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PREFACE 

I have kept a journal since was a boy, most of the time recording the 
daily events in an organized manner each day. For the rest of the time the 
events were recorded in a non-systematic manner, with the intention that all 
of the material could be organized at a later date in a systematic daily 
journal. These Chancellor Journal volumes fall into the latter category. 

I served as Chancellor of the Berkeley campus of the University of 
California for two and a half years, from July 1958 through January 1961. 
This administrative stint began with my appointment by Clark Kerr, who was 
just starting his term as U.C. President, and ended with my call to 
Washington, D.C., by President John F. Kennedy to serve as Chairman of the 
Atomic Energy Commission in his incoming administration. 

These Journal volumes are based on my notebook entries; my memos covering 
my phone calls, appointments, and other meetings; minutes of meetings; memos 
prepared by others (i.e., by the vice chancellors, the Dean of the College of 
Letters and Science, staff in the Chancellor•s Office) to summarize meetings 
in which I participated; my calendars and correspondence files; the 
Chancellor•s Office files; material from the Bancroft Library and the 
University Archives; and back issues of the campus newspaper, the Daily 
Californian. The wife of the Berkeley chancellor, the first lady of the 
Berkeley campus, works nearly full-time at her duties (and gratis!) so her 
appointment calendars and notes are also a valuable source of information, 
especially on the social events and other related activities. I took 
advantage of the fact that my wife Helen had saved hers. 

Many of these resources provided very clear and detailed reports; other 
notes were made hastily and casually, using initials for people•s names and 
rather cryptic abbreviations. Despite the attention paid to finding firsthand 
accounts and double-checking information, there remains the possibility of 
errors in any journal prepared 25 years after the events. I feel the journal 
gives a valuable account of the growth of the Berkeley campus and of some of 
the most important issues during that period, even if some of the minor 
details may have got lost in the intervening years. 

Putting all of this material into a coherent form on a day-to-day basis, 
filling out the background of some of the issues and making sense of the gaps 
necessarily left, was a monumental task which took five years of effort 
sandwiched in with the demands of current activities. The person chiefly 
responsible for this is Sherrill Whyte, my administrative assistant, whose 
writing and organizational ability are outstanding, and to whom I am indebted 
beyond measure. Others who helped, to whom I also express my appreciation, 
are Anna Carol Dudley (who served as my secretary during a large part of my 
days as Chancellor), Errol Mauchlan (who served as my budget officer), Adrian 
Kragen (who served as my faculty assistant), and current and past staff 
members June Jackson, Joy Perkins, and Grace Nubla, who did some library 
research and undertook the tremendously tedious task of preparing the name 
index. 
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Due to the magnitude of this journal, it has been published in three 
volumes (Volume I [July 1, 1958- June 30, 1959], Volume II [July 1, 1959- June 
30, 1960], and Volume III [July 1, 1960- January 31, 1961]). Each month of 
the journal is numbered separately. The name index appears at the back of the 
third volume. It ~ptes only those dates on which an entry was made about an 
individual; therefore, when a person•s name appears several times in the 
course of one date•s journal, it will be up to the reader to searcb out each 
instance. The picture index, which follows the name index, notes the month, 
year, and page number upon which the individual •s picture appears. 

Although I did not officially assume the responsibilities of chancellor of 
the Berkeley campus until August 18, 1958, I have begun this journal on July 
1, 1958, since I believe that many of the events that happened as part of my 
orientation to my new duties provide an interesting background to this tale. 

Glenn T. Seaborg 
Berkeley, California 
August 26, 1987 
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Background on Glenn T. Seaborg 

GLENN T. SEABORG is currently University Professor of Chemistry (the most 
distinguished title bestowed by the Regents), Professor in the Graduate Scnool 
of Education, an Associate Director of the Lawrence Berkeley Laboratory, and 
C~airman of the Lawrence Hall of Science at the University of California, 
Berkeley. 

He received his A.B. in Chemistry from UCLA in 1934 and his Ph.D. in 
Chemistry from Berkeley in 1937. He has served on the faculty of the Berkeley 
campus since 1939 and was Chancellor of that campus 1958-1961. In 1961 Dr. 
Seaborg was appointed Chairman of the Atomic Energy Commission by President 
John F. Kennedy. He was subsequently reappointed by both Presidents Johnson 
and Nixon, serving in that position until 1971. 

Winner of the 1951 Nobel Prize in Chemistry (with E. M. McMillan) for his 
work on the chemistry of the transuranium elements, Glenn Seaborg is one of 
the discoverers of plutonium (element 94). During World War II he headed the 
group at the University of Chicago•s Metallurgical Laboratory which devised 
the chemical extraction processes used in the production of plutonium for the 
Manhattan Project. He and his coworkers have since discovered nine more 
transuranium elements: americium (element 95), curium (96), berkelium (97), 
californium (98), einsteinium (99), fermium (100) mendelevium (101), nobelium 
(102), and element 106. He holds over 40 patents, including those on elements 
americium and curium (making him the only person ever to hold a patent on a 
chemical element). 

In 1944 Dr. Seaborg formulated the actinide concept of heavy element 
electronic structure which accurately predicted that the heaviest naturally 
occurring elements together with synthetic transuranium elements would form a 
transition series of actinide elements in a manner analogous to the rare earth 
series of lanthanide elements. This concept, one of the most significant 
changes in the periodic table since Mendeleev•s 19th century design, shows how 
the transuranium elements fit into the periodic table and thus demonstrates 
their relationships to other elements. 

His co-discoveries include many isotopes which have practical 
applications in research, medicine and industry (such as iodine-131, 
technetium-99m, cobalt-57~ coba1t-60, iron-55, iron-59, zinc-65, cesium-137, 
manganese-54, antimony-124, californium-252, americium-241, plutonium-238), as 
well as the fissile isotopes plutonium-239 and uranium-233. 

Dr. Seaborg continues to work as an active research scientist, with a 
research group in the search for new isotopes and new elements at the upper 
end of the periodic table, including a search for the "superheavy" elements. 
The group is also investigating the mechanism of the reactions of heavy ions 
with heavy element target nuclei. Another aspect of the research program is 
concerned with the determination of the chemical properties of the heaviest 
chemical elements. 

Seaborg is the author of numerous books- his most recent, Kennedy, 
Khrushchev and the Test Ban (1981) and Stemming the Tide: Arms Control in the 
Johnson Years (1987) describe, respectively, the negotiations for the Limited 
Test Ban Treaty of 1963 and the Nonproliferation Treaty of 1969. He has also 
authored over 400 scientific articles and guided the graduate 
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studies of more than 60 successful Ph.D. candidates. In addition to the 
Nobel Prize and a great many other awards for his work in chemistry, 
science education and community service, Dr. Seaborg has been awaraed 50 
honorary doctoral degrees. 

Among his many interests are international cooperation in science (as 
President of the International Organization for Chemical Sciences in 
Development), history of science (documenting the early h~story of 
nuclear science), nuclear arms control (advocating a comprehensive test 
ban treaty), conservation of natural resources and hiking. A member of 
the National Commission on Excellence in Education which published the 
much-publicized report A Nation At Risk in 1983 and Chairman of the 
Lawrence Hall of Science, Or. Seaberg 1s recognized as a national 
spokesman on education, addressing in particular the crisis in precollege 
mathematics and science education. 

August 1987 
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Semester Vice Chancellor- Vice Chancellor- Vice Chancellor- Faculty Assistant 
Student Affairs Academic Affairs Research 

Fa 11 1958 Sherriffs Hart Strong Fretter 
Chernin 

Spring 1959 Sherriffs Hart Strong Fretter 
Chernin 

Fall 1959 Sherriffs Hart Strong Fretter 
Chernin 

Spring 1960 Sherriffs Hart Fretter Chernin 
Kragen 

Fall 1960 Sherriffs Strong Kragen Dupree 
Leopold 
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Chancellor's Office Staff 
1958-1961 

Chancellor 

Assistant to the Chancellor 
Secretary/Administrative Assistant 
Secretary 

Receptionist 

Administrative Assistant 
Senior Typist-Clerk 

Vice Chancellor-Academic Affairs 
Secretary 

Secretary 
Administrative Assistant 

Vice. Chancellor- Research 

Secretary 

Vice Chancellor-Student Affairs 
Secretary 

Faculty Assistant 

Secretary 

Secretary 

Secretary 

Academic Personnel 
Administrative Analyst 

Administrative Analyst (50%) 

Budget 

Secretary (50%) 
( 100%) 

Assistant to the Chancellor 
Budget Analyst (50%) 

Secretary (50%) 
( 100%) 

Glenn T. Seaberg 
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Dan Wilkes 
Anna Carol Dudley (until 4/6U) 
Donna Dinsdale (short time) 
Marie Ripsom 
Akiko Owen (from 9/60) 
Lynne de Barrows 

Kitty Ma 11 oy 
Rose Feydna 
Diana Parker 

Jim Hart (until 6/60) 
Meredith Nelson 

Ed Strong (from 7/60) 
Meredith Nelson 
Pauline Kroditsch 

Ed Strong (until l/60) 
William Fretter (2/60- 6/60) 
Adrian Kragen (from 7/60) 

Carol Westmoreland 

Alex Sherriffs 
Beverly Engelbrecht 
Natalie Dickens 

William Fretter (until l/60) 
Milt Chernin· (until 6/60) 

Pauline Kroditsch 
Hunter Dupree (from 7/60) 

Pauline Kroditsch 
Starker Leopold (from 7/60) 

Vivian Bevis 

Maribel Montgomery (until 6/60) 
Marilyn Jaeger (7/60- 11/60) 
Peggy Thomas (Beck) (from ll/60) 
Connie Wilson (until 12/58?) 
Marilyn Jaeger (l/59-6/60) 
Judy Millman (from 7/60} 

Rose Fedyna (until 6/60) 
J. A. Joseph (from 7/60?} 

Errol Mauchlan 
Connie Wilson (until 12/58?) 
Marilyn Jaeger (l/59- 6/60) 
Judy Millman (from 7/60) 
Rose Fedyna (until 6/60) 
Maureen Sullivan (from 7/60?) 



Office Manager 
Administrative Analyst 
Principal Clerk 
Senior Clerk-Switchboard 
Relief Secretary (50%) 

Records 
Principal Clerk 
Senior Clerk 

Senior Typist Clerk 

File Clerk 

Writer/ Administrative Analyst 

Public Affairs 

NDEA Coordinator 

Building and Campus Development 
Chairman 

Senior Clerk 

Secretary to Helen Seaberg 
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Margaret McConne 11 ( frorn 3/60) 
Civilla Deming (from 7/58) 
Sue Ke 11 ogg 
Janice Starkey 

Gretchen Klug 
Anna Lum 
S. Brochard 
Ursula Kennedy 
Nan Westphal 
Mae Tomita 

Dorothy Gardner Powell (until 10/58) 
Russell Millar (9/58- 9/59?) 
Douglas Young (from 9/59) 
Betty Fromm (from 3/60) 

Maynard Morris (until 6/59) 
Dan Wilkes (from 7/59) 

Douglas Chretien 

C. W. Brown (until 6/59) 
Sandy Elberg (from 7/59) 

Masako Saito 

Sigrid Stamps 



Some Useful Lists in Text 

1958-1959: 
New Faculty 9/15/58 
Visiting Professor~ 9/15/58 
Chancellor•s Academic Advisory Council membership 10/l//58 
Department chairmen 10/31/58 
Committee appointments 11/14/58 
Progress reports on academic year 1958-59- Fretter, Hart, Chernin, Strong 

8/13/59 

1959-1960:. 
Department chairmen 9/2/59 
New Faculty 9/21/59 
Visiting Professors 9/21/59 
Chancellor•s Academic Advisory Council membership 9/23/59 
Committee appointment5 11/12/59 
Progress reports on academic year .1959-60- Fretter, Kragen, Hart, 9/25/60 
Progress report on academic year 1959-60- Chernin 9/29/60 
Intercollegiate Athletic Advisory Board membership 2/ll/60 

1960-61: 
Department chairmen 6/29/60 
Visiting Professors 9/27/60 
New Faculty 9/27/60 
Academic Advisory Committee membership 9/28/60 
Building & Campus Development Committee memberships 9/21/60 
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INTRODUCTION 

In July 1958, when I was offered the position of chancellor of the 
Berkeley campus, I was Professor of Chemistry and an Associate Director of tne 
University of California Radiation Laboratory, directing the Nuclear Chemistry 
Division there. My first responsibility as a faculty member was teaching and 
directing the research of my graduate students in nuclear chemistry. The 
remaining part of my days were largely absorbed by responsibilities as head of 
a research division and by my own research on the transuranium elements. 
However, I did maintain several other active interests--improving the quality 
of science education (recording a tSlevision series on "The Elements" for 
public television, writing a children's book, Elements of the Universe, and 
speaking on this subject to public gatherings at every opportunity) and 
intercollegiate athletic affairs (as Faculty Athletic Representative for the 
Berkeley campus). It was in the latter position, as the Pacific Coast 
Conference underwent a series of scandals and disagreements, that my 
negotiating skills and resistance to pressure first came to the attention of 
Berkeley Chancellor Clark Kerr. Kerr, who succeeded Robert Gordon Sproul as 
President of the University in 1958, apparently thought that these qualities 
might be an important qualification for the next chancellor, and proposed that 
I undertake the job. 

