullons of highel' learn· 
Ing from refusing admi~s[on 
10 ,l:raduate progl'anlS on the 
hasl~ of sex alone; AS 7:t!, 
Brathwaite (D·Los Angeles'. 

l.alld-Would authorize the 
~Iate to offer surplu~ land to 
Jo<:~l governmcnt" fOl' purk 
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FACULTY IDEA 

Conduct ,Code' 
for UC Regents, 
Students Urged 

BY WILLIAM TROMBLEY 
_ 1'IIIIU EduCII' .... Wrlhlr 

Now that University of California 
faculty members have developed a 
code of conduct and responsibility, 
the students, administrators and re­
gents of the university should do 
likewise, a UC Berkeley anthropolo­
gy proCessor believes. 

Laura Nadel', a Berkeley delegate 
to the UC faculty:s statewide Acade­
mic Assembly. has pl'Oposed that 
other segments of the university 
community join the faculty in a 
"reassessment of rights and respon­
sibilities. • 

Dr. Nader's proposal will be voted 
on when the Assembly meets at 
UCLA next Tuesday. 

In an interview Dr. Nader-Ralph 
Nader's older sister-asked, ·What 
happens if a regent does something 
detrimental to the I.tniversity. ]ike 
misusing public funds~ 

"Whal. happens when an arlminis­
t1'ator takes action that triggers a 
riot-is he respomdble for that?" 

As an example of regental miscon­
duct she cited the hoard's recent 
support oC the General Motors mall­
agement in a proxy fight again"t 
"Campaign GM" proposals advance!1 
by her brother. 

Calls It Detrimental 
"That's not criminal but it's eel'· 

tainly detrimental to the public in­
terest," Dr, Nader said. 

The anthropologist said the year­
long faculty search for a suitable 
conduct code has been "healthy" but 
she added, "the fact that they (re­
gents and administrators) would ask 
tiS to do it and not think of them· 
seh'es as part of the same enterprise 
is surprising.' 

Dr. Nader .said it would be "educa­
tional, for the people of the state, as 
well as the various components of 
the university," for x:egents. admin­
istrators and students to define their 
rights and responsibilities. 

Another reason for her proposal is 
"to get the faculty orr the defensh:e: 
she said. 

"The faculty is so busy lnlcking up, 
defending their jobs and academic 
freedom and so on, they have forgot­
ten that the best defense is to take 
the offense." 

Dt'. Nader said she wouln not mind 
neing told how to beha\'e by regent::; 
and administrators "jf these gu~'!'l all 
had track records. 1 don't mind a 
guy with a track record telling me to 
shape up,:: 

She propol;ed hp.l' condud rode at 
Ihe last meeting of the Academic As­
sembly but it was not discussed. 

A Colleague Disagrees 
After the meeting anothel' r~c 

professor said she though t the 
proposal was a bad idea becau~e 
"we should get our own house in or­
der first." 

To which Dr. Nader replied, 
"Look, sweetie, it's the same house. 
There's no point in cleaning up a 
puddle on the floor when the pipes 
are leaking upstah's," 

The Berkeley professor said !"11e 
thought her resolution would be ap­
proved by the Assemhly he cause 
"it'!" a motherhood thing-how can 
they say flO?" 

HOWe\'cI\ other faculty member,; 
said they thought the proposal 
would encounter 8tm opposition and 
might not paE's. 

Dr. Nader has been an anthropolo­
gy professor at UC Berkeley since 
1960. Her field is comparath'e law 
and comparath'e society. 

She is vice chairman of the an­
thropology department and i!; a 
member oC several national scholar­
ly committees. 

