
Interview 
Drive, 

McCULLOCH: If you'd 1 ike to overall now, then r• 

KERR: Irvine I was in 

, you called centers 

for the University three new campuses. I was 

adopted in principle by the Board Regents 

decided to ahead principle with one campus in San 

area, one in Los Angeles area, and one in the Bay Area. 

McCULLOCH: I remember that meeting because you were elected president. 

KERR: That's correct. I remember the date ·and the location. And, then, also, 

they said that at some point they wanted to start a campus San 

Joaquin Valley, which has never been done. Nothing was really 

about this until I became president. And there had been an earlier 

debate as to whether or not we needed any new campuses at all. was 

when I was chancellor at Berkeley. I developed the first 

that any campus ever had. And we came out with the figure which I now 

¥o•~~~·~, because I think it's too high--27,500 at Berkeley. We 

figure taking a look at how bi& Berkeley had been during the G.I. 

which was about 23,000. We figured we had to have something more 

that. After I consulted-·! don't know--over several years endlessly with 

various faculty groups, we recommended 27,500~ and we had quite a battle 

then. If I remember correctly, this came up particularly in of 1957. 

McCULLOCH: At the Lake Arrowhead conference? 

KERR: At the Lake Arrowhead conference center. And 

were those regents who said that we didn't need any new campuses, we 

could expand. Ed Pauley was the leader of this group. We could 



and UCLA••he didn't know they shouldn't 50,000, >000~ 

70,000 students, he said that at Berkeley we had a stadium already, 

and we had a library, and we could do it cheaper and faster. And I earri~d 

the argument to hold Berkeley to 27)500. I might say that the figure 

27,500 for Berkeley--UCLA with a different history and a different geogra• 

phical situation picked up that figure t.oo-~became kind of a magic 

for· the whole University. And when we developed it, it was intended 

for Berkeley. 

McCULLOCH: Can I interrupt here? Now, at this Arrowhead conference of 1957 things 

happened: you reported the master plan for Berkeley and Allen UCLA, 

and reported on the new campuses. Did the cover this? 

Was this all in ? This was the first meeting that was ever held 

where all the 

together? 

and the faculty and administration were there 

KERR: I don't remember that there was much press coverage of it. There might 

have been, but I don•t remember press people really being there or 

considering it a big story. But, an~1ay, the battle was that we said we 

didn't want to go, at Berkeley, above 27,500. Then, of course, if we 

weren't going to above 27,500 at Berkeley and UCLA wasn't either (and 

they got their figures strictly from us, they didn't do any work of their 

own, I'm sorry to say), then it meant we had to have the new campuses, 

And it was in October, then, that the regents adopted this report. 

MCCULLOCH: One question I've got down here. May I interrupt? Why was Sproul not 

at that Arrowhead conference? 

KERR: That I don't know. I don't know. 

McCULLOCH: Yet this was a 

Now, wait a second, there was more 



at Arrowhead. There used to be a one 

a year. And I know he was atsome, but he ~asn 1 t there in 1957. 

McCULLOCH: I've already interviewed Dean McHenry and it is his memory that Sproul 

wasn't there. And this is crucial because you were discussing the master 

KERR: 

plan for Berkeley; Allen was presenting the master plan for Los 

McHenry was presenting the new campuses 

there? 

I wonder why he wasn't 

Well, you'd better check the records on that. I don't remember his having 

been there. he had taken a position~-you know$ had a facility 

for not taking positions if it was a controversial matter~-if he had 

taken a position l would remember it. I don't remember his taking a 

position on this question of size. I remember fighting it through myself, 

but I don't remember whether he was there or not. At least he didn•t 

participate. There was no impact of his views, in any event. 

McCULLOCH: Neither on the number of campuses nor the size? The committee on the new 

campuses made a recommendation for four, and I understand he out it down 

to three and made it at the regents• meeting of October 17? 

KERR: Yes, and I do not remember his~ having commented on the 27,500. 

Actually, the 27,500 decision was so basic, you see, to question of 

whether there were new campuses. Had we decided to go the direction of 

the Sorbonne, you know, at Berkeley, then you wouldn't need new cmuo\!se 

But I do not remember, Sproul was not really much planning 

at all and he particularly wasn't interested in planning after end 

of his regime. I know he once upon a time told me ... •he said~ "My 

predecessors never paid attention to what I was going to face when l came 

in. I don't intend to pay any more attention to what my successor 

McCULLOCH: Now, may I interrupt then to ask this a 



KERR: 

After that meeting where you were named president, the committee was 

up under Admiral Charles Diego; of a 

selection; and Crouch was on 

Comnittee. The 

and 

did you 

was still president and you were 

No; I had nothing to say 

Evans was on it, called the 

any in 

that I did 

follow the of it as time went on~ and had some 

McCULLOCH: How do you spell Wheelock? 

KERR; Wheelock. Admiral Wheelock. 

McCULLOCH: Yes, he's now living near Santa Cruz? 

KERR: 

McCULLOCH: 

KERR: 

some 

Excuse me. Yes, Monterey. 

In working with the committee and its reports, the only part that I 

remember that we paid any attention to was the minimum size of the 

campus•-this idea of a thousand acres. I think they recommended something 

like that. 

McCULLOCH: I was told that that was the crucial decision--make a minimum of a 

thousand, then they provided a lot of engineering detail. 

KERR: Yes, that's right. And the crucial thing was that we a 

acres in the future. That's about only thing that came up out of 

that committee that was of actual importance~ Well, 

decided to start looking for locations. We had ~--~ 

, we 

over what 

came to be the La Jolla campus~ and battles over what came 

Santa Cruz. We did. not have any really major over 

of Irvine. Now, the battle we had was really whether we in 

eastern Los Angeles County, there were those who wanted to••Ed 

for example, thought we'd have a lot more if ~e were 



in east Los Angeles County, being such a big county, than we went to 

Orange, which was populated There were 

governor was reluctant about County. Oh, he was really 

quite decent about it, but this was a very heavily Republican area. 

McCULLOCH: Don't I know it! 

KERR: As a matter of we the 

which shows that there wasn't 

counties because San Cruz are all Republican 

counties. was little comment on side by governot and 

the Jesse and a few that we weren't 

paying any attention to the political situation. But they nevel." pressed 

And I always the position that we were looking for the best 

location where we could locate the best, and get the faculty from 

recruiting points of view. we did have a certain amount of discussion 

and almost controversy, but nothing like we had over Santa Cruz and San 

Diego••only perhaps about going into Los Angeles County. Now, we 

couldn't find as good a location in eastern Los Angeles County. There 

wasn't that much , and it was a pretty heavy smog area too. And, so, 

when we dropped, then, the Los Angeles County thing, there were only about 

two sites we really looked at in Orange County. There was one at Yorba 

Linda. Then, of course; the Irvine. There were others that were considered, 

but I mean serious consideration. We looked at one near Anaheim. 

then we settled down on the location. I am now 

just about th~ land, but not the of the campus we were to 

put up there. On side~ we problems: one, we were 

much concerned with which thousand acres we 1 and there 

were a number of surveys Second, we were to 



some kind 

wanted to 

bargaining about 

long period of 

A 

areas, 

we were going to 

we really had 

about 

went Third, we 

pay them. a 

a crisis 

McCULLOCH: Now, we? You Irvine :> I presume? 