When I accepted the position of chancellor of the Berkeley campus in July 
1958, many changes were underway in the University of California system and on 
the Berkeley campus. Clark Kerr, who had just assumed the presidency of the 
University, was in the process of initiating some significant changes in its 
organizational structure. In April 1958 the Regents of the University 
commissioned Cresap, McCormick and Paget, a management consulting firm, to 
make a study of the administrative structure of the University. This resulted 
in the adoption of their recommendation that many of the functions formerly 
performed by the President's Office be delegated to the campuses, and that the 
individual campus• Chief Campus Officer (chancellor or provost) be made 
directly responsible "to the maximu~ extent possible" for administrative 
authority over all aspects of campus affairs. This massive decentralization 
plan changed the nature of the office of chancellor to no small extent, and 
occasionally, as it was being worked out, created "gray areas" where authority 
was not immediately clear. University Hall, the President's Office and 
statewide staff building, was not completed until the spring of 1959, so for 
the first semester of my chancellorship we were sharing space on the Berkeley 
campus with the statewide administration and were very much involved in 
transfer of responsibilities and records. 

For all this increased responsibility, at first we had very little 
increase in staff support. In the fall of 1958 we had nearly 20,000 students 
enrolled, yet when I increased the number of vice chancellors to three 
(half-time), this together with two part-time faculty assistants, and one 
full-time budget officer with a half-time assistant, meant that I h~d more 
support in the Chancellor's Office than had previously been the case. It 
seems unbelievable these days (when the Berkeley campus has something like 
30,000 students) that in the late 195o•s we survived with so little staff and 
accomplished so much. I initiated what we called the "Chancellor•s Cabinet••, 
a group which met over brown-bag lunches in our conference room every Tuesday 
noon to hash over the various problems confronting us, which served as a 
core-group for the administration of the Berkeley campus. I am deeply 
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indebted to those people on the Chancellor's Office staff who served the 
Berkeley campus so well, and attach before this section my best effort at 
reconstruction of their names and assignments in recognition of that service. 

In addition to staff members and Cabinet members, the chancellor received. 
advice and counsel from several key groups--the Chancellor's Academic Advisory 
Council, the Administrative Advisory Committee, and the Campus Planning 
Committee (created by Chancellor Kerr)--andr of course, from the faculty 
members, individually, through service on a variety of chancellor-appointed 
committees, and through Academic Senate committees. Guidance on matters of 
policy was provided by the Regents (through the President), and a forum for 
consultation on how to implement directives from the President's Office was 
provided by the monthly dinner meetings of the Council of Chief Campus 
Officers held before each meeting of the Regents. I was further aided by my 
close relationship with President Clark Kerr and by his accessibility from the 
Berkeley campus. 

The years 1958 to 1961 were significant ones for the University of 
California in many ways. In anticipation of the matriculation of the "baby 
boom" generation during the 1960's, plans had to be made for a greatly 
enlarged enrollment. The "Me Connell Report''i "A Restudy of the Needs of 
California in Higher Education," was conducted by the Liaison Committee of the 
Regents and the State Board of Education. Issued in 1955, the report 
predicted that by 1965 the state's colleges and universities, both public and 
private, would have to accommodate up to 254,000 students, more than twice the 
number predicted for 1955. Plans for such an enormous increase in enrollment 
included not only practical considerations like additions to the physical 
plant and hiring of new faculty, but also very important policy decisions on 
such issues as the role of smaller campuses of the University and of state 
colleges and junior colleges. 

In 1956 Clark Kerr, in his role as chancellor, made a report to tne 
Regents on the "Long Range Development Plan for the Berkeley Campus", which 
included provisions limiting the over-all density of buildings to land area on 
the campus to 25%, thus preserving natural groves and woodlands as open space, 
and proposed building residence halls and recreational facilities for student 
use. During my chancellorship perhaps my most onerous task was as mediator 
between faculty and departments in their continuing battles over space. I 
worked very closely with the Build1ng and Campus Development Committee and 
with the Campus Planning Committee, and I take particular pride in some of the 
buildings which were completed during my tenure (Kroeber Hall and the Lowie 
Museum, Campbell Hall, the first eight Residence Halls, the Strawberry Canyon 
Recreational Complex, and a large addition to Cowell Hospital), and in some of 
the plans that were made for buildings (the Student Union complex, married 
student housing, Latimer Hall, Barrows Hall, Tolman Hall, the University Art 
Museum, the Biochemistry Building, the Virus Laboratory), and in the 
long-range plan for landscaping, which maintained the "green belt" which I 
believe to be the jewel of the Berkeley campus. 

However, early efforts to plan the physical plant of the campus were 
hindered by the need for a better-defined academic plan, which Kerr 
recognized. An academic plan for the Berkeley campus was followed by the 
''Master Plan for Higher Education", which spelled out "differentiation of 
function" between the University of California, the state colleges and the 
junior colleges, limited enrollment on the Berkeley and Los Angeles campuses 
of the University of California to 27,500 each, and authorized the expansion 
of the existing smaller campuses of the University and the establishment of 
additional campuses (Irvine, Santa Cruz and San Diego). I had some small part 
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in the deliberations concerning the Master Plan in my role as a member of the 
Joint Advisory Committee. 

By no means insignificant among the changes happening to the University of 
California was a rather dramatic change in student involvement in political 
issues. Following World War II students were notoriously apathetic about 
anything outside of their own small sphere. By the late 1950 1 S that was 
beginning to change. The era of my chancellorship saw the formation of the 
first ••student political party", SLATE, a group of activist students who 
concerned themselves with a wide range of issues and who provided the 
University administration with the first of a series of challenges which 
peaked in the later 1960 1 s. The issue which received the most attention 
during my chancellorship was what came to be called "free speech". University 
Regulation #17, which limited the use of University facilities by student and 
other groups, was the focus of much of this attention. When-President Kerr 
issued what came to be called the "Kerr Directives" (but which the 
administration called ••the open forum policy") modifying Regulation #17 and 
attempting to clarify (and not actually change) the rules on student 
government and use of campus-facilities, there was much uproar. The issue was 
further complicated by the expansion of the campus southward to Bancroft Way 
which resulted from the construction of the Student Union and which caused the 
loss of Sather Gate as the traditional "Hyde Parku of the campus. We 
suggested that a portion of the entrance area at Bancroft Way and Telegraph 
Avenue be ceded to the City of Berkeley to serve as an ••island of free 
speech". However, that suggestion was never implemented--! can only wonder if 
the Free Speech Movement of 1964 would have been averted if such an "island" 
had been established earlier. 

I do take pride in the efforts to open up campus discussion of political 
issues in which we did succeed. We sponsored a "Political Speaker Series" in 
connection with the presidential election of 1960 and attracted a number of 
prominent politicians to speak on the Berkeley campus, among them Nelson 
Rockefeller, Ted Kennedy, Gerald Ford, Adlai Stephenson, Henry Cabot Lodge, 
Abraham Ribicoff, and Estes Kefauver. 

Other causes taken up by the students during my chancellorship reflected 
the tenor of the times. Concern about racial discrimination, prominent at the 
the beginning of the civil rights movement, was also a concern of mine. The 
University of California issued a statement of policy clearly defining its 
abhorrence of racial discrimination in any area, and we in the administration 
carried out that policy in a number of ways. Fraternities and sororities were 
given an ultimatum that in order to protect their status as "recognized 
student groups", they would have to eliminate discriminatory language from 
their charters. On my instructions the Housing Office removed a boarding 
house which practiced racial discrimination from its list of approved housing 
for the first time • We refused to play football games at universities where 
our black (then Negro) athletes would receive different treatment (i.e., 
different housing) than our white players. 

Students also demonstrated for a number of other causes. The "riots•• at 
San Francisco City Hall in May 1960 against the hearings of the House 
Committee on Un-American Activities (HUAC) were the first major indication of 
a new era in student protest. Pressure to ••control" our students provided us 
with a perfect opportunity to declare their rights as individuals to speak 
out. However, it also gave us occasion to define certain limitations: that 
neither individual students nor student leaders could speak "for the 
.University of California" on off-campus issues. 
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There was opposition to compulsory ROTC (for which steps initiated during 
my chancellorship led to its elimination shortly after I left), and debate 
about control of the campus newspaper The Daily Californian, and beginning 
discussion of social issues like California's treatment of its migrant farm 
labor from south-of-the-border. All these issues received greater attention 
and sparked more violent combat in the years after I left the chancellorship; 
yet the seeds were certainly sprouting during 1959 and 1960. 

Among the changes in University policy which caused some student protest 
and a great deal of attention from alumni was our decision to transfer control 
of athletics from the student government, the Associated Students of the 
University of California (ASUC), to the campus administration. This was done 
because the ever-changing student (ASUC) leadership made it increasingly 
difficult to maintain continuity and responsibility in the control of 
intercollegiate athletics on the Berkeley campus. 

One of my last duties as Faculty Athletic Representative before becoming 
Chancellor was to participate in the negotiations to dissolve the Pacific 
Coast Conference and to play a leading role in the founding of the Athletic 
Association of Western.Universities (AAWU), now known as the PAC-10, which 
formally began as of July 1, 1959. In the middle of the 1950's several 
universities were placed on probation, with large numbers of athletes declared 
ineligible for intercollegiate competition, when it was found that some alumni 
had illegally subsidized the athletes (particularly football players). These 
actions, together with an excessively rigid Athletic Code, disagreements over 
the scheduling of football games (i.e., the issue of round robin scheduling), 
and general distrust among the member institutions, produced a strain in the 
PCC that led to its breakup in 1958. The AAWU was then formed on the basis of 
less rigid governing rules and the general philosophy of relying more on the 
integrity of the members, a method of operating that has proven to be quite 
successful in the intervening years. We also instituted a stricter policy of 
playing athletic contests only with institutions which had academic standards 
similar to our own. 

Berkeley seemed to be unusually successful in athletics in those years. 
The 1958 football team won the Pacific Coast Conference title, went to the 
Rose Bowl and, as the last titlist in the conference, stands as the permanent 
champions of the PCC. In 1959 the basketball team won the PCC title (thus, 
also becoming the permanent champions of the PCC) and went on to take the 
National Collegiate Athletic Association play-offs, thereby becoming national 
champions--a first for Berkeley in basketball. In 1960 the basketball team 
won the championship of the new conference, the Athletic Association of 
Western Universities, and was the runner-up for the NCAA title. Berkeley won 
the Intercollegiate Regatta Association championship in 1960. The California 
Intercollegiate Baseball Association championship came to Berkeley in 1960 and 
also the AAWU water polo championships in 1959 and 1960. It was a halcyon 
period for rugby; in 1959 the team went undefeated for the first time in 
modern rugby history and repeated this remarkable performance in 1960; the 
titles included the World Cup series in both years, the PCC Southern Division 
championship in 1959 and the AAWU Southern Division championship in 1960. 

Lest I be accused of giving too much weight to athletics (as some 
university and college administrations have been accused), I would like to 
mention some of the major accomplishments of my administration in the academic 
area. To emphasize the tradition of academic excellence which was already 
well-established at Berkeley, I quote from Verne Stadtman•s centennial history 
of the University of California {1970): 
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"On April 21, [1957], the Chicago Tribune published the results of a 
survey it had made among about fifty educators and administrative officers 
across the country who were asked·to rate the departments of the top ten 
American universities. They rated twenty-four of Berkeley's twenty-eigt1t 
departments outstanding and ranked the Berkeley campus third, immediately 
after Harvard and Yale, among the top ten universities in the country. In 
December, the same year, the Association of American Colleges Bulletin 
reported that the University of California on all campuses rankea second 
to Columbia in the total number of doctoral degrees granted in all fields; 
third, behind Harvard and Columbia, in the number of departments in which 
more doctorates were awarded than at any other institution; and tied with 
Chicago in the number of fields in which it was ranked among the top five 
institutions in the country in doctorates awarded." 