She is married to Norman l\nIle­
rrm, a physiCist at the Lawrence Ra­
diation Laboratory at lJC Berkeley, 
They have three children, 
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. Regentsl Group OKs 
I nterest-Con·flict . Plan 

Provisions Would Call for Disclosures, 
Bar Salaries and Allow Some Gifts to UC 

SAX FRA~CISCO - A 
conflict-of-interest policy 
aimed at pre\-enting mem­
bers of the 'University of 
California Board of Re­
gents from making per­
sonal gain out of unh-ersi­
ty transactions was ap­
proved Thursday by the 
Regents' Finance Commit­
tee. 

The policy grew out of 
charges by the Assembly 
Education Committee and 
the state auditor general's 
office that "improprieties 
may ha\"e been im'olved" 
in transactions in\'ol"dng 
Regents Edward W. Car­
ter and Edwin W. Pauley_ 

liC President Charles J. 
Hitch said he disagreed 
that there was any wrong­
doing but then proposed 
these policy guidelines, 
which were accepted by 
the committee: 
-A regent shall disclose 

'the existence of any per­
sonal financial interest· in 
a matter being discussed 
by the board, shall refrain 
from participating in the 
discussion or voting and 
shall leave the room dur­
ing executive discussions 
of such matters. 

-A regent will be con­
sidered to have "a person­
al fin a n cia I interest" 
if a transaction im'olves 
purchase or sale of proper­
ty owned by the regent or 
his immediate family, or if 
it im'olves a business con­
cern in which the regent 
owns at least 3,:"~ of the 
stock. 

-Regents shall receive 
no salarl' for their sen-ices 
on the board but ma,- be 
paid for expenses im'olved 
in attending meetings. 

-The policy does not 
bar regents from making 
gift~ to the university or 
from being "recognized in 
the naming of facilities or 
other appropriate tributes 
to donors." 

The Assembly Educa­
tion Com mit tee que~­
tinned a $10.7 million busi­
ness arrangement involv­
ing Pauley and five DC or­
ficials. including Hitch. 
that enabled Paulev's oil 
company to obtain it loan 
from a Chicago bank. 

The committee also crit­
icized the joint purchase 
of a Bel-Air home and Ja­
panese style garden hy 
Carter and the university. 

The committee's criti­
cisms were based on inves­
tigations by the state audi­
tor general, who found 
tha t the s e transactions 
may have benefited Carter 
and Pauley more than 
they did the University of 
California. 

Deadline Set 
The committee asked the 

- uni\-ersity to de\'elop a 
'conflict-of-interest policy 

. by Sept.!. 
Hitch said the policy 

guidelines adopted Thurs­
.day would not necessarily 
pre"eEt similar deals in 

the future but would re­
quire the regent inyoh'ed 
to disclose his interest in 
advance and would prohi­
bit him from voting on the 
issues when they come be­
fore the board. 

Regents' chairman ",oil· 
liam French Smith called 
the guidelines "a tougher 
conflict-of-interest policy 
than any I knO\\- of.' 

Fire Equipment 
In another committee 

session at the rc Exten­
sion Center here the re­
gents were wld it "'ould 
cost $9.5 million to provide 
proper fire-fighting and 
detection equipment in all 
buildings on all nine rc 
campuses. 

After hearing that fire 
protection is inadequate 
on many campuses, Regent 
William E. Forbes said he 
was "absolutely appalled 
and frightened.' 

Forbes urged the board 
to develop a fire protec­
tion policy and moYed to 
"terminate use of all build­
ings not up to safety stan­
dards" in the meantime. 

Motion Tabled 
The Forbes motion was 

tabled by the grounds and 
buildings committee but 
Regent William K. Cob­
lentz asked the adminis­
tration to produce a uni­
yersity fire protection pol­
icy and a complete list of 
unsafe buildings in time 
for the next regents' meet­
in~ in September. . 

The regents' educational 
policy committee turned 
down a recommendation 
that a UC San Diego stu­
dent-faculty group known 
as the "Learning Commu­
nity" be permitted to oper­
ate an e),:penmental ele­
mentarv school in an un­
used storage building on 
the DCSD campus. 
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