KERR: With the Now, Bob Underhill on 

negotiations with the Irvine Company. 

McCULLOCH: Bob Underhill--let me make some notes here. 

And my feeling was that Bob was too with Irvine. And 

regents came to feel that too. And I took over the negotiations personally 

and saw them through. 

McCULLOCH: Was Bob Underhill on your staff? 

KERR: , Bob Underhill worked for the regents. He was the secretary 

treasurer for the And when it came, for example~ to 

this inclusion area, it dragged on for some time. At one point there were 

those who thought I was bargaining such a tough way that we would 

lose the whole thing. Dan Aldrich ~u:ls one of those. 

McCULLOCH: Was he already appointed 1 

KERR: Not by the time we got the land. He came after the land. But the 

inclusion areas--he was in by that time. And, of course, the land prices 

had gone up enormously. And I took the position that Irvine wasn•t going 

to, you know, profit from us, too, as well as everybody 

buying land. We ended up buying this inclusion area 

was about, like $6,500 an acre. 

who was 

McCULLOCH: And you bought 510? 

l<ERR; Then a lot of ddi.scussion as to .......... ''"'"'" 510 



KERR: 

it was to 

Univer 

Who was? 
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was 

Bill Pereira. There was one 

thing had 

for 

looked to me as 

and not 

University. So we some over the price 

which 510 we got. I knew Loyall you know, real well. He was 

a good friend o£ over a of time, I just 've 

done a lot in my life .. --and I just the best 

the University could get in terms of price location. And 

it came out from our point of view very well. There were those who 

thought I was just ending the whole thing because I was being so tough, 

but it came out all right. So, we had a big problem, then$ over the price 

and over the inclusion areas. And then also what was going to up 

the surrounding area. We wanted it to be a compatible area. We'd had the 

experience of~ of course, UCLA, and I had seen a good deal it, with the 

gold coast coming to surround the campus where the couldn't live 

and the students couldn't live and there was no place for the students to 

work either. So we wanted this compatible community. The is, I would 

say, that we were in all three of the new campuses in 

a compatible situation around in terms and housing 

and so forth, than we were in the specific piece land. 

Now~ the other thing which we had involved on the 

land had to do with restrictive covenants. Irvine had had a of 

not letting Jewish people come in; I don't know whether 

faced the Negro problem~ but it probably would have 

Negroes too. They had been exclusionists about Jewish And this 



McCULLOCH: 

KERR: 

was very disturbing to Glenn Anderson and, in particular to Norton 

They were almost we not on any Irvine land. One of the 

things which quite behind the scenes-~and you'll find no document 

on this-~was that I made it plain to the Irvine Land Company-~and was 

on their land, not what we bought but the land they still owned--that they 

would have to do away with any principle or 

you couldn't 

you did. It was 

You couldn't have 

and have a 

close to 

a campus~ couldn't a good 

impossible. 

more right, Clark, because we several 

faculty members and they live on those areas 

We have some Negroes too. 

There was a time when they couldn't, No, behind the scenes one of the 

toughes.t things I had was to tell them that there had to be an~~~!:.. 

understanding-~we didn•t want it in writing, or anything else~-that they 

would drop 

there couldn't be a.vestige left. 

McCULLOCH: for you, Clark. 

KERR; So) anyway, we broke through on that, which, I might say, affected not just 

campus but affected, you know, the opportunities in that area for a 

people. Now~ this wouldn't seem so unusual now, in the times 

when we were undertaking these bargainings, it was a less usual thing to 

do. Anyway, those were the problems about getting the piece of land. 

Then the question came up as to what kind of a campus we would like 

to have • From 

new 

into kind of 



one of Berkeley without a , or 

UCLA without an art they'd second~ or 

or second- or 

tiona from the very 

from any oD:r our 

in the 

plans one was 

UCLAs. I wanted them to 

) I meant that 

campuses and, to some extent, 

And I wasn't as 

best, I took the 

duplicate 

institu-

from 

the new 

that just 

being different it would be for that location. To attract good 

people you had to have some good and new ideas. And the Irvine plan was 

really the third one we on, the one was San And that 

grew to some extent out of the existing faculty at San Diego, and Roger 

Revelle, though I was fairly heavily involved in it. Then we had the 

collegiate ideas, you know, with the central idea that each of the colleges 

would have within it at least one department drawn from the social sciences~ 

the humanities, the physical sciences, the biological sciences; that some 

of the colleges would have attached to them some major professional school. 

Then the next one we focused on was Santa Cruz which we decided to put on 

a kind of Claremont College system, or a kind of modernized Oxford or 

Cambridge system. I say modernized in the sense of having re 

laboratories at center of the campus rather than on side streets 

some place. And a research library right at the center. 

Then the came up, what Irvine? So I 's 

go the opposite direction from Santa Cruz and make a campus ••• " 

See, Santa Cruz in a way, you might say, looked back to earlier forms. 

McCULLOCH: Oxford and Cambridge? 

KERR: Oxford and Cambridge. looked ahead the United States, incidentally, 

but it looked back to Oxford and And so, the question~ then, 

for Irvine was, let's develop a campus. And the theme which I had, and I 
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appealed to Dan to Chancellor on, was this: suppose 

the land of being 

1860's were established in the 1960's, how would we do it? How should 

the campus be tied into the community as community has over a 

? And would be in a new technology? See, the 

idea came the of technology into 

schools of , etc. So, there was then idea of the land 

of the 1960's versus the 1860's. The time the new 

to make this a highly campus, 

using to it Once upon a time hhere were even 

some ideas of having a system where books could go from the central 

library on a conveyor belt all over the campus, which didn't work out. 

But, anyway, the idea was to concentrate on the campus as a kind of more 

unified whole than Santa Cruz would be, which was highly decentralized. 

But also we were trying to say: "Now, what subject matters would you put 

together in the modern situation?" Now; I came out of the School of 

Business Administration at Berkeley~ and when I was chancellor at Berkeley 

I had been much interested in putting public administration, business 

administration, educational administration together, So, wasn't the new 

theme really administration rather than business administration? So, 

shouldn't we go, then, for administration? 

Now, another which obviously was developing was the new 

Shouldn't we that a theme? In we be 

not with sort of historical the streams 

of thought might be developing? For ~ on languages, what would 

you really do if you were using the new in the ? 