We were extremely proud to continue that tradition. Among the honors that 
came to the Berkeley campus was the award of Nobel prizes to Berkeley faculty 
members--to Emilio Segre and Owen Chamberlain in physics in 1959, and to 
Donald A. Glaser in physics in 1960. (Glaser was, by the way, one of the many 
prominent people recruited by the Berkeley campus during my administration. 
Chamberlain considered leaving Berkeley, but happily, with some effort, was 
convinced to stay with us.) The addition of three Nobel laureates to our 
number brought the total on the Berkeley campus to eight, giving us the 
distinction of having the largest concentration of laureates anywhere in the 
world. It would probably not be feasible, and certainly foolish to try, to 
name the many prominent scholars who joined our faculty during my 
chancellorship and later distinguished themselves. As one example~ let me 
mention our current Berkeley Chancellor, Ira Michael Heyman. 

Important academic developments included the establishment of the College 
of Environmental Design in July 1959 (combining the College of Architecture, 
Department of City and Regional Planning, and Department of Landscape 
Architecture); the origin and development of the Space Sciences Laboratory; 
the conception and planning of the Earl Warren Legal Center and the Laboratory 
of Chemical Biodynamics; and the establishment of a variety of new research 
institutes, centers and facilities in diverse fields. My concern over the 
need to strengthen the humanities, to provide some balance with the sciences, 
led to my suggestion for the creation of an Institute for the Humanities; with 
the help of Jim Hart this later culminated in the establishment of the 
Humanities Research Committee and Humanities Research Professorships. 

Among other personal pet projects were improvement of the Institute of 
Human Development (I courted John Clausen for the directorship), the 
establishment of a Marine Biological Laboratory, the development of a "Science 
in Society" curriculum (an ethics in science course, on which I worked with 
Arthur Compton and Ed Strong, and to which the visit of C. P. Snow contributed 
interest), and, the object of much effort, the strengthening of biological 
sciences (which eventually led to the establishment of the Department of 
Molecular Biology). 

The terrible loss of Ernest 0. Lawrence, Director of the Radiation 
Laboratory, in August 1958 inspired me to propose the Lawrence Hall of 
Science, a science museum, science teaching, and curriculum development center 
which has since earned a worldwide reputation for its contributions to the 
improvement of math and science education. I chaired the Ernest 0. Lawrence 
Memorial Committee which conceived the plan for the Hall and worked very hard 
to raise the funds necessary to build and endow it. Today I am pleased to be 
back working for the Lawrence Hall of Science as its chairman. 
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The improvement of mathematics and science education has been a central 
theme in my life and was also an important focus of my energies during my 
chancellorship. As the father of four school-age and two pre-school children, 
I took a special interest in pre-college education, as well as university 
level work. I chaired the steering committee for the Chemical Educational 
Material Study (CHEM Study), a high-school curriculum for chemistry undertaken 
by our College of Chemistry in collaboration with Harvey Mudd College witn 
support from the National Science Foundation, which has since revolutionized 
chemistry teaching both nationally and internationally. 

I worked on a national committee directing the implementation of the 
National Defense Education Act of 1958 in educational television programs. I 
also filmed lectures for two experimental '"Continental Classroom" 
programs--one in physics with Harvey White and another in chemistry with John 
Baxter. (In addition I served on the Board of Directors of the National 
Educational Television and Radio Center.) During my chancellorship of the 
Berkeley campus, with the able assistance of Ted Sherburne, we initiated a 
number of experiments with the use of television for both closed circuit and 
inter-campus instruction. 

The National Educational Defense Act .had a very significant effect on 
education at many levels, bringing the opportunity for federal funds to 
establish new programs. One of the most significant benefits was the 
availability of a far greater number of student loans and graduate 
fellowships. However, no less important were the programs in educational 
television and new funds to establish language institutes. I also took a 
vital interest in the need to improve our students• exposure to other cultures 
and experience with other languages. It was becoming clearer all the time 
that Americans could not continue our practice of insularity and 
"English-only•• mentality. We established a Language Coordinating Council to 
study the possibility of introducing instruction in additional languages, 
designed additional international cultural programs, and hosted the first 
Soviet students to visit the United States under the Lacy-Zaroubin exchange 
agreement. I also hosted foreign dignitaries from all over the world, 
including Queen Frederika of Greece, who astounded us scientists by her 
sophistication in science and who became a friend of mine in later years. 

In 1959 I was appointed to the President•s Science Advisory Committee 
(PSAC), and shortly after that undertook the chairmanship of a committee to 
study and make a report on "Basic Research and Graduate Education", which 
became known as the "Seaberg Report." Perhaps the most famous of the report•s 
recommendations was the statement that it should be the basis of general 
policy that basic research and the education of scientists go best together as 
inseparable functions of universities and the statement that federal support 
for basic research and graduate education in the sciences should be continued 
and flexibly increased so as to support excellence where it already exists and 
to encourage new centers of outstanding work. 

Throughout my chancellorship I served in many roles: as an administrator, 
an educator, a scientist, a governmental advisor, and, not least, a husband 
and father. I continued as an associate director of the Lawrence Radiation 
Laboratory (so named after Ernest Lawrence•s death), reserving Monday mornings 
for work at the Laboratory on scientific research papers and consulting with 
my graduate students there, and dedicating a good part of my weekends to 
keeping up on the scientific literature in my field. I also served as a 
consultant to the U.S. Rubber Company and as a member of the Scientific 
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Advisory Board of the Texas-based Robert A. Welch Foundation. As a 
governmental advisor, I served on President Eisenhower•s PSAC, on the National 
Science Board, on the NDEA committees, and on a committee to assist in the 
planning of the "Century 21 Exposition" at· the Seattle World 1 s Fair hela in 
1962. I attended the ••Atoms for Peace" conference in Geneva in 1958 as part 
of the American delegation. These are only a few examples. Even a cursory 
reading of this journal will easily demonstrate that this was a very busy time 
in my life! 

The most important of my many roles at that time (and this) was as a 
family man. My wife Helen and I have six children: Peter (born 1946), Lynne 
(born 1947), David (born 1949), Stephen (born 1951), Eric (born 1954), and 
Dianne (born 1959, during my chancellorship). One of the conditions of my 
acceptance of the chancellorship was that we Seaborgs would be able to 
continue to live in our home in Lafayette, since Helen and I felt very 
strongly that the formality of the traditional residence, University House, 
would not be right for our (at that time) five young children. Our home was 
always a very noisy, busy place, with neighborhood children tramping in and 
out. Helen managed to squeeze the many social and committee duties of the 
Chancellor•s Wife into her already-frantic round of chauffeuring the kids 
between school, orthodontists and doctors, swimming classes, and club 
meetings, as well as being very active in the PTA and serving as a den mother, 
etc. She also maintained her own commitments to volunteer work and her 
personal interests, serving on the Board of the YWCA, and attending Section 
Club teas, book club meetings, etc. Needless to say, Helen was no less busy 
than I. 

I am grateful to the many people who supported me during my chancellorship 
of the Berkeley campus and at other points in my career. Yet, it is to Helen 
and to my children that I would like to dedicate these volumes. Without 
Helen•s wise counsel and an occasional basketball game in the backyard with 
the kids for release, I could never have kept up with it all. 
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Wednesday, July 1, 1959- Carpinteria- Santa Barbara 

I drove the kids (without Helen) in to the Santa Barbara Museum. Ralph Chaney 
had written the director, Vertress L. Vanderhoof (a Berkeley Ph.D.), to tell 
him that we would visit his museum and he helped to show us around. We saw a 
number of exhibits, including one on the implements of war, such as arrows, 
together with a number of skulls. We also saw a number of Indian skeletons on 
display. 

Thursday, July 2, 1959- Carpinteria 

I called my Chancellor's Office in Berkeley and talked to Anna Carol, Kitty 
and others. Anna Carol told me that I have received the following 
correspondence and that she has forwarded copies of them to me: from Tom 
Cunningham, a copy of the seven-page "Report of IAAC Re: Athletic Program for 
Berkeley and Los Angeles" and a memorandum from President Kerr addressed to 
Chancellor Allen and me, saying that he is approving the report with the 
exception relating to Item III-1, Section B, entitled "Local Authority'', which 
relates to shifting the responsibility for athletics from the students on the 
local campuses to the administration. Kerr states in his memorandum that his 
mind is not made up at this time as to whether or not the proposal to do this 
is the best solution to the problem. (Copy of report attached) 

I asked Anna Carol to give copies of Kerr's memorandum and the IAAC report to 
Alex Sherriffs and Frank Kidner and told her that I want to consider the 
matter further before passing copies on to Engelhard and Hastings, because of 
the indecision in the matter of local authority. Anna Carol asked me whether 
I think that Kerr is dragging his feet on making a decision on this and I said 
that Kerr probably has really not made up his mind. Anna Carol feels that 
each of us is trying to get the other to make a final decision and take 
responsibility for it. 

I also discussed with Anna Carol the request by George Kistiakowsky for names 
for PSAC. I asked her to get in touch with Iz Perlman and Ed McMillan for 
suggestions. 

Anna Carol also told me that I have a letter from Kerr regarding fundraising 
plans for the Lawrence Memorial Hall of Science Museum, asking me to keep Stan 
McCaffrey informed of any fundraising plans in connection with this project in 
order that there might be coordination of planning with other major 
fundraising programs within the University. 

Helen and I then drove with the kids to Santa Barbara to have lunch with and 
spend a good part of the day with Jim and Ruth Hart, who are nearing the end 
of a two-week vacation at a beachfront hotel, the Mira Mar, there. While 
Helen and I had a picnic with Jim and Ruth on the beach, our kids went off on 
their own with the Hart kids, Peter and Carol, to have a more interesting 
lunch, from their point of view, of hamburgers, hot dogs and so forth. 

Friday, July 3, 1959- Carpinteria 

We all went swimming at our neighboring beach today. 
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Berkeley Campus 

Dear Glenn: 

Enclosed is a final draft of the IAAC Report. 
A few changes were made by President Kerr. He has accepted 
the report with the exception of that portion dealing with 
administrative responsibility, appearing under number III 
on page 5, entitled Accountability, Organization and Financ
ing for Athletics. As the President Informed you, he feels 
that this change in administration should receive fUrther 
deliberation and be confidentially discussed with taculty, 
students and alumni. 

I personally want to express my appreciation, in 
addition to the very kind remarks of the President,of your 
work on the IAAC. It was necessary under the NCAA and AAWU 
to have our own detailed rules and regulations, consistent 
with the Articles of the above two conferences,by July l, 
1959. Due to the good work or the members or the IAAC we 
met the deadline. 

tinue. 
time in 
from me 

I am 

As President Kerr indicated, our work will con
Changes undoubtedly will be necessary from time to 
our rules and regulations and you will thus hear 
when another Statewide meeting is scheduled. 

Thank you again, and with kindest personal regards,· 

Sincerely, 
J!' . 

~-~---· ..__.,/ 
Enclosure Thomas J. Cunningham 

cc President Kerr 
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CONFIDENTIAL 

REPORT OF IAAC RE ATHLETIC PROORAM FOR BERKELEY AND IDS ANGELES 

I. 

STATEMEN'r OF ATHLETIC POLICY FOR B:rnKELEY AND LOS ANGELES 

PREAMBLE 

Intc:rcollegiate athletic programs on the: Berkeley and I.os Angeles 
campuses of th€ University art established and operated because th~y contribut~ 
to the total purposes of the University community. Thus the conduct of th~s~ 
programs h~s an immediate and substantial impact on the polici~s of th~ UnivLrsity 
of c~lifornia. So that intercollegiate athletic competition shall not beco~ an 
c:nd in itself, to the detriment of tho.:; e:ducational process, its position must bE 
clearly dcfincd and responsibility for th~ program clearly recognized. With 
these purposes in mind, the following polici~s urc proposed for the program of 
intercollegiate athletics on the Berkeley and I.os hDgcles campuses. 

POSITION OF THE ATHLETE 

The University will trent athlet~s on the same basis as all oth~r 
students, taking into consider~tion such spEcial circumstances aff~cting th~ 
student in athletics as would clearly warrant s~parate treatmeut consistent with 
the maintenance of Univ~rsity high academic standards. 