You might have it all tied to , you know, more than to the 

individual languages-~say, French, or what-not. And then, put literature 



.. 11 ... 

together on a comparative basis, rather than having 

then some French literature in department, and so forth. But 

instead take a new look at the whole organization of disciplines and 

organize them in a way which would 21st 

the community in of modern 

this was sort of the , that we'd a campus which would 

as a unit as centralized by far 

Santa Cruz, and with a 

disciplines. 

approach to the 

into 

So 

more 

Now, on all three of the campu$es~ incidentally, I was much opposed 

to having a college of letters and sciences because I'd seen 

you know, with 17,000 students in one college. I always thought 

monstrosity. I tried to change it when I was chancellor at 

I couldn't. I tried to persuade my successors as chancellors 

ought to do something about it, and they haven't done anything. 

was a 

and 

they 

I think 

the problems at Berkeley take a lot of solutions, but one is that someday 

that monstrosity has to be busted out. 

McCULLOCH: Well, Clark, you*d be interested that I've been at Berkeley this morning 

disoussing recruiting problems, and one of the people I was talking to 

KERR: 

was saying this: "The college of letters and sciences has gotto II 

It's got to go, but when the faculty votes, vote to it. 

And, so, in each place the idea was to have 

units. For example, the dean of a 

cover, you know) at Berkeley seventy budgetary 

about them. He can't really be helpful in 

helpful in whole••no man oan 

my idea was to get the thing$ you know, 

and 

He can't 

He can • t really 

that 

to the humanities or 

to 



social sciences or administration or , I did some 

about the structure for all campuses, one thing was true. 

But, anyway. the came the 

some of the 

idea of what we to do with the campus, on 

Then the question was to get When I 

I was looking a of , so I had ...... ,, ...... up 

to viae I looked and I was 

attracted by a young ehap in soils and plant nutr at Davis by the name 

of Banny Aldrich. And so I had him the statewide dean of 

and I thought he*d 

me that D~n would 

a good 

, partly 

I it to 

in with modern 

was a 

but because nature 

who had a real knowledge of Orange County .. 

life, but who would able to perhaps work better with the 

community, 

anybody 

by personality--the all-American boy-~than 

I could think of- also, I had in mind that 

come out of agriculture, he might have a better rapport with the Irvine 

Land people--Land Company people--who'd been identified with 

than otherwise would the case. was not a campus ever 

designed to have any agriculture in And might seem 

would take somebody out agriculture on a campus was never 

So, I Dan 

we 

and probably never will have a college 

the regents were to agree with me, would 

said .,No! 11 

And, Dan 

McCULLOCH: He did!1 

KERR: Yes.. He of all that he was and he 



McCULLOCH: 

KERRt 

like to think it, he came 11 I was sort 

surprised, and he said, III just 't I 1d fit what a chancellor 

ought to be and do"u He said, "I have some which 

wouldn't fit." 

You once told us that he 't I 

Yes, that • s what I'm to come a minute. But, ~ so, I 

said, "Well, Dan, I'm aw>fully sorry that, but if that's 

decision, I'll it." I to thinking about it. And I 

thought, you know, "We 11 , by kind 

think he has that don't fit a chancellor?" You know, be's a 

and he's got kids, and so forth. And so I asked, I said, "Dan:~ l don't 

want to pry into your personal life. You said there were some 

things which made you impossible as a chancellor. And you don't want 

to tell me:~ you don•t have to."-·one of those conversations- ... "But, if 

like telling me, why, it would help me because I think an 

awfully good chancellor there and I just don~ want to it rest on 

'No!•" And he said that he not only didn't drink himself but 

allow liquol;' to be served in his own home. And I said, "Well, I 

don't know that the only qualification for being a chancellor is you 

drink or that you serve liquor." And I said, "I do not myself 

that makes you incompatible with the position." I 

will admire you for , some people misunderstand you, 

are other characteristics and other talents which far overwhelm 

I said, "Won't you think about it once more?" It was very 

there 

II 
oil 

that I 

didn't ask him to come back, because I didn't want to pry his 

, his was kind on 

a bunch, you know, that I'd try it once more. So) anyway, Dan 

well, he would. 



In days I was on a I 

rec:;ommended, the 

McCULI,OOH: You'd be interested 

drink himself. 

did. So, they 

he 

Dan 

He serves but 

KERR: 

McCULLOCH: 

KERR: 

I know) I understand he did that. changed. 

He also drinks wine, and I can never see the difference 

liquor. 

Well, I still, to day, kid Dan I see you know: "Drunk 

again!" 

Then on the physical plan for campus we had the land, 

I'm not sure that we working on the physical plan we fully 

had the inclusion areas. We had the land, we had the general idea the 

academic program we wanted, and we also had a chancellor, and we also had 

an architect••Bill Pereira. The question then was, what kind a 

plan should we have? At each of the new campuses I we 

the academic idea st and let the plan flow from that, Now, Bill Pereira 

made some studies which were really quite good different Gf 

universities around the world. The was what to do with one, 

And we had a meeting, Dan, and Bill and myself. I drew in a very 

way my idea of what this kind of campus be. I guess there must 

be someplace in the files still~·Bill Pereira once told me he it--

something which I drew on. And I thought back as an to I 

was a graduate student and had read a ~n.,o¥ German 

economist by name Von He had written the 

McCULLOCH: How do you spell ·xnlllnlllnfl. 

KERR: It's Von, and then, T-H-U•(with an umlaut over it) N-E•N. 

Von Thunen. He had a book called, I think, which 
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be the English translation. I think it was Der isolierte 

But anyway, he had a plan where he tried to work out what would be at the 

center of your city; and then what would come in the suburbs. And then 

close in you would have truck gardens; and then beyond that you would have 

dairy farms; and then beyond that you'd have grain fields, in these 

concentric circles. So, I'd been thinking about a series of concentric 

circles, and since we wanted an integrated campus, I drew, then, these 

rings--you know, a· ring which would have on it the basic buildings for the 

humanities and so forth, and then move out to the professional schools. 

BioJogical science would have an axis going out to the medical school. 

And then farther out would be residence halls and playing fields beyond 

that--that sort of thing. This appealed to Bill. 

McCULLOCH: You told me that when we had a dinner at Irvine, and I always remembered, 

and I'm going to get Bill Pereira to dig that one out. 

Yes, he says be still has it. And I don't know whether maybe my office 

made an Xerox of it, or anything. He once asked me if he couldn't have 

that copy. It was probably done in green ink on 8~ x 11 yellow paper-

very rough because my handwriting is poor and my draftsmanship is poor~ 

There was this idea of rings with spokes: humanities spokes, you know, the 

college of fine arts on it, biological sciences, and the medical school. 

One of the questions came up then, "What do we put in the center of it?" 

And we talked about things like a Greek theatre. 