Athlet~s thus must be admitted subject to the some published conditions 
for admission requir~d of all stud~nts, and by the r~gulcr admissions offic~rs 
and committees of the University. In order to remain ~ligible for athletic com
petition the stud~nt must be enrolled in an academic program leading to a r~cog
nized d.:gree, and must be making nor111.Ell progrt;!s& toward that degree. His 
scholarship and conduct must meet the st~dard r~quircd of any student eligible 
for an unrestricted program. 

FINANCIAL AID 

All timncial Bid tor athletes 1n mone;r or in kind, &%Cept that free his 
mmediate fnmil.y 1 must be administored tbrough tbe University, Schola.rehipa shall 
ba 6dm1n1stered b;r the appropriate ta.cW.ty ca:lCittees under principles and stand
ards ot need and academe pra:1ise applice.ble to all students. All other financie.l 
aid, including tuition grants and subsistence grants, should. be gze.nted for a 
fW.l a.cadecic yea.r, and should be administo:red by regular Unhersit;y a.dminietro.
tiVo and fncult;y cCI:IZ:littees according to annua~ published policies, inclUding 
tbe conditions of elig1bil1t;y, Oltlpus :eproaentative Jobs shall :not be pemi tted. 
Ora.:nts tor subsistence shall be s:ade onl;y to athle1Bs who demonstrate need b;r 
working on campus not lese tba.n 250 hours per a~demic :year a.t going vase mtea. 
A student athlete who roceives a. subsiDtenco gront·i:n~id shall not be pemitted 
other on-ca.z:1pus or ott-campus emplo)'O:tnt &%Cept during w.oation periods. 1be 
total ot financial Bid shall not &%Ceed the difference between the student's o.ctual 
earnings and the cost ot tuition tees a.nd rcoc e.nd board e.t c~pus ro.tes. It an 
o.cadeoic echol.arship is o.wo.rded, the total of finoncial aid provided by the 
Univereity shall not exceed tbe difference between the student's actual eurnings 
o.nd the cost ot tuition, !eos, rooc und board at cw:lpUS mtes, books, and u sue not 
tc exceed $15.00 per month !or laundr;y (i.e • 1 tbe educo.tional expenses as upproved 
by the NCAA) • 



' 
- 2 -

SCHEDULING 

The University will make every effort to schedule major sports with 
institutions having admissions and academic programs as nearly comparable ~o 
its own as is reasonably possible. 

The criteria for sch~duling shall b~ admission standards, athl~tic 
policies and their administration, and the oc~~mic quality throughout tbe 
opponent institution. The academic quality and athletic policy of institutions 
wjth whom ve might have regul~ athletic relationships shall be reviewed from 
ti~ to time in the light of these sulf-imposed standards. 

Th~ principal purpose of the athletic program shall not be financial. 
Apert from the principles of sound business monogement, the primary motive in 
th~ scheduling of any opponent shall be to icplement the above-mentioned 
scheduling policy. 

Ar.MINISTRATION 

The ultimate responsibility tor the conduct ned character of an 
athle:ic prograc on any campus ot thL University rests in The Regents. They, 
through the President and the Chancellors at Berkeley and Los Angeles, should 
consult with tbe faculty, students and alumni as parties in interest. The 
day-to-day administration of policy and rules sbnll be handled on each campus 
through th~ agencies designated by the Chancellors. 

II. 

ELIGIEILITY, SCBED\..TLING, EECRUITING, AND FINANCIAL AID OF S IAJ..C 

1. ELIGIBILITY. 

A. Sports Other Than Those HerLinafter Set Forth in Paragraph l.B. 

Certain basic rules of eligibility to vbich tbe University bas 
assented c.r~ to b~ found in the· Articles of the AAW. These provide; 
that a student-athlete ~st meet th~ published entrance require~ents 
of his institution; cust s~nd on~ year in residence before becocing 
~ligible it he transf~rs trom a tour-year institution and will be 
charged vi th one yeor of coo.pcti tion in all sports; must eorn 24 units 
betw.;en seasons of cocp.::tition; and wst ccrry at least l2 units during 
tbc season of his c~~tition. Other probl~os of eligibility not re
solv~d by the for~going rules arc l~tt to local action by tho s~vcral 
institutions of tbe AAWU. 

Eligibility for p~rticipotion in intareollegiato athletics shall 
be governed by tbe AJ...W and '!CAJ.. rules, except for those minor sports 
not gcvcn:.ed. In addition, a studel4t at tbe University of California 
i:c order to be eligible tor 1ntereollegia1:8 tlthletic canpetition shtlll 
be enrolled in an :1cade~ic program leflding to a recognized degree, and. 
ahtlll be making x:.cl"!:'Al progress, both q,lltlntitati~ly o.nd qualitatively, 
toward the degree. No student tlt tbe University of California shall 
be eligible tor :1Ltereollegiate athletic competition ~.mless be is 
enzoclled for a minii:lum ot_l2 ~mita per semestar. 
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'B. Eligibility for ether Sports.* 

ArJy regularly enrolled student, undergraduate or graduate, is 
e ligibla for t.be respective sports as follows , provided only that such 
competition does not conflict with NCAA rules or those of &Icy" association 
to which the Un1wrs1t;y of California ma;y 'telong: aroher;y 1 b&d::linton, 
bowling, cricket, field hecker 1 handball, ice hockey, polo 1 riflery, 
rugb;y 1 sailing, skiing, soccer 1 table tennis 1 volley be.ll. 

2 • SCHEDULING 

A. Football. 

b Pl'os 1dont c.n the recC!IImf3nd.o.t1on ot tho IAAr. sbtlll op~rove for 
football coopet1 tion all institutions outside the AJ..W. 

When time does not permit action ~J ~he IAAC, scheduling of par
ticular institutions not previously approved may be recommended to 
the President by a Chancellor, vitb the concurrence of the other 
Chancellor. 

B. Baaketball.** 

For competition in basketball deviations frc:1 institutions 
approved for football n:uy be pE:Irmitted, provided only that nc institu
tion be schedule·i for ~.es in mere than two consecutive years, 
exclusive of tournament play. Exceptions to this provision would be 
gzanted in accordance vith the procedure outlined in pazagraph A abcve. 

~. All Other Sports 

Since it is not practical nor ~conomically feasible to maintcin 
schedules in other sports on any but a given ar~a basis, these shall 
be developed on the principle of local campus option as defined by 
stat~vide policy. 

*The elaborat~· and (letniled rules set up to govern computition in thos<.: 
sports vh~rc thcr~ is public interest, active r~cruiting, grants-in-aid, 
etc., seem unduly to penalize participants in other sports in vhich the 
organization is often informal but in vhicb some comp~tition may occasionally 
be available. 

** Basketball, historically, has always been played on a semi-local basis, vitb 
regional teoos representing smaller institutions hoving a more or less 
rcgulo.r ploc.: on our schedules among rtgular lt:e.gue opponents. Competition 
outsid~ the league bas also been dictated largely by vb~t ~stern teems are 
m~king c w~stern ewir.g and by who is avcilablc when a UC teom travels Eost 
during tht: holidc.ys. Bosko:~tbc.ll scl'H::dulc s art;; not mode up years abt:od, as 
e.r.;; footbcll scb~.duld::, o.nt1 ~.:xtrc.-lco.gu\.. g:lmcs ere on a retber loos<.:, catcb
as-catch-can basis. 
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3 • mcRUITING. 

A. Off-campus Interviews. 
a. 1bore shall be no off-campus interviewing of prospective student 

athletoe by any athletic start mel!lber other than the one athletic 
staff I:J:tcber desisnated by each cacpus tor tbat purpose 

b. Prcr.rrangcd visits* by o.ny a.tn.L~: ~o1.c S't!..i·f membC;r or members sho.ll 
be limited to two (subject to acceptance by tbe AAWU). 

c. Each athletic department shall keep a record of all visits, including 
a. list of all persons preser.t at the interview. Casual, chance 
meetings With a prospective student-athlete (atter a bo.nquct 1 for 
~xnmple) shall not be regarded as a visit, nor sba.ll letters or 
t~lepbone calls be so regarded. 

d. Each Dir~ctor of Athletics shall file with his 1aculty Repres,nta
tive a list of tbe names of all nonstaff personnel wbo ar~ re
cruiters.** It shall be the duty of each bead conch to ke~p the 
list for his spcrt current. Ench head coach shall also be respon
sible, through the Director, for the understanding and enforcem~nt 
of recruiting rules by his assistants. 

e • In the event that disciplinary action is taken for violations by 
athl~tic steff personnel, including all recognized rccruit~rs 1 the 
Cha.nc~llor shall report to the IAAC the action taken, in order that 
a. uniform disciplinary policy be established and maintained on both 
campuse:s for similar offenses. This regulation a.ppli..:s tc· local 
matters only. For inter-ceclp\ls procedures see IAAC By-Laws und.;;;r 
"Grievances." 

t. Joint meetings of UCB-UCLA beud coaches shall be held no less 
than once each year to discuss mutual problems. 

B. Relations With Booster Clubs. 

The books of booster organizations shall b~ available to University 
officials on requ~st. All funds provided by booster clubs for th~ sup
port of the athletic prograc must be deposited with the University. 
Under NCAA rules funds for student visits to a campus other then the 
one paid for by th~ institution must be supplied by an individual 
alumnus, and not go through o.n agency but be given directly to the prcs
pcctive athlete by the donor. Any unusual methods of raising funds for 
th~ abov~ purposes must be cleared in advance with the Ex~cutive Coc
mittee of the IAAC. It is th~ r~sponsibility of the rcprcsentntivcs 
of, and spok~smcn for, the several campuses to protect the dignity of 
th~ University at large. 

C. letter of Intent. 

The lctt~r of intent can contribut~ notably toward the r~duction 
of recruiting problcos. and ebuses. Though difficulties beset its 
adcption on a. national scale, its f~asibility for the two major cacpuscs 

*Any visit to a prosvectiv~ athlute's home, wh~tbEr prearranged or not, is 
regarded as a prearranged visit. 

** Anyon~ who acts ~t the request cr with the ~pproval or consent of the ath
letic steff tc contnct a prospective athl.::t~.: ou bt.:half of the institution 
is a rec-ru:lte:r. 
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should be studied. As a preliminary step toward its adoption, and in 
th~ intcr~st ot finding tormul~c to avoid friction, rccruit~rs shell 
forego further contC".~t after c. prospective athlet.;; is actually t'n cu.opus. 

D. T~nd~rs of Aid. 

In order to comply with the new rule of the NCAA requiring ell 
tenders to be in writing the Univ~rsity shall prepare duplicat~ for~s 
tor usc wb~n o. tender is onde a prospt::ctivc student-c.thlt:tG. One copy 
shall be given tc the student, the other retained by the athletic de
portcent. 

4 • FINANCIAL AID. 

A. Pcyoent • 

Student cthletes tnking o.dvante.ge of the subsistence grant-in-aid 
provision will receive the cost of rooc end board established for the 
University residence balls. 

B. Supervision of the Work Progroo. 

All work oust be properly supervised by an ecployee responsibl~ to 
the o.dcinistration and a copy ~f the c~ployccnt record ~st b~ sent to 
the Faculty Rcprts~ntc.tive at th~ end of each contb. Subsistence grants
in-aid shall be paid only upon prese;:ntc.tion of proper work certification. 
Questions with r~gord to th~ work progrcc shull b~ rcfurred tc the IAAC. 
In accordance with tbe AAWU reguirecents th~ 250 hours of work shell be 
perforoed during the acadeoic year. The Dir~ctors will try to ke::cp 
students o.s nearly current in their cc:citcents as possible. All work 
cust be cocplete::d by the end of th~ accdeoic year. 

III 

ACCOUNTABILITY, ORGANIZATION AND FINANCING FOR ATHLETICS 

l. ACCOUf\TABILITY 

A. tfn1'Q8rsitz Author1tt 

b authority ot the President cCl:lprises tbe enunciation and 
entorcecant ot (1) all general athlatic policy on {a) admiasions, 
'transfers 1 disoiesels and academic standards 1 (b) eligibilit;r, schedul
ing &nd rocrui~S prccessea 1 and (c) scholarships, grants-in-aid and 
financial suppcrt for athletes; (2) approval of appointzz:enta of 
Athletic Directors and .bead coaches in u:ajcr sports; (3) standards or 
criteria for appointment, retention, ann diemiasel of all paid athletia 
personr.el; (4) fir.ancial pol1cz 1 1neludiil.g tl:lE:t orjectives of athletic 
prcgraoa; and (5) reviev of f1nsnc1al repcrta, and specificatior. of 
the fom ot accounts ar.i peat-audit. 