McCULLOCH: How about the library? Did you have an idea for the library? 

KERR: Yes, we had the library. We thought about that. We had one axis going 

into the t-own; and as a matter of this original one, there was to be a 

student union on it, and cultural activities were going to be there--a 

'symphony- hali"an<:l an art gallery.. Then one axis trrer·e·-·was-tt> be----1 · 



should say 

student 

an art 

remember the 

library, and 

on into 

we about~ 

of this thing?n You l~now, put a lake~ or a 

you could have folk dancing at noon. 

to five 

for a concert hall 

would you put in 

theatre, a 

center 

, or 

McCULLOCH: You'd we our in the center now. 

KERR: Anyway, that session that Dan, Bill and I had was kind of one~ 

because out of it physical plan evolved. Then we had in 

place" The of course, was we 

were As a matter fact, I was 

the I don't think on 

average had its cut by more one ) I wouldn't 

We put really solid budgets and we fought for We 

of per capital income going the University of 

something .22--a little over l/5 of 1% of per capita 

about .34 or .36. (Loren Furtado would have the figures.) And that's an 

enormous increase. 

MccULLOcH; Yes a big increase. 

capita income was KERR: Of course, the up and were more 

too. But, then, from each person we were getting approximately, by 

time I through, 50% more of that person's income Univer 

than when I And that made a lot of 
' 

and it 

make possible, went well, nine campuses in the state 

of California. Because we had done some projections ahead what it 

would cost, we could have nine of campuses United 

of we money came 



McCULLOCH: 

KERR: 

McCULLOCH: 

KERR: 

McCULLOCH: 

KERR: 
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along. was 

was one was Joan 

versus Loyall battle. 

We had to be there were 

on back and To on 

our same time .... 

was an 

So, I had to go see and him to do see 

Joan and persuade to do the idea 

wouldn't like it, vice versa., we just had to out 

of that we 

Did you actually go down to visit Joan and talk with her? 

Yes, I did. I visited 

I went down to 

Laguna Beach? 

and talked 

beach 

In 

very 

her 

1 s a very dynamic 

mother, her 

, very 

her 

and 

The fact 

a ........... ,;!; ............... , not 

that she 

fies her grandfather. And I 

was, in personality. And so the 

she's somewhat like 

to Joan was, 

done in the memory of her grandfather and Irvine 

University of 

Loyall was trust 50 or 

I think 's 50, I'm not sure, r•m to talk 

pretty soon .. 

The was that to this area most 

in the modern world they needed a more 

a 



a campus them. was lots of 

But there was the Irvine area be the 

center San 

beginning, it could were 

enormous possibilities there. to have a 

city, you need a great new campus. so that was 

compared with the one to Joan , being a much more 

terms the of a , the 

we got money; Dan gave 

my opinion .. 

the 

one 

new 

as 

group was 

, in 

McCULLOCH# Did you have anything to do, Clark, with the appointment of Ivan as 

the vice chancellor of academic affairs? 

KERR: 

KERR; 

Yes, I did have something to do with that in suggesting his name. You 

see, Dan didn't know Ivan. I had my eye on Ivan anyway. And we later 

him to Riverside. 

He's doing a job. 

's a good at Riverside. I my eye on Ivan 

see him out. He was then a professor of 

wasn•t even the department chairman. Was he head of the 

that time? 

I 

He 

at 

to 

t-icCULLOCH: He was chairman of department at time, 

KERR: Anyhow, he'd not had much administrative experience. I had my 

and I wanted to see him tried out, and he did was very 

and he and Dan we on up to 

:cCULLOCH: You'd here one 

, but 

, Clark, 

an arts and was only a 

on Ivan 

because Peltason moved up; and we, the five deans, or we 

should ~have an arts and science. And now, of course, we're 



I'm the School 

KERR: Well, was some on 

McCULLOCH: Yes, and came helped us in academic senate. 

KERR: Yes, I was of arts and 

McCULLOCH: You were very sort of a There were 

certain was a 

were appearance ' I 

our cause, is,. were of arts 

KERR: You can care an 

to do 

McCULLOCH: This is what you said, and it was clear. 

KERR: You know; I met behind the scenes with Dan. I was always 

I said, "Dan, for God's sake don't yourself up because once 

111 never rid of it and the campus will it all 

rest its II I hope you got rid of it forever. 

McCULLOCH: We did. It's out. regents have last each one as a 

We debated college or school. We're the School 

There is dean of arts and sciences. It's no 

do have in the vice chancellor's 

director of 

vice chancellor of 

his is a 

Not a line 

now, of course~ with 

my 

can I say 

study, but we 

went. 

in terms 

someone we were 

changed that 

he the 

went 

some 

But 

we 

to a 

And 

these 
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the , from very , were with the 

of the new campuses be I had somewhat more 

although not real with the was 

consulting with about this. were more Of course 

more about what the existing structures were and so the new ones 

more different to them. But the 

principle. There was some doubt 

The faculty came pretty quickly to 

were quicker to 

of the faculty~ 

t's some 

knew 

it in 

not much. 

II , 

provided it wasn't on their own was a new campus. 

There was, early times~ a sense of UCLA 

may even continue to day--also, the same 

Diego. 

Berkeley was 

San Diego might 

And also 

really didn't care that much about Santa Cruz 

established. But UCLA was that 

some of the play away it in 

was a sensitivity, politically, particularly on the 

of the chancellor. He was very conscious of the political 

UCLAt and sort of doubtful whether he wanted the 

California with what might be greater campuses. He was never 

San 

and 

concerned about Riverside or Santa Barbara competing. But he was concerned 

about Irvine and San Diego competing political and with 

UCLA. So, there were some problems there behind the scenes. 

McCULLOCH: That's interesting and I appreciate the overall 've answered 

a number of and I'd like to refer to my 

KERR: You can take your list now. 

McCULLOCH: Where did the idea of having those advisory councils for each new campus 

come from? M&,~-i~ your idea? 

KERR: Well, I know I was in on it. You see, I had made Dean ~&~··&~&·~ of 



academic planning I became And if I 

it came up in that Dean I had, but it was never 

aegued at all, it was just of You see, I come 

out the senate. I became at not out of 

administration; I'd been a member and chairman of the 

on privilege and tenure during the oath controversy, and I had head 

of a little But I was really out of senate 

I'd never been on the committee. But on 

did fight the discharge of the ; so 

and tenure I 

Berkeley faculty 

committee recommended me to be chancellor at Berkeley, the first chancellor 

at Berkeley. So, I really came out of the senate mechanism. I was 

concerned from the beginning there be a faculty 

advice on the development of the campus, to act as local 

committee for helping the original personnel help 

the idea of faculty government and the idea of the senate participating 

from the beginning. So, that was something which I don't think I ever 

to 

discussed with the regents. It was never an item of It was 

just sort of taken for granted. If I discussed it with anybody, it would 

have been with Dean McHenry, 

McCULLOCH: Yes. I'm interested to fill you in Dean was that you and he 

in which UCLA 

KERR: 

talked, and in order to avoid the Riverside 

dominated Riverside, it shouldn't be repeated, so, you needed the help of 

the old faculty, but also to have these separate councils. 

We did draw them from several campuses. 

McCULLOCH: You drew them from several campuses~ I understand that you asked for 

KERR: 

more names than you needed so that you could have a selection. 

That's right. 



McCULLOCH; _ John was of the 

KERR: , that's correct. I 't the were ever fully 

conscious there were these committees. I guess were. It was 

really done administratively, and Dean myself in working it out. 

And it was just kind taken that from the very beginning 

you'd need to have a sense of the presence of the senate of the 

McCULLOCH~ Did you clear this through the committee on committees? Where did the 

names come from? 

KERR: Well, I think what I did was to ask the committee on committees of each 

of the several campuses to nominate. I think that's how it was done. 

Because at that time I don't think that the statewide academic senate 

was quite set up enough to have done it. I think what I did was to 

to the academic senate on each campus and ask for a list of names. 

McCULLOCH: That's what Dean You insisted on double the number? 

KERR: Yes, we wanted to people who would really be statesmen and take an 

in the new campus. And we were insistent that they c~e 

more than a single campus. 

McCULLOCH: You've answered virtually all my questions. One question, Clark, how 

KERR: 

McCULLOCH: 

KERR: 

much did you work with Dan and Ivan on long~range plan that was 

printed with all the maps and things, which I remember I used to help 

recruit? 

They did the basic work on that themselves. 

And 'buy1Norked it over? And then it had to approved by the regents? 

And it went to the regents. No, they did the basic work on it, although 

it grew out of ideas which we had put in from the very beginning~ There 

must be some place in the record I put in some sketches of what these 



KERR: 

campuses would academically .. 

, I'm that. told me about , and I'm 

going to 

this one at some time I don't mean 

I think I in at a couple on ho~ campus should 

be different from one in some mimeograph this 

8J2 'X 11 

Well, we at UCI gave us, Clark, 

your assistance on ~~·~~&&~~ Would you to comment a little 

on the history of, you the decentralization? 

Well, when I'd chancellor at Berkeley the was really a 

monolithic place. had been against having a 

ht 

just had a fight to 

chancellor by the 

until of 

to a lesser extent he was against it at UCLA. I 

any staff at all. The fact is, I was appointed 

in January of 1952 and I didn 8 t an 

(I took office July 1) 

and delayed assigning me any place to sit. 

years to a copy of I was 

This was held as a very tight document. was just 

l fought decentrali.zation. Whatever 

place while I wae chancellor were I fought and 

support from Ray at all. 

me t'Wo 

the I was over department chairmen 

at the campus level. And Allen had know, 

~~* that he would stand me. had a meeting in 

at UCLA. I walked into the room to have this meeting, and I in 

and found three people on one side of the table and I was on the other. 
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The three people on one side the were Sproul, Harry 

and Ray Allen. Sproul he wasn't to let us appoint department 

chairmen. Ray Allen~ who had sworn 'd be with me to the 

to department chairmen, you know, he 't really them 

to run UCLA. Harry Wellman it would be bad for if 

the chancellor at appointed chairmen in 

at 'Berkeley rather than himself; and Sproul said he wouldn't give 

We had quite a over that. And I got up and left the room and said; 

"Mr. :President, 's a decision which I cannot accept." And two weeks 

later a letter came to both Allen and to me we could appoint 

department chairmen. 

Anyway> there were a lot of battles, you know, that were fought 

like that. But the main problem in the end~ after I was chancellor 

s~ was that campus personnel all reported statewide. Architects 

and engineers reported to Roscoe Weaver in the president's office and 

not to the chancellor. The campus personnel office reported to 

Kaiser in the •s office and not to the chancellor; so on 

around. So you had nothing really ~o work with~ We had the 

manager nominally to report to the chancellors at UCLA at 

Berkeley. a matte.r of t > Jim Corley ran them because he 

the budget in , and so forth. So, really, we had no to 

work with. Of coure~, I came in oath controversy was 

on the non•signets gone and everything else. And so I decided, what 

could I do without any staff to work with, or any budget to control? 

And I went off on this planning to find an academic plan and a physical 

development which was a the plan we About 

half the campus has plans which I made/) which will 



-25-

be the permanent plan. I could make an impact on the campus by just 

having good ideas in these plans, I thought, even I didn't have the 

or control the money, or And I did have an 

But having suffered for 

authority, as soon as I became 

this are all available) all these campus people to the chancellors. 

Now> we also, at same , took at .Davis, for 
was 

and gave him the title chancellor; and what/the directorship at 

La Jolla, we made a chancellorship, too. So that we put the 

chancellorship on campuses, as it turned out, then rather 

on just the two. we gave them their And then over a 

time we some other decentralization. My own is that 

what we finally worked out by the end of the time of my presidency 

and likely to stand with some minor modifications ;i;s, you know, 

to organize a big system like this. As a matter of fact, the California 

tem as we finally developed it is the model for the other 

campuses. 

McCULLOCH: I think it's a monument to you, Clark, and this decentralization is 

absolutely fundamental. 

KERR: isn't only decentralization. But when you decentralize it a 

impact, so that you to be concerned not only with what you 

but what you centralized, too. But, then~ with 

you have to much more with the quality of your local 

than previously. You can people, you also have 

to insist on having people. You have to review every policy in 

the whole book~ And Sproul had a lot policies which were just written 

down in some clerk•s book: but they would make decisions for him and 



nobody inew what were .. When I was of institute 

industrial at Berkeley, I once had a one 

of the assistant or over some 

research thing, and he said, "Well, policy," And I said, 

"Well, there's no such permanent policy. I've looked for· it 

doesn't exist,u So, he out of desk a written set of 

And 

you can 

decisions from 

name 

my name you can 

to these 

, ''Let me you 

so And so 

never saw, but were 

Another which had be done was that the rules had to be 

made available everybody. And I set up the council of 

the first month I was president. The chancellors had never met~nnrl 

the chancellors and provost never met under Sproul, not at all-

on one occasion. I, despite all my troubles over decentralization 

and some other things with Sproul, was involved in planning his 25th 

anniversary as president. I called a meeting of the provosts and two 

chancellors, Allen and myself, to talk about what ought to be done about 

it to get it underway. George Pettit heard about it and repor 

Sproul and he was He thought someholv 'l:J(v:r.eF; were 

against him at the chancellors• meeting. And, 

with planning 

for Bob Sproul. 

to make this 

it to 

up 

to do 

But, anyway~ I 

chancellors and we 

the 

to 

........ ,,..,,, ........ J ......... , ... s the council 

of to 

see if they fitted and what could be from all 

all these books and new ones should be ~itten. was 
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really a major process to work it through. But is, I think, 

something of a model for other systems su~h as North Carolina, Wisconsin 

and Illinois and New York. Certainly, other people say it is. New York 

almost exactly followed what we did. Jack Oswald our system at 

Kentucky. 