B. :ocel Authority 

htter consultation vith faculty 1 student and al~.:mni representatives 1 

the Chancellor sbll aeminister the pclie ies indicated above. Pudgeta 
and appoin~nta ~lating to athletics sl::..e.ll be subject tc aprroval by 
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th~ Chancellor or by such odoinistrative officers or agencies as he 
~.y designate to review budgets and appointoents. Each delegation of 
out~crity shell be accocpanied by specific charges as concerns repcrts 
to be cad~ to the Chencellor, and approvals vbich cust be s'cured froc 
his office prior to action. 

All agencies, boards, coccittces1 and offices charged with tb~ 
cdministcring of athletic affairs, may advise on policies and suggest 
changes; they reoain in no advisory capacity only as concerns tb~ 
pclici~s under which they conduct specified, delegated functions. 

The Chancellor or his designated representative shall have final 
authority to approve personnel actions in conformity with statewid~ 
~licy1 subject to budgetary provision. 

Individual c~scs may serve as o point cf origin tor proposals 
tor changes in stetcwide athletic policy. 

Within the lioits of statewide policy there recains rather broad 
eacpus direction to dctcrcine the foro and extent ot an athletic pro
grac; for ~:xe.cple 1 one eacpus ::1ay vish to ccpbasizE.: or dr;-ecphasize one 
sport contrary t.o the pattern of c.octher; cne caapus Dlly have a boxing 
teoo ~~d the oth~r oay not, etc. This illustrates the sphere for the 
operation of a cccpus athletic policy, that, it cust be recognized, 
falls within the Chancellor's ulti~ate authority and responsibility. 

2. O:RGJ.NI:Z.ATION ~"D FINANCING 

The conduct of athletic progracs shall be ~der the Qanageoent of the 
Chaoc~llor on each cac~us, a~ stated above, and 'ach Chancellor shell 
~stablish an Athletic Bc.crd so constitut~d as to provide for faculty, 
alw:mi 1 and stude:nt porticipc.tion. The Board shQ.ll advise the CbMcellcr 
on tbe conduct of athletic progrccs. 
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A pcssibl~ organizctional structure for an athl~tic d~pcrtc~nt is as 
follows: 

ORGANIZATIONAL CHART 

Regents 

I 
President 

- - ·- . - .. + 
IAAC 

Cho.nc~o.llor 

Athletic Boord Director 

r----~~-· ----+--------.------Pur~asing 
1 Accounting 

Coaches Physical Plant 
end Fa.ci li ti~s 

R~lnted Activities 

Tickets 
N.;vs Bureau 

Prcgracs 

Qffict: Staff 

A report vas suboitt~d tc the IAAC as to the ways in which the 
organization of the Athletic Dtpartoent could be ndcinister~d. After con
sideration cf the report by the full Council it was deteroined thct the 
oatter of organization should be left up to the Chancellors, vho should 
suboit a joint r~co~cndation to the President, within a period of ti~c 
to b~ designated by the latter. 

Tb.:lcas J. Cunninghoo 
Ch:.Uroo.n, IM.C 



Saturday, JuJy 4, 1959- Carpinteria · 

Helen and I and the kids went to a neighboring polo field, where we sat in the 
grandstand and watched a polo game. I took movies with my compact Bell and 
Howell magazine type movie camera. In the evening we walked down to the 
shopping area to watch the Fourth of July activities. 

Sunday, July 5, 1959- Carpinteria 

We spent today around the house, going swimming on our nearby beach. 

Monday, July 6, 1959- Carpinteria 

This morning when I called my office, I was given the message to call Albert 
Ghiorso at the Radiation Laboratory. When I reached him~ he told me with some 
excitement that he had an accident with his curium (95% L44cm) target last 
Friday afternoon. There was a break in the target window and the entire 
target (actually two targets, amounting to about 150 micrograms each) was 
dispersed into the target cave area and throughout the HILAC building 
(Building 71). The building was evacuated immediately and it has been 
necessary to close down the entire HILAC building during the cleanup 
operation, which is now in progress. 

Tuesday, July 7, 1959- Carpinteria 

I brought my golf clubs and plenty of clubs for the kids with me. I located a 
convenient golf course- the Santa Barbara Community Golf Course, located at 
Las Positas Road and West 101 Highway. This is a par 71 course. Today Lynne, 
Pete and I played nine holes. Lynne shot an 88, Pete, a 97, and I shot 49,. 
managing to get a par 3 on the sixth hole. Lynne has a fine, natural golf 
swing. 

Wednesday, July 8, 1959- Carpinteria- Santa Barbara 

Today I took the kids to the Santa Barbara Museum again, while Helen caught up 
on the accumulated chores around the house. 

Thursday, July 9, 1959- Carpinteria- Santa Barbara 

Today Lynne and I played golf at the Santa Barbara Community Golf Course. We 
played 13 holes and Lynne shot an 81 and I, a 48, for the last nine holes, 
managing a par 5 on number 15. Lynne is clearly the best golfer among our 
kids; she has a natural swing that enables her to play a pretty good game 
despite the fact that she has played very little heretofore. 

I phoned the Rad Lab and talked to Ooral Buchholz, who told me that I have 
received a letter from Penildon Silva (Universidade da Bahia in Salvador, 
Bahia, Brazil) asking for permission to translate our book Elements of the 
Universe by Evans Valens and me into Portugese. I asked Ooral to send a 
letter to Professor Silva under my name, saying that I am referring the 
question to Valens and to write Valens, saying that it certainly would be all 
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right with me and asking him to handle the matter with Mrs. Banigan of the 
Dutton Co. 

Friday, July 10, 1959- Carpinteria 

I received a packet of mail from my Chancellor 1 s Office, including some 
letters for me to sign and dispatch. In a letter to Clark Kerr I say that I 
am in complete agreement with July 3, 1959 draft 11 Statement of the University 
Policy Concerning Non-Discrimination by Student Organizations and in Approved 
Student Housing 11

• I say that I have had consultations regarding the May 12th 
draft with student leaders on the campus, members of the faculty, 55 alumni 
advisors to chapters of fraternities and sororities around the Berkeley campus 
and all members of my Chancellor 1 s Cabinet, with the result that there has 
been an enthusiastic response to the policy with the exception of four or five 
of the alumni advisors. I also state that Robert Cockrell (Chairman of the 
Berkeley campus Standing Committee on Discrimination, which is advisory to the 
Chancellor) agrees with the July 3rd policy statement. I state that early and 
favorable action on this matter is of great importance to the Berkeley campus. 

A letter went to Joel Orlen (Professional Associate, East-West Exchange 
Program, National Academy of Sciences) concerning the proposed agreement 
enclosed with his letter of March 16th concerning exchange of scientists 
between the National Academy of Sciences and the Soviet Academy of Sciences. 
I state that as the result of a number of consultations I would like to 
suggest the following potential candidates to participate in the exchange from 
the U.S. side: John 0. Rasmussen, Earl K. Hyde, James C. Wallmann, Samuel S. 
Markowitz, Albert Ghiorso, Arthur H. Rosenfeld, Walter H. Barkas, Owen 
Chamberlain, Malvin A. Ruderman, Alfred E. Glassgold, Charles Kittel, Arthur 
F. Kip, Robert Brode, William Fretter and Kenneth Watson. I am sending an 
indicated carbon to Kerr and a blind carbon to Charles Jelavich. 

A letter went to C. E. Rickleff (Professional Placement Manager at the Argonne 
National Laboratory at Lemont, Illinois) supporting the application for a 
position at Argonne of Jose 0. Juliano, who did his graduate work in our 
Radiation Laboratory group during 1954-57. I characterize him as a 
first-class experimentalist and as a pleasant, hardworking and cooperative 
individual who got along very well with his co-workers. 

I signed a letter written by Errol Mauchlan to Wallace W. Atwood, Jr. 
(Director of the Office of International Relations of the National Academy of 
Sciences) endorsing Jerzy Neyman 1 s request that the National Academy of 
Sciences consent to issue invitations to the academies of the Soviet Union, 
Czechoslovakia, Hungary and Poland, to send applications of probabilists and 
statisticians to attend the Fourth Berkeley Symposium on Mathematical 
Statistics and Probability. 

Saturday, July 11, 1959- Carpinteria 

Today we went swimming and I took the kids down to the shopping area for some 
refreshments. 
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Sunday, July 12, 1959- Carpinteria 

Again we spent a lazy day at our house, going swimming and so forth. We are 
spending a good deal of time reading, especially during the evenings. Lynne 
particularly is enjoying some of the books furnished by our Berkeley alumnus 
friend. I have found some interesting books in our hosts•, the Holmes•, 
library and I have particularly enjoyed a book on the Byzantine empire, 
featuring the exploits of Belisarius. 

Monday, July 13, 1959- Carpinteria- Santa Barbara 

Lynne and I played nine holes of golf at the Santa Barbara Community Golf 
Course. We both did better: Lynne, shooting a 77 and I, a 46, which includes 
a par 4 on the fourth hole. 

Tuesday, July 14, 1959- Carpinteria- Santa Barbara 

Today was a rather eventful 
the railroad station, where 
off the train during a five 
their way to San Francisco. 
and Howell movie camera. 

day. We drove to Santa Barbara and first went to 
we greeted Uncle Kar l and Aunt Jenny when they got 
minute stop of the Southern Pacific 11 0ayl ight 11 on 

I took movies of them and the kids with my Bell 

We then did some sightseeing in Santa Barbara. We went to El Quartel (the 
guardhouse) which is the oldest rema1n1ng adobe structure of the Presidio 
which was founded on April 23, 1782. 

A visit to the old guardhouse, El Cuartel- July 14, 1959 
L to R: GTS, Pete, Steve, Eric , Dave and Lynne Seaborg 

I took some movies here of the kids. We then went to the Santa Barbara 
Mission, where I again took some movies. 
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Santa Barbara Mission- July 14, 1959 
L toR: Dave, Pete, Helen, Eric, Lynne and Steve Seaborg 

Following this, we did some shopping for books. Helen bought A Death in the 
Family by James Agee and we also purchased some books for Lynne and the other 
k1ds. 

Wednesday, July 15, 1959- Carpinteria 

While Helen stayed at home to get the house in order, I took the kids for a 
second visit to the Carpinteria Deposits. They are getting quite interested 
in archeology, especially Lynne and Dave. I took some movies here. 

Thursday, July 16, 1959- Carpinteria- Santa Barbara 

Dave and Steve went with me for some golf at the Santa Barbara Community Golf 
Course. Dave and I played 18 holes. I wasn't able to convince Steve to start 
to play until the tenth hole and then he played the last nine holes with us. 
Dave shot 195 for his 18 holes; Steve shot 100 for his nine holes and I shot 
92 for 18 holes, which included a birdie two on the par 3 third hole and a par 
3 on the ninth hole. I am getting used to the course and my score is 
improving. 

At about 4:45p.m. I called my Chancellor's Office. I first talked to Kitty 
Malloy and asked her to send on my behalf a letter toW. 0. Milligan at the 
Rice Institute in Houston, Texas, in response to his request, revealing for 
his use a number of names that were on my list as possibilities to add to the 
Department of Nuclear Engineering on the Berkeley campus- Felix T. Adler, 
Clifford K. Beck, Robert A. Charpie, John Dunworth, Peter Fortescue, Henry 
Hurwitz, Jr., Hans Mark, Sidney Siegel, Thomas Snyder, and Sam Untermyer. 
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Kitty told me that the announcement by me was issued from the Office of Public 
Information this morning on the establishment of the new College of 
Environmental Design at the University of California at Berkeley, bringing 
together the present College of Architecture and Departments of City and 
Regional Planning and Landscape Architecture. 

I also talked to Maribel Montgomery and discussed a proposed draft of a letter 
to Dean William Prosser, answering Prosser 1 s memo of July 7th concerning the 
President 1 s directive of June 22nd regarding guidelines for negotiating with 
prospective incoming faculty members. In addition, I asked for a change in 
the draft in relation to the wording of Paragraph #1 of Kerr 1 S directive, 
where it states that negotiations are not to be made, formal or informal. If 
taken literally, it would be difficult to ascertain interest or information as 
to what salary would be necessary to get a candidate. I suggested that this 
point might be stressed in a memo to President Kerr after discussing it with 
Ed Strong. 

Friday, July 17, 1959- Carpinteria 

Today we had a good opportunity to cater to our kids 1 growing interest in 
archeology. All of us went to the Dos Pueblos Ranch of Sam Mosher, whom I 
know as a University of California Regent. Thomas M. Storke, another U.C. 
Regent and the editor and publisher of the Santa Barbara News-Press, was also 
there for a while. Here we viewed the U.C. Summer Session diggings being 
carried out under the leadership of Mr. Hamilton and his assistant, Nancy. 

Dos Pueblos Ranch diggings- July 17, 19S9 
L to R: (front row)- Er ic, Steve, Dave and Lynne Seaborg, Mr. Hamilton and 
Nancy (back rowL Pete and Helen Seaborg 

Here in a pit we viewed a rather remarkable collection of fossil bones, 
skulls, and so forth, relating to early Indian inhabitation of this region. 
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They also showed us an adobe floor with post holes and fireplace, which so 
faithfully represents the original floor of the structure that it has been put 
under a roof in order to preserve its character. We also visited Mosher•s 
orchid greenhouse after a picnic lunch at the beach near his Dos Pueblos 
Ranch. I took movies and also still pictures of the areas that we saw. 

Then, based on information that Hamilton gave us, we drove to Rincon Point, to 
the home of the Eakins, to view a remarkable archeological dig in their front 
yard. Here we saw a part of a skeleton with an arrow in its vertebrae. I 
again took movies at this site. 

Saturday, July 18, 1959- Carpinteria 

Today I received a packet of mail from my Chancellor•s Office. I signed a 
memorandum, drafted by Maribel Montgomery as a result of my conversation with 
her on Thursday, to Clark Kerr, enclosing a copy of the memorandum from Dean 
Prosser outlining some difficulties that he anticipates in following Kerr•s 
directive of June 22nd. I say that I hesitate to 11 clarify 11 the purpose of the 
directive without his (Kerr•s) knowledge and would appreciate his approval of 
sending a copy of the memorandum to Dean Ptosser. I say that I am concerned 
about the wording of the directive in Paragraph #1, where it states that 11 No 
administrative officer shall institute negotiations, formal or informal. .... 
and suggest that if this is followed literally, it will be difficult to 
ascertain a candidate•s interest or the salary that might be necessary to 
recruit successfully and that I might have further discussion with him about 
these Law School problems when I return to Berkeley. 

I also noted a letter from Edward G. Berenson (Manager of the Berkeley Office 
of Official Publications) attaching a copy of the statement which will be 
contained in a booklet pertaining to the Ernest 0. Lawrence Hall of Science 
(attached). I read a memorandum from Lionel Viales, dated July 13th, 
describing his meetings with Bill Wurster on June 25th and July 2nd to discuss 
potential sites for the Ernest 0. Lawrence Hall of Science. He says that he 
and Wurster agree that the Chaparral Hill area or the lower Grizzly area are 
logical sites for the 14 acres that they believe are required in order to have 
adequate parking (space for 400 cars and buses). They agreed that there 
should be an architectural competition on an invited basis. Viales says that 
he thinks we should allow approximately nine months for working drawings, with 
six months for the competition and about two months to write a program and 
that•s working on a 17-20 month situation. If we are thinking of breaking 
ground in the spring of 1961, we must start the architectural program no later 
than September. Since the directorate of the Hall of Science should 
participate in the architectural planning process, we should proceed 
immediately on the selection of the director and his staff. These seem all· 
like good ideas to me, although I am a little worried about having the site as 
far away as Chaparral Hill. 

Sunday, July 19, 1959- Carpinteria 

Today we spent time around our vacation house, going swimming and so forth. 
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ERNEST 0. LAWREN~ 
HALL OF SCIENCE 

The Regents of the University of California have undertaken 
to build and operate the Ernest 0. lawrence Hall of Science, a 
living memorial to the late scientist and his works. The Hall 
will be located in the hills above the lawrence Radiation 
laboratory which he founded. It will command a sweeping 
view of the laboratory, the campus, and the Bay Area, and will 
be accessible to the public. 

While the Hall of Science is still in the planning stage, its 
major purpo~ will be to awaken among young people an in, 
terest in science and an understanding of its place in modem 
society. According to present plans, there will be exhibit halls 
in the sciences, a formal educational program supplementing 
the secondary school courses, and laboratory facilities and a 
complete science library for junior scientists and inventor~. 
There will also be lectures and demonstrations for the gen, 
eral public. 

The distinguished Americans on the committee supervising 
the planning of the Hall of Science are Dr. Glenn_T: S~~l:xJrg, 
Nobel laureate and Chancellor of the Berkeley campus, chair, 
man;J!. Rowan Gaither, Jr., Edward Heller, and John Francis 

. Neyl~, San Francisco;_~lark Kerr, President of the University 
of California; Alfred loomis, Ncw·York; John McCone~ Chair, 
man of the Atomic Energy Commission; Dr. Edwin McMillan, 
Nobel laureate and Director of the lawrence Radiation Labor, 
atory; lewis L Strauss; ~}:tarles Thomas, President of Mon, 
santo Chemical cOmpany; and Regents Gerald H. Hagar, 
Edwin W. Pauley, andjcsse H. S~ei~hax:t. · 
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Monday, July 20, 1959- Carpinteria- Santa Barbara 

Lynne and I played eighteen holes of golf at the Santa Barbara Community Golf 
Course. Lynne shot 151, showing continuing improvement, and I shot 95, which 
included a par 5 on the eighth hole. 

I received a packet of letters from my Chancellor's Office so I signed and 
dispatched some letters. A letter, drafted by Kitty Malloy, went to Clark 
Kerr, saying that since I will find it difficult or impossible to attend all 
the meetings of the Joint Advisory Committee, I suggest that he appoint a 
replacement for me as soon as possible. 

A letter, drafted by Anna Carol, went to Norman Feather (General Secretary of 
the Royal Society of Edinburgh) thanking for informing me of my election to 
Honorary Fellowship in the Royal Society of Edinburgh and stating that I am 
very pleased to be so honored by my colleagues in Scotland. 

Anotber letter, drafted. by Anna Carol, went to Bill Baker (Bell Telephone 
Laboratories, Inc.) incorporating a signed consultant contract (paying me 
$2,000 in four quarterly installments of $500 ~ach) for services to be 
rendered at their Murray Hill laboratory or at my own laboratory and stating 
that in connection with a planned trip to New York I could visit Bell 
Laboratories on September lOth. 

I signed a letter, drafted by Douglas Gordon, to Sidney L. James (Managing 
Editor of Sports Illustrated magazine in New York) nominating Arleigh 
Williams, a graduate of the Berkeley class of 1935, as the Berkeley campus• 
candidate for the Sports Illustrated Silver Anniversary All America of 1959. 
In recounting Williams• qualifications, I state, among other things, that he 
was a first team member of varsity football teams for three years and elected 

. team captain in 1934 and still holds the University punting record, and that 
he has recently been appointed Dean of Men and Associate Dean of Students for 
the Berkeley campus. 

In a letter to Paul H. Oehser (Chief of the Editorial and Publications 
Division of the Smithsonian Institution) I grant permission to reprint my 
article 11 The Transuranium Elements 11 published in the January 19o9 issue of 
Endeavor for reprinting in the General Appendix of the Annual_Report of the 
Sm1thsonian Institution. I enclosed for this purpose two copies of the paper 
and photographs of the figures. 

I signed identical letters, drafted by Pauline Kodritsch, to Charles Aikin, M. 
R. Benedict, and S. A. Riesenfeld, asking them to continue as members of the 
Committee on Distribution of the ·Rockefeller Grant to Political Science for 
the academic year 1959-60 under the chairmanship of Ed Strong; an indicated 
carbon went to Ed Strong and a blind carbon to Civilla Deming. 

Tuesday, July 21, 1959- Carpinteria- Santa Monica 

Today we all drove to Santa Monica to visit the amusement area 11 VOP 11
• We 

visited the pier; the kids drove the electric cars around the proscribed route 
in one of the concessions; I rode with them on the train through the 11 Mystery 
Island-U.S. Rubber Plantation ... We then attended a kind of a Sea World, where 
we saw an amazing performance by highly trained sea lions. We all enjoyed, 
especially the kids, hamburgers or hot dogs with ice cream and cold drinks for 
lunch. 
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On the way home we drove by Helen•s childhood home, a backyard house, in Santa 
Monica. I took movies at the amusement area and at Helen•s childhood home. 

Wednesday, July 22, 1959- Carpinteria- Santa Barbara 

Today Steve and I went to the Santa Barbara Community Golf Course to play 18 
holes of golf. Steve shot 203, including a 6 on each of the 3 par holes (the 
third and the ninth). I shot a 91, which included a par 3 on the third hole 
and on the 12th hole. 

Thursday, July 23, 1959- Carpinteria 

Today during our swimming on our neighboring beach I took movies of the kids 
and Helen took movies of me swinging the kids in the water and jumping with 
them to meet the oncoming waves. 

Later in the day we left our kids to take care of themselves and went to our 
neighbors•, George Dangerfield•s, to attend a reception. We were interested 
to meet there and talk to Mrs. Harry Carey, the widow of the famous Western 
movie star who, incidentally, was one of my movie heroes during my youth. 
George Dangerfield is an author of historical works and one of his 
better-known books is Era of Good Feelings; his most recent book is Robert R. 
Livingston. 

Friday, July 24, 1959- Carpinteria- Santa Barbara 

Lynne and I went to the Santa Barbara Community Golf Course to play our final 
round of golf on this vacation. I played 18 holes but Lynne found it too hot 
today and so after nine holes and our lunch at the Clubhouse, she rested and 
then came out and joined me to finish the last three holes. She shot an 
excellent score of 70 on the first nine holes, a remarkable improvement in her 
game during the time that she has been down here on our vacation. I shot a 
91, including another birdie 2 on the par 3 third hole; I had no pars, but I 
had twelve "bogies•• which I consider to be pretty good golf. 

Saturday, July 25, 1959- Carpinteria 

Today we spent the time around our vacation home and did some swimming. 

Sunday, July 26, 1959- Carpinteria 

My mother and my sister Jeanette visited us today, having lunch and dinner 
with us. Jeanette joined me and the kids in swimming. I took movies and 
still pictures that included Jeanette and Mother with members of our family. 
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At the beach in Carpinteria- July 26, 1959 
L to R: Pete, David, my sister Jeanette, Eric, Lynne, and Steve Seaberg 

At the beach in Carpinteria- July 26, 1959 
L to R: Pete, Dave, GTS, Lynne, Steve and Eric Seaberg 
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Monday, July 27, 1959- Carpinteria 

Today was spent around our vacation house, helping Helen pack our things 
preparatory to our drive back to Lafayette at the end of our vacation tomorrow., 

During a phone call to my Chancellor•s Office, Anna Carol told me that I have 
received a letter, dated July 21st, from Fordyce V. Cowing {Chairman of the 
Citizen•s Advisory Commission in Los Angeles) inviting me to speak at their 
meeting at 8:30 p.m. on August 14th. I asked Anna Carol to write Cowing and 
indicate that the time is agreeable to me and to suggest as a title for my 
remarks, 11 Education in the Age of Science ... 

I read a detailed description, dated July 17th with a July 20th postscript, by 
Ed Strong of his meeting on July 14th with the staff of the Institute of Human 
Development (reconstituted from the Institute of Child Welfare), members of 
the Advisory Committee to the Institute appointed by me (Bendix, Beach and 
Margaret Gordon) and Leo Postman and Mark Rosenzweig of the Department of 
Psychology. The meeting, which went on from 9:30a.m. until 11:45 a.m. with 
these participants and then continued until 2 p.m. with only the faculty 
members present, was concerned with the impasse that has been reached in the 
selection of a new director for the Institute. Cronbach has been eliminated 
since he is not available for two years, and Ezra Solomon has b~en recommended 
for appointment by the Advisory Committee, approved by the Department of 
Psychology and is acceptable to Hardin Jones (Associate Director of the 
Institute in charge of research on gerontology and not present at this 
meeting). However, an individual poll by Harold Jones, as the retiring 
Director of the Institute, of the staff of the Institute led to the rejection 
of Solomon as 11 not acceptable" with the expression of a preference for Nevitt 
Sanford or Read Tuddenham as a second choice. The staff prefers that there be 
another developmental psychologist, like Harold Jones, serving as director and 
participating in and directing a large part of the research of the staff; 
Harold Jones himself supported this point of view. 