McCULLOCH: At Illinois Jack is chancellor. 

KERR: Yes, Illinois. 

McCULLOCHs Now, one 

came the 

Clark. Parallel to this 

in the senate was a northern 

KERR: 

and southern 

in that? 

Well, I 

and, as 

How were involved 

There had been the northern and southern 

decentralization, it didn't seem reasonable that you could 

have, , a chancellor at Davis but without having a Davis ty with 

authority. The Davis faculty could come to Berkeley as part of the 

northern but it could always be voted down. And, so, if you 

chancellor authority, it seemed that you also had to give 

authority to the faculty on the campus. And so I asked the senate to 

be given the exploration of how the senate might be reorganized to be 

compatible with the reorganization of the University. Out it 

came, of course, the divisions. The real trouble on one was 

Berkeley. I had some very difficult times with Berkeley. 

McCULLOCH: What is the date of this, approximately? When did this take place? 

I did the basic st. Before taking on the senate 

as a whole, I took on the graduate 

graduate dean 

the who was 

campuses. 

You see, was a 

-was Gus Arlt; a 

And Gus Arlt, who was all · 
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at UCLA, was much to up favor of 

graduate 

at 

at Santa 

didn 1 t like this. 

, very much opposed. 

're going to have 

chancellorship decentralized, you couldn't any 

affairs on this campus being run by somebody. 

have the graduate 

on.~~T·on, presumably 

to the to 

So, we'd worked through the graduate 

through the senate as a whole. And we had a very the 

Berkeley senate. had agreed to~ they 

all a to back up and it. to up 

to fact had been able to control senate 

University could the north, you see, 

as and San Franc , who didn't come to 

very much anyway. And for senate 

a unless southern And nothing 

could if didn't to it. They began to up all 

of a sudden to that the Berkeley senate would no 

faculty the whole University. There was a kind of that I 

in, in much too personal a way in with the 

led by Frank Ne~n of the law school at Berkeley. And eventually they 

pulled back and went along with the system. 

was the date of 

l think the really 

again? 

would have been 

or May and June of 864. When I stepped in then ~&·~~&••~ Ed Strong 

at Berkeley in the fall of '64, because I thought he made a terrible 

in 14 ~ I to him to take back. 

I had to do it over him to it 

as 



than him when I from Toyko and found out it .. 

When I intervened at 

position, which was against 

had to much more for my 

the use of police. Still., some of them were mad at me be.aause I was 

interfering with the Berkeley campus autonomy, or Berkeley campus 

control. And I had just dona this to 

go along with the senate or the whole 

situation." 

senate by saying, "You'd 

you can f t V.V•Ill.!.S,,U::Uav the 

McCULLOCH: I see your point 

KERR: So, the senate thing 

of the over all ..... '(;;;''-"""•·"'"".,~. 

did get decentralized as a kind of a repercusion 

ization of the University. 

McCULLOCH: I think that was a very crucial decision and I know that Irvine's having 
its own senate is just ••• 

KERR: It made a of But I might say I wanted Irvine to 

have own senate. I was the tradition a 

senate to be some the people who argued against this 

~ "Well, now, how are you going to have a strong senate-•you end 

people come from different with a new campus 

doesn't have a senate, you know. of places don't. 11 and 

to have a senate" (which I was 

don't let the old senates" (at UCLA and Berkeley) 11 run it?" I 
that by being part of an overall sity senate, seeing the older 

campuses did, faculty committees somewhat the same and 

somewhat the same influence as a senate even before t 

faculty member these advisory cornrnittees where the first 

member was appointe~ ! was always anxious to have a strong senate on 

each campus and I was worried~ quite whether or not of the 



McCULLOCH: 

KERR: 

the of a senate. new campuses would 

Well, it's worked out. I know at Irvine it's worked out; 

as I know, at San Diego and Santa Cruz. 

I think it has pretty well. But that was one of 

doing what we did was 

; as 

McCULLOCH: I heard that Sam Gould felt frustrated the 

KERR: 

southern section, he just couldn't what he wanted at Santa 

I just this because I was back east at 

Well, Sam didn't like faculty a matter of 

and large the s had been the senate, and at the 

with the chancellors I would end up as the defender of senate. 

were a number of when the chancellors, particularly led 

chancellor at UCLA~ wanted to go on an all•out attack senate-• 

all-power-to-the-chancellors type of thing. And I fought some pretty 

bitter battles, saying that I had seen times in the history the 

University when the senate~ as in the oath controversy, had been absolutely 

crucial. I also thought that the quality of our faculty was to the 

strength of the senate. And there were occasions when the 

UCLA was really organizing all the chancellors on the grounds of "We've 

got to make a major drive." Of course) they wanted me to undertake it, 

which I wouldn't do. They didn't want to get their own necks stuck out. 

They wanted me to undertake the major drive to reduce the power 

senate. Some of them actually worked for some of the regents. I 

it from the regents too: "Why do you let the senate be so strong?" 

the fact is~ on their own they ~ere not willing to 

strength the But they were me to so. 

particularly the chancellor at UCLA$ who with a of 

But 

the 

And 



many times to try to encourage me to it, I to. I 

believe in a senate. 

McCULLOCH: I know you do, and we appreciate it. in the San Diego 

background" 

KERR; 

KERR; 

appointment•~in John Galbraith's 

He was head of the academic senate. As a matter of fact, 

chancellors were the academic senate. John Galbraith came out 

academic senate. 

Oh yes~ he was 

He was budget committee and head the academic council. Vernon 

of the 

the 

had been head of the educational policy in the academic senate--he came 

out of it. And Dean McHenry had been prominent in the senate. Several 

of our chancellors came out the senate. 

McCULLOCH: San Diego's McGill too. I wonder if the former chancellor of UCLA is 

going to have an influence in the L.A. Times, and possibly might be a 

regent sometime. 