Strong pointed out that we need to resolve this issue of the directorship 
before the Public Health people visit the campus on August 6th and 7th to 
determine their degree of support of gerontological studies in the Institut~1 
Strong reports in this memorandum on his efforts to resolve this through ~ 
consultation with members of the Department of Psychology. In his postscrip~ 
of July 20th he states that an alternative date for their visit has been 1 
submitted by the Public Health people (in October) and Hardin Jones, after 
consulting with Bendix, is going to shift the date of the presentation to 
October instead of August. I can only hope that this vexing matter will be 
resolved by that time. 

Tuesday, July 28, 1959- Home again 

We packed our Oldsmobile, then all piled in and drove to Buellton, where we 
had breakfast in the famous .. pea soup 11 restaurant. I then drove us all home 
along Highway 101 to San Jose, where we cut across to Dublin and continued on 
to Lafayette. 
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Wednesday, July 29, 1959 

I drove to my Chancellor's Office to face a mountain of papers accumulated 
durin9 my absence on vacation. I also had sessions with Anna Carol and Kitty 
to br1ng me up to date. 

During the day I signed a number of letters. I signed letters, drafted by 
Milt Chernin, to John D. Phillips (City Manager of Berkeley) acknowledging and 
giving thanks for the report of the Neighborhood Improvement Committee 
describing plans for improving the area south of the campus and to Kerr, 
sending him a copy of the report that I received from Phillips. In this 
connection a letter also went to Louis DeMonte, pointing out that an area of 
his responsibility should be the committee's comments on housekeeping of 
contractors for new University construction south of the campus. 

A rather strident letter, drafted by Jim Hart, went to Clark Kerr, complaining 
about the cavalier treatment by Jim Corley's office of the application of Miss 
Sharon England, a blind student, to obtain housing in a University residence 
hall. (A critical article in Monday's San Francisco Examiner claimed that she 
has been refused a room in University of California residences because her 
guide dog is considered a "pet" and, thus, would not be allowed in a 
University-sponsored dormitory.) 

A letter, drafted by Milt Chernin, to U.C. Regent Jerd Sullivan regarding the 
application for admission to the Physics Department of Marc de Tristan, about 
whom he inquired, explains that our Physics Department receives far more · 
applications from top-notch students than its facilities allow it to accept, 
but de Tristan's application is receiving the personal attention of Dean 
Stewart. 

A letter to Stan McCaffrey, in reply to his memoranda of June 17th and July 
24th, drafted by Jim Hart, addresses itself to the magnitude of the task of 
obtaining information concerning art and scientific objects and collections 
(as requested in McCaffrey's memoranda); I state that we have learned from 
several possessors of art and scientific objects and collections on campus 
that to give full answers to his questions would require a total of ten 
man-months of time. As an example, the Department of Botany stated that the 
collection of plants growing at the Botanical Garden would come within the 
limits of the proposed survey and, thus, an estimate of the "magnitude of the 
task" which the proposed survey would involve, would involve a "colossal" 
effort. 

I returned the book that he loaned us to Ralph Chaney, saying that it served a 
very useful purpose while we were in the south; we did some digging in the 
neighborhood of the Carpinteria Deposits, but found that his pit had been 
covered up. 

Letters, drafted by Bill Fretter, went to Harry Wellman and Stan McCaffrey, 
expressing pleasure at their willingness to serve on the Special Committee of 
the Ernest 0. Lawrence Memorial Hall of Science and on the Lawrence Finance 
Subcommittee, which I had learned upon my return to my office by reading a 
copy of their acceptance letters to Don Mclaughlin. 

Another letter, drafted by Pauline Kodritsch, went to Wellman, in response to 
his letter of July 20th, suggesting Dean M. A. Stewart (or Dean S. A. Mosk) of 
the Graduate Division and Dean Lincoln Constance of the College of Letters and 
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Science as my nominees to act as representatives of the Berkeley campus at the 
1959 Annual Convention of the Association of Land-Grant Colleges and State 
Universities to be held in St. Louis, Missouri, November 8-11, 1959. 

A letter went to Dean William F. Shepard, relieving him of his duty as 
Chairman of the Committee for the Selection of Student Speakers (in view of 
his new administrative duties) and stating that I am asking Arleigh Williams 
to accept this chairmanship for 1959-60. 

There is going to be a centennial commemoration of the land-grant colleges and 
state universities in 1961-62. C. M. Hardin (Chairman of the Centennial 
Steering Committee of the Centennial Office of American Association of 
Land-Grant Colleges and State Universities in Washington, D.C.) has written to 
President Kerr (June 26, 1959) asking the University of California to make 
plans for participation in this important event. Kerr has appointed Stan 
McCaffrey as Centennial Coordinator for the University. I am appointing a 
working committee to guide the Berkeley campus in its preparation for active 
participation in this event. Today I wrote the following to ask them to serve 
on this committee: Roy W. Jastram (Business Administration) as Chairman, 
Milton Chernin (Social Welfare) to represent the Chancellor's Office, Daniel 
Wilkes, Kenneth E. Bock (Sociology), James L. Meriam (Engineering), Sanford A. 
Mask (Letters and Science), George B. Alcorn (Director, Agriculture 
Extension), and Theodore L. Reller (School of Education). I also wrote C. M. 
Hardin and Stan McCaffrey, informing them of my actions. 

A number of letters went out, making various appointments to committees for 
1959-60: for the Committee on the Selection of Student Speakers (Subcommittee 
of the Committee on Public Ceremonies), to Arleigh Williams (Chairman), Betty 
H. Neely, Richard E. Powell and Garff B. Wilson; for the Committee on 
Television, to Charles M. Hulten (Chairman), K. E. Bock, Donald Coney, J. 
Chester Swanson, A. G. Volz, H. R. Walt, G. A. Wessels, H. E. White, D. M. 
Wilkes, and R. C. Williams; for the Committee on SCUBA, to Ralph I. Smith 
(Chairman}, Frederica Bernhard, Hugh Bradner, Lance Flanagan, Fred R. Ingram, 
Nella Pace and John C. Reidenbach; for the Advisory Committee to the 
Laboratory of Radio Astronomy, to C. Donald Shane (Chairman}, L. W. Alvarez. 
R. B. Brode, H. F. Weaver, J. R. Whinnery and A. E. Whitford; for the 
Committee on International Studies, to PaulS. Taylor (Chairman), T. C. 
Blaisdell (Executive Secretary), S. A. Riesenfeld (Vice Chairman), C. A. 
Aikin, Reinhard Bendix, Herbert Blumer, D. R. Carr, R. A. Gordon, and G. L. 
Mehren; for the Advisory Committee for the Institute of Social Sciences, to E. 
T. Grether (Chairman), Charles Aikin, Herbert Blumer, G. M. Foster, L. J. 
Postman, K. M. Stampp, and M. A. Stewart; and for the Committee on Exchange 
Relations with Russian Universities, to James D. Hart (Chairman}, T. C. 
Blaisdell, Melvin Calvin, Charles Jelavich, K. A. Ryerson, and M. A. Stewart. 

Beginning a little after noon I presided over the brown bag luncheon meeting 
of my Cabinet. Present were Chernin, Fretter, Hart, Malloy, Mauchlan, 
Sherriffs and Wilkes. Mauchlan reported on the Stanford Institute on 
Institutional Research, which is becoming involved with budgetary projections 
and financing, especially for private colleges and universities. 

I asked each member of the Cabinet to bring a list at the next meeting of 
accomplishments, plans, areas we have not entered, etc.; this will cover such 
proposals as that for the Space Sciences Laboratory, the Institute for 
Humanities, the project on the effect of science on man, behavioral studies 

July 1959- Page 13 



(Beach proposal), the use of Chaparral Hill, the use of Mira Vista, and so 
forth. We discussed the matter of the acquisition of the Blind School 
property and decided that we will move very carefully on this sensitive issue. 

We decided to give Bill Keeler (Chairman of the IAAB) a copy of the IAAC 
report on athletics. 

We discussed a 11 Welcome Meeting 11 for students, scheduled for September 14th, 
and the possibility of having a University Meeting on September 24th. 

Chernin will prepare a letter for me to send to City Manager Phillips about 
returning an area on Bancroft and Telegraph to the City of Berkeley; Chernin 
asked that this area not be referred to as 11 a free speech are~·, saying that 
it should be talked about in terms of 11 traffic island 11 or something like that. 

We discussed the decision that faculty salary increases are being delayed 
until September because the state colleges are geared to that date; Malloy is 
to find out about this and suggest tp President Kerr that this information be 
made available to the faculty, perhaps by publishing in the University 
Bullet in. 

We discussed the possibility of adding Louis DeMonte and the Director of 
Student Health Services to the CAAC membership. 

We also discussed the probability that a unit of the student dormitories will 
not be completed in time for the opening of the Fall Semester (this 
corresponds to 840 living accommodations). The students involved will have to 
be notified by August lOth and we may issue an 11 appeal 11 through newspapers for 
accommodations for the period from semester start to the time of completion of 
the unit. 

In the course of the day and the evening I read a number of memoranda, 
including the following worth noting. A handwritten note from Margaret E. 
Murdock (ringerof the Campanile bells) reads as follows: 

11 Your thoughtful note on my retirement was very much appreciated and will 
be treasured. I shall hope to continue to play the bells from time to 
time as a volunteer ringer, for after the many years of looking down on 
the campus from our tower there is a sense of possession and lasting 
loyalty which wi 11 cant inue. 11 

A note from Jim Killian on White House stationery thanks me for my letter of 
June 26th with its information, ideas and suggestions on the flow of 
scientific personnel between East and West. 

A note from George Kistiakowsky (also on White House stationery) says that, on 
the eve of being sworn in as Jim Killian's replacement (as Chairman of the 
PSAC), he is writing all members of the President's Science Advisory Committee 
to ask for our further support and cooperation in carrying out his new duties 
and responsibilities. He asks that each of us spend an additional day a month 
in Washington between PSAC meetings and panel meetings. 

A letter from Senator Thomas H. Kuchel states that he was happy to hear from 
me and to read of the action of the Academic Senate of the University of 
California (on the NDEA loyalty oath issue); he says that his thinking is in 
accord with the resolution and he, too, is hopeful that this provision of the 
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Act can be eliminated. He says that he will cooperate with all efforts to 
repeal. I marked this letter for distribution to Strong, Hart, Sherriffs, 
Chernin and Fretter. 

A letter from Dan Wilkes reminds me ot our previous commitment to a present 
head of the Crocker family to do something about immortalizing the Crocker 
name when the present laboratory is torn down. I penned a note suggesting 
that the building for the 88-Inch Cyclotron in the Radiation Laboratory might 
be named after Crocker. Another memo from Dan Wilkes suggests that the 
anniversary dates of the invention of the cyclotron and the discovery of 
plutonium should be commemorated, pointing out that the 30th anniversary of 
the former event and the 20th anniversary of the latter will come next year. 
I made a note that I want to talk to Dan about this. 

Milt Chernin sent me a memorandum about a letter I received from my old Home 
Gardens friend, Don Tweedy, dated July 16th, concerning his daughter Anne 1 S 
admission to Berkeley; Milt has looked into this and learned that her grade 
point average is not sufficiently high and that she would have to take three 
College Entrance Board achievement tests in English, History and French, and 
he has notified Don of this. (It turns out that Don is also an old friend of 
Milton 1 s.) 

A letter from Antonio J. A. de Gouveia (Universidade de Coimbra in Portugal) 
thanks me for my letter of June 26th giving a favorable report regarding Vitor 
Crespo (who is doing his Ph.D. research with our group in the Radiation 
Laboratory). 

A letter from Vic Schmidt, dated July 7th, indicates that he is still 
interested in obtaining a position at the University of California, Berkeley, 
and expresses appreciation for my and Clark 1 s continuing interest and 
helpfulness in this connection. 

A memo from Milt Chernin informs me that Knowles Ryerson is volunteering his 
services after he retires next year and those of Bill Norton (retired former 
Business Manaqer of the Berkeley campus) to work on improving the Strawberry 
Canyon area. 

Thursday, July 30, 1959 

Today I went to my Chancellor 1 s Office and continued my catch-up work, 
tackling the remainder of the accumulated stack of papers from my vacation. 
In the course of the day I signed a number of letters, of which the following 
are worth noting. 

A letter went to Walter A. Haas, Sr., of San Francisco, thanking him for his 
generous gift of $1,707.50 to purchase musical and television equipment for 
the Elise and Walter Haas Clubhouse in Strawberry Canyon, ana another to 
Walter 1 S cousin in New York, Robert K. Haas and his wife, thanking them for 
their contribution of S500 to the gift that Walter sent us. 

A letter went to Paul E. Jackson (California State Automobile Association) as 
a reference for Daniel M. Luevano whom I knew during the period of Clark 
Kerr 1 S chancellorship. I said I found him pleasant in manner, willing to work 
and a person who discharged his duties as an administrative assistant 
efficiently. 
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A letter, drafted by Maribel Montgomery, went to Edward N. Barnhart, 
appointing him Vice Chairman of the Department of Speech for the remainder of 
the current academic year, to June 30, 1960. 

I also wrote to Everett Howe of the College of Engineering congratulating him 
for his election as President of the Berkeley Rotary Club for the coming year; 
a blind carbon copy went to Stan McCaffrey, who suggested that I write Howe in 
this connection. 

I wrote to Clark Kerr, who at our meeting of June 23rd had expressed some 
doubt about the location of the Undergraduate Library directly to the east of 
the Life Sciences Building. He would have preferred that this be located in 
Sproul Hall or Wheeler Hall; I make the case that it is not feasible to 
remodel either of these buildings to provide the needed space and reiterate 
that the Committee on Campus Planning, at its meeting of June 10, 1959, 
reaffirmed its decision to locate the Undergraduate Library east of the LSB. 

I wrote to Lionel Viales to ask him or Donald Cooksey to work up a list of 
original cyclotron material of which replicas could be made to place in the 
new hall of the Smithsonian Institution in Washington, D. C., as requested by 
Clyde L. Cowan (Professor of Physics at the Catholic University of America) in 
his letter of July 16, 1959. 

Doral Buchholz called me a little after 2:30 p.m. to report that she had a 
telephone call from Darrah Thomas at Indiana University, saying that he hopes 
to go ahead with his visit to the Soviet Union even though Flerov has written 
him asking him to postpone it a year on the basis that their cyclotron has 
broken down. 

At 3 p.m. I had a meetin~ with Sherriffs, Kerley, Shepard and Wilkes to 
discuss the matter of the delay in fin1shing the residence hall for students 
and how we will cope with this. 

I took this occasion to tell Wilkes about the memorandum I received from Kerr 
yesterday proposing that, in addition to primary responsibility as Manager of 
Public Information for the Berkeley campus, he be given the additional 
assignment as Director of Information-North at a salary of $12,500 retroactive 
to April 1, 1959. I told Dan that with the forthcoming transfer of Maynard 
Morris to the position of Editor of the University Bulletin, he (Dan) will 
replace him with a qualified Public Information Writer, who will provide press 
and public information assistance to Dan. I also suggested to Dan, in 
response to his memorandum to me of yesterday, that he pass on to Kerr his 
idea that there should be commemorations of the invention of the cyclotron and 
the discovery of plutonium. 

During the day and evening I read a number of memoranda, of which the 
following are noteworthy. Bill Fretter wrote that while he was in Moscow he 
talked at some length with John Simpson about the directorship of the Space 
Sciences Laboratory and got the impression that he would be interested in 
accepting this position, if offered. Fretter suggests that after I discuss 
this with Str~ve and Teller, I might make such a proposal to Harry Wellman. 

A memorandum from Maribel Montgomery informs me that in connection with the 
reorganization of the non-academic personnel program, it was recommended that 
a study be made concerning a change in which the membership in the State 
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Employees Retirement System would be made compulsory only after two years of 
service rather than at the end of six months of service, as it stands now. A 
survey on the Berkeley campus shows a slight majority in favor of the proposal 
and, therefore, Personnel Officer Perry recommends that an actuarial and 
financial study of the proposed change be made. Bob Kerley adds his 
endorsement to Perry's recommendation and suggests that I support this at the 
Council of Chief Campus Officers when it comes up. I marked an "okay" to this. 

A letter from Clark Kerr to Archibald M. Mull, Jr. (President, University of 
California Law School Association) addressed to the Crocker-Anglo Bank 
Building in Sacramento, informs him that the Regents in Executive Session of 
the Committee on Finance on July 17, 1959, approved the proposal to name the 
projected legal center the "Earl Warren Leg a 1 Center". A letter from Mull to 
Chief Justice Earl Warren informs him of this and asks for his permission to 
name this center in his honor. 

A strident letter from Carl Helmholz decries the effective date of September 
1st for the 5% increase in faculty salaries in comparison to the effective 
date of July 1st for the 5% increase in non-academic salaries. 

A memorandum from Ed Strong suggests that Ezra Solomon be invited to join the 
Department of Psychology, effective July 1, 1960, without commitment as to his 
appointment to the directorship of the Institute of Human Development; under 
this plan, he would be here to compete for the directorship with Nevitt 
Sanford and Paul Mussen and, under such circumstances, Postman and Beach 
believe that he would be the preferred choice. Strong suggests that I meet 
with Lincoln Constance to discuss this proposal and I marked an "okay" to this 
suggestion. 

Bob Kerley suggests in a memorandum that the three-member Review Committee for 
Non-Academic Special Merit Increases for 1959-60 have the same two faculty 
representatives as last year--Raymond G. Bressler and Robert A. Cockrell--with 
the statewide officer appointed by President Kerr as the third member. I 
think this is a good idea and I will send the letters of appointment. 

A memorandum from Errol Mauchlan calls my attention to a bequest to the 
University from Martin J. Heller sufficient to produce an annual income of 
about 360,000 for enrichment programs in Mining Engineering. This has been 
discussed with Regent Mclaughlin, who suggests that a study be made by an ad 
hoc committee, including three or four members with competence in the mining 
field, but not associated with the University, and a similar number from the 
faculty, the administration and possibly the Regents, aimed at producing a 
program of leadership in training engineers for careers in the mining 
industry. One of the reasons for needing this study is a letter from Joseph 
A. Pask (Chairman of Petroleum and Geological Engineering) protesting Dean 
O'Brien's plans for the use of this money, which do not meet with the approval 
of a number of Engineering faculty. 

A letter from Robert H. Sellen (Wire News Editor of the Press-Courier of 
Oxnard, California) thanks me for the material I sent him which formed the 
basis of a series of six articles on some implications of modern science. He 
notes that the Larry Seaborgs (Larry is my uncle, whom he incorrectly 
identifies as my cousin) are neighbors and friends of his parents in 
Menominee, Michigan. 
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I read a Stan tvtCaffrey memorandum of July 10, 1959 to Kerr, describing how he 
has placated Congressman Glenn Lipscomb, who is disturbed by a scare story in 
the Los Angeles Times of July 7, 1959, which stated that Soviet Deputy Premier 
Frol R. Kozlov (an engineer) toured the Radiation Laboratory on July 6th at a 
time when U.S. newsmen were excluded for 11 Security reasons 11

• McCaffrey 
explains that this United Press International story was incorrect on the 
matter of exclusion of U.S. press and the UPI has issued a story of correction 
on this. He also stated, on the basis of information furnished by Dan Wilkes, 
that the visit of Kozlov was on an entirely unclassified basis. 

A memorandum from Jim Hart to Lincoln Constance describes a meeting he had 
with Ann Haskell, a junior major in Dramatic Arts, who came in to see him on 
July lOth on behalf of the 12 majors of that department, to express concern 
about the direction of the department, the nature of its program and the 
ineptitude of some of its tenured faculty. 

A memorandum from Lincoln Constance describes a conference he had with Aaron 
Gordon on July 8th, his first interview with Gordon since he assumed the 
departmental chairmanship on July lst. He passed on the note from Kerr that 
William Bowen of Princeton is 11 the brightest young man 11 in the field of Labor 
Economics and mentioned Kerr's perennial and reiterated concern about the 
inequality in teaching load between Business Administration and Economics. 
Gordon raised a question concerning the role of the Department of Economics in 
the Business School's endeavor to attract~leading economists who will not join 
the School unless they receive a joint appointment in the Department of 
Economics; Economics is glad to cooperate, but has no FTE nor salary slot that 
can be used for this purpose and Gordon will seek an interview with me in 
August to discuss the problem. 

A memorandum from Bill Fretter states that he thinks it is now clear that more 
definite procedures will have to be worked out before Kerr will approve a 
proposal for use of radioactive materials in the environment. He bases this 
conclusion on a memorandum that Kerr wrote to me on July 24th, which I read 
this afternoon. which outlines a number of complicated steps that he believes 
should be taken before approval can be given and which suggests that he 
intends to discuss this proposed policy at the August meeting of the Council 
of Chief Campus Officers. 

I read the minutes of the meeting of the Regents held in University Hall on 
the Berkeley campus on July 17, 1959. I noted that the Biochemistry Building, 
to be constructed on the Berkeley campus. has approval for location at the 
corner of Hearst Avenue and Oxford Street. and that $15,000 was appropriated 
for preliminary planning funds. 

The Regents acknowledged the receipt of the Senator William F. Knowland papers 
for deposition in the Bancroft Library. This vast collection, which fills 
hundreds of file drawers. is particularly valuable in view of the crucial 
years in America's development which it spans, and it augments the 
collections of papers of Senator Hiram Johnson acquired by the Bancroft 
Library in 1956, and those of Senator James D. Phelan given to the Bancroft 
Library this year. · 
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Friday, July 31, 1959- Berkeley- Bohemian Grove 

This morning I went to my Chancellor's Office to sign a few letters before 
going on to spend the weekend at the Bohemian Grove. A letter went to Clark 
Kerr proposing, based on my conversation with him of June 23rd, that the 
remaining balance in the May T. Morrison .Fund and the remaining balance in the 
McEnerney Fund be used for the construction of the first step of the 

- long-desired building commonly referred to as the "Cultural Center", of which 
the first increment will be that of an art gallery of about 20,000 square 
feet. I state that the retirement of W. S. Wellington from the directorship 
of the University Art Gallery at the end of this coming academic year makes 
the present a particularly appropriate time for the successor to participate 
in the planning of a new art gallery to be constructed and opened at the 
earliest possible date. ' 

Another went to Bill Shepard, notifying him that Harry Wellman has not 
approved terminal vacation pay in the amount of one month's salary for Hurford 
Stone and, thus, no payment will be made until a statement can be provided to 
demonstrate exceptional circumstances in justification of this payment. 

A letter, drafted by Dan Wilkes, went to Henry J. Vaux (Chairman of the 
Committee on Public Relations) extending my appreciation to him and to all the 
members of the Committee for their fine report of June 1, 1959; I state that I 
have read the report with great interest and have brought it before my Cabinet 
for extensive discussion. I include a status report on efforts pursuant to 
the Committee's recommendations: 1) Dan Wilkes has been appointed as the 
person close to the Chancellor responsible for public relations; 2) my Cabinet 
is unanimously agreeing that we should have an opinion survey to provide a 
basis for our public relations program; 3) I am in agreement that there should 
be an improvement in the orientation of new and old University personnel in 
public relations matters and I am asking Personnel Officer Perry to make a 
study of such a program; 4) a program for the improvement of University 
publications is already underway; 5) I am sympathetic to the idea of a 
handbook for faculty advisors; 6) I find that pub 1 i cat ions, such as "A Guide 
to the Berkeley Campus", "Welcome to Cal", and so forth are fairly widely 
distributed; 7) I have written to Edward Berenson (Director of Official 
Publications) inquiring about the possibility of a publication on the 
educational philosophy of the University; 8) there is an extensive new study 
of student orientation and I am confident that our study will recommend 
significant improvements; 9) my staff and I are considering means of better 
orienting the faculty and non-academic employees on public relations programs; 
and 10) I am recommending that publit relations have a regular place on the 
agenda of the All-University Conference. I also state that I am taking steps 
to renew issuance of the "Letters from the Chancellor's Desk" with broadened 
circulation, that the Personnel Office is going forward with plans to publish 
a newsletter for non-academic employees, and that I am asking Official 
Publications to look into ways and means of seeing that attractive postcards 
are available in various stores around the campus and in the ASUC store. 

I sent a copy of the public relations report to Stan McCaffrey and sent 
separate letters asking for the cooperation in their relevant areas in 
implementing the report to Per-sonnel Officer Lewis B. Perry, Louis A. DeMonte 
and Edward Berenson, and a joint letter to Richard Erickson, Clinton C. 
Gilliam, Robert Kerley ana Herman A. Spindt. I wrote Kerr recommending that 
the subject of public relations be placed as often as possible on the agenda 
of the All-University Conference •. 
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Letters went to Chancellor Ray Allen (UCLA), President Charles E. Odegaard 
(University of Washington), President Wallace Sterling (Stanford University