KERR: He to 

I've McCULLOCH: That's 

KERR: There are three additional things which occur to me. 

was an absolutely crucial meeting in Sacramento that 

know about. He was there and actually took 

is 

McHenry would 

notes on the 

meeting. was called by Governor Brown and it was over whether or not 

we should go ahead with the three new campuses at all. And a the 

name of prepared some statistics (he was then in the department 

of finance, and a very good man) indicating that these new campuses 

weren't necessary. Fortunately, I knew enough about the statistics to 

see what he had ~one with them. At one point--one of the few time I was 

really cruel in my life, and I don't like to be cruel--was with this fellow 
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Frezan, whom I I said to him as was these 

(It was an 
' 

public in 

on it, and so governor ran it as though 

hearing the .)--I 

one to 

been us? Will you 

are the 

) "Mr. 

you really 

personally 

I was to 

I 

behind 

" • 

be;;;res!gned shortly l:ufiter from the department of 

leave, and never returned. 

to as 

the you've 

them?'' And 

he sat down. And 

... .... ~"' ............. , or took a 

McCULLOCH: Is that right1 

KERR: Don McLaughlin went up there_and he thought I was losing in 

the world, but I was fighting for these three campuses and the governor 

was about to cut them. out and say there'd be no budgetary support 

them. When that day was over we had them, 

McCULLOCH: That's a very crucial story and~ as a matter of fact, Dean didn*t mention 

that. 

KERR.: Well, he probably keeps his notes on things like this. He referred to 

it several times. 

McCULLOCH: I'll talk to him it. What was the date again? 

KERR: I remember it was in June, and I remember the room and I can see the faces 

of the people there. About June of 1960. It was one of 

things and if we 1d lost it that day~ 

And we won it, and it was ''go." 

would have been no new campuses. 

McCULLOCH: One question~ then: the loss of the bond issue that June--did always 

think that was just a temporary thing? Because the new campuses rode on 

that one. That was '64, June. 

KERR: Well, I thought we'd make that one back. I couldn't give all the 



reasons why. I remember that were several bond up at the 

same time and this one listed nutnoear three or something of the sort. 

McCULLOCH: And it didn't bother you> then? 

KERR% Well, it bothered me~ it me. We went all 

McOUL~OCH: In November, and you Santa Cruz, County? 

KERR: We sure did. 

gi-ve you the 

But, anyway~ can 

McCULLOCH: June 1960? 

KERR: About June of 1960. And 

one of the 

was kind of an 

events, really, in history 

it was 

the University 

California that afternoon. From then on we had it won, the whole way 

through, we have had it 

Then the thing would be to say that there were some 

in who were really quite helpful, particularly Brick Power. 

He organized the of UCI ••• 

McCULLOCH: Yes, I met him. 

KERR: He organized the Friends of the University of California, Orange County; 

and Walter Burroughs who was then publisher of the Daily And in terms 

of community opinion and trying to create an atmosphere of community 

acceptance, Brick Power and Walter Burroughs were very, helpful. 

McCULLOCH: Who was the one who was regent--McFadden? Was he involved? 

KERR: McFadden. he was not very much involved. Mac was friendly to 

idea but he was not much involved. I think he being a 

didn't he, in 1958? 

McCULLOCH.: I think you•re right. I'm--........... to look up. I've with him. 

KERR: He was friendly I went to see him a of times; know, as an 

ex-regent because he had been involved with the Irvine Land Company for 

so long. But he was not a major in it~·friendly and supportive~ 



McCULLOCH: 

KERR: 

but that•s about all. 

Also, Brick and Walter were very helpful 

as to how to the problems Irvine 

Joan and the Loyall McLaren group. I might say in 

Loyall McLaren, I think~ and Charlie , both 

way because when I was I with 

hard. And some that they 

ended 
11 why~ 

it.. And I t feel any sense 

of 

up 

resentment. I ver;y 

ment , by God, I was for 

I had felt Underhill) who 

resent­

And 

Q~j~QJ~u~.AA5 with them, had been 

giving the place away; and he had a a real tough 

bargainer. for some reason, he was a lot taking 

a store away from an Armenian rug merchant to build a in 

Berkeley he was when it was the Irvine Land Company with its power 

in the state of California. So, I personally took over those negotiations 

and made a much deal than Bob Underhill was the 

making, or have made. 

Burroughs were very, very helpful. 

And you said there were three points? 

Yes. Now, the third thing was that at one point in the 

there was a lot of concern over unjust 

concerned about Now, this was true 

particularly the one ownership at 

which this could be 1 

would have in the 

all 

was 

new ~a1~u'~~~:D 11 but 

, could 

in 

tax 



buy up even a much 

plus the 510 in 

piece than 

area, or should we 

aeres 

a lot of people would enriched than one very wealthy company? 

And it was a very major concern--the unjust I think it•s 

quite a legitimate one, too, as new .... w:uv.~.u::n:•a 

you know, millions of dollars into 

it.' 

McCULLOCH: Yes, you're probably sensitive because the 

KERR: The Janas problem. .llanss was> you 

estate deal. And were not there, you see, to see what 

So~ built coast 

stores, etc. And I was 

new campuses would not have to overcome 

Westwood and Bel Air as high real estate 

happened 

with its very 

determined 

that UCLA had 

developments around it. That's one answer. You say that you can 

enrich yourself but not as much as the Jansa brothers did. That's 

how it turns out. Well, this the type of thing that would never 

on the public record. But certainly a consideration in was 

I didn't want to see the Irvine Land Company benefit the way 

brothers did. And, by God, if they did, they were going to give 

in return. So they gave their thousand acres. They gave us this 

price on 510 and 1 you know, they agreed to get rid their 

of Jewish people and also Negroes. They gave quite a lot 

a thousand acres. 

McCULLOCH: It's a beautiful campus. Dean McHenry was 

Bill Putna~ had over the 'd hoped to 

the ocean. 

he 

a view 

us 



KERR: That's right. Say, Bill Putnam was~~~ helpful. 

be in the records. 

name ought to 

McCULLOCH: I. took a course in geology from him at UCLA. 

KERR: I asked him as a kind of 

at these places and, you know, size 

to just 

up from the 

a 

of view of 

winds and views. We had been quite concerned to get a view of the 

ocean. I think there is some high where, you know, 

on your tip toes you may be able (to see a long 

whether it's true or not, 

you 

I don't know 

McCULLOCH: It wasn't Turtle Rock. Surely not Turtle Rock? 

KERR.: Way out on the the campus some place. Where, you on a 

clear day you could see the horizon. But we didn•t view the 

ocean. 

McCULLOcH: What truth is to the story that you almost area a 

mile and a half down MacArthur Boulevard towards coast, but they 

put cemetery there? 

KERR; Yes, we had quite an argument about the cemetery. The cemetery I don•t 

think was in yet, but it had been promised as of that time. I 1m not sure 

that there were any bodies that had been buried or not. 

McCULLOCH: They rushed some bodies in, someone told me. Now, I'm checking 

Charlie Thomas. I'm going to have an interview with him. 

KERR: I don't know if they rushed any bodies in, but it was a very nice location. 

t•m not sure about bodies being rushed in, but, anyway, the 

sanctified, or so~thing of this sort. 

had been 

McCULLOCH: Concecrated. 

KERR: Concecrated, I guess is what you'd say. That was a piece with about two 

hundred acres in it? I've forgotten. was quite a 



or four 

and we 

dead. 

it. 

was 

, we 

I'm pretty certain that at least a 

people on the that they 

families far 

of 

family 

ly 

we couldn't 

so 

had been 

bury 

we felt 

the 

to 

just the of view public relations politics, wasn•t 

worth fighting. You've to remember something, that at the same time 

we were working on Irvine, we were working on San Diego; we were 

on Cru~; we were redoing Riverside a new 

and Santa , and Davis; and the 

a lot more money~ and just plain running the place, 

awfully big organization to run. 1 1m sure Charlie 

; and 

it's an 

without all these to dot at the 1 s kind 

of 

weren't 

win. And 

by , would that's a huge job by 

battles we didn't have to fight and 

•s one which I just we couldn't 

11 so, we 

we 

one. 

McCULLOCH: Oh, I it's a beautiful campus, and blow. I mean, 

Bill Putnam (as I , I had a course from him in at 

UCLA before the war) was concerned the Santa Ana , but, actually, 

we get very strong winds from the ocean. And it's a lovely campus. When 

the Santa Ana winds blow, it isn't too ~ and we have 

KERR; Well, 't range to some extent them--the one across 

the valley 1 

McCULLOCH: Yes~ it breaks them because we don't have 

KERR: I haven't been for awhile, but as that campus went up on 

this absolutely landJ was quite a thrill se~ it rise 



so 

could see 

campus). 

at 

times I was 

was 

time to see 

enc)U~:n (bui 1 t so that) you 

at {the 

McCULLOCH: The most ever to me was I drove 

on, all of a was 

KERR: It's really have been thrown up so quiekly 

so well at 

McCULLOCH: Well, we to we the plan, we've 

the we've done well recruiting. We were the most 

this year. 

Well, I 't want to take more your time, Clark. Let me 

you one more question, Clark, if I , about the master plan and 

concept new campuses. Was there any problem? Coons was the 

chairman of I was back east .. fact, I came to San 

master plan. I read it 

Well, of master 

By the master plan was 

was upon were 

And, so, never was 

about them; and the master 

of approval (and] the University was to ahead with its 

state colleges, I had four at time to ahead with. They 

have some more now. 

And did ever cut out was 

to be in the Fresno area? 



KERR: That's right. 

McCULLOCH: And that was left out of the master but listed as a possible later 

KERR: •s We to 2000. The set 

went in , just one I was 

, we had Fresno on line. But my own 

medical center at 

into a 

Rockefeller 

couldn't medical school. One of the reasons I favored doing 

what was 

saddled on us and it never be any good unless it was 

to some campus. 

MCCULLOCH: Well, it's on its down. The buildings are going up right now. 

KERR: Yes. Anyway, my top priority was not Fresno, though we had an obligation 

there. But [my priority] was the San Francisco campus. And I was 

hoping we could work out some understanding with USF and San Francisco 

State as to who did what so there wouldn't be too much duplication and 

some cooperation. But in order to make that a really medical school, 

it had to have more than just a medical and dental and pharmacy[division]. 

l had a included [subjeetiJ such as and 

social psychology and anthropology~~the total approach to medicine, an 

ecological to it. And I'd even worked out some 

as to how would need to have in order 

to have but still some concentrated strength on 

medical economics, and that sort of thing. That was actually my number 

one priority, and not Fresno. 
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McCULLOCH: Eresno a college there now. 

KERR: There is a state there now. 

McCULLOCH: No, Bakersfield. Excuse me, Bakersfield. 

KERR: 

McCULLOCH: 

KERR: 

Bakersfield has a new one. Fresno had one. 

Fresno has had one for a long time. 

I started working on master plan the first month I was 

of,the University. I went up to the and said, "This thing's a 

mess." Which it was at the time. And that's how the master plan began. 

Then it went to Roy Simpson, who agreed with me. And then we got Arthur 

Coons. And the master plan came along. 

McCULLOCH: Excuse me. I shouldn't have said Fresno. I should have said Bakersfield 

KERR: 

McCULLOGH: 

KERR: 

each time. Kern County, I suppose I should say. 

County's the one that has the new one. 

Because it's located in Bakersfield, 

But early in the master plan, when I was trying to work out some solution, 

really before Coons was in on it (the master plan group), I raised the 

question with San Francisco State, with San Jose State, with Fresno 

and with San Diego as to how they would feel about becoming a part of 

the University system. See, by the time I became president our new 

campuses were on the books--you know, had been adopted. Before going 

ahead with them and starting the master plan thing~ these four which were 

perhaps the four very best of the state colleges) certainly four of the 

strongest of them~ they became part of the University (we could 

have put San State and the Medical Center together, and so 

forth)) then we wouldn't have to go ahead with the new campuses. We 

could serve areas and then the state colleges could start something 

else new and in somewhat the same areas if it were necessary; but not 

necessarily in the same areas. I was turned down. 



KERR: 

were you you were 

of the Santa Barbara experience? 

The repercussion at Santa Barbara's having been 

of the factors. to me was 

down 

over? It was one 

had 

been promised by Pat Brown they were to get University statusl and 

if they got University status on their own, they could do 

own standards. And they said 11 "At 've still 

a hundred years old, and we're going to be given .D. in 

department we want to without having to your II 

they turned that down. And I regretted the 

plan, quite frankly, because I wanted a more flexible system ~ft-~¥C 

could have campuses shifting from one to another. But r•d 

and had been rejected. So that as a consequence, you could have any 

planning at all. You then had to go to an absolutely inflexible system, 

which was the master plan. That's a littte bit of history. 

McCULLOCH: That's a beautiful piece of history. 

KERR: The central question in my mind at all times on each of the three new 

campuses was,how do you make these new campuses absolutely first rate 

from the day they open their doors? And I wasn't willing to settle for 

second-, or third•, or fourth-rate institutions coming into the University, 

hoping that in a century they might be all right. We had a real ~H·~,~·~ 

given the core of the University of California as a whole. [Because of] 

the good support we were then getting from the people of the state; 

financially, and having worked out a of problems on 

and civil liberties on campus, and so forth, I thought they'd given 

all those if we had some inventive 

that each of the new campuses could have a 



academic world from 

McCULLOCH: You succeeded, no 

to keep them going. 

day 
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I think each 

;~ Clark.. We 

KERR: You have to the momentum.. Now, Berkeley and UCLA 

current situation 

McCULLOCH: ~ey have the flexibility, you see~ in budget. 

KERR: Well, they've got big, heavy budgets.. But new L~HilUUI~M~:a 

their momentum, it's going to be harder to that momentum 

having lost it, than it was to start them. And I would think 

this goes on too long, that the problem of to where 

campuses now stand in national would a good deal 

all the problems we had in getting them started. 

McCULLOCH: Clark, I really want to thank you. This bas been very 

you have been very grac.ious to me. Thank you. 

than 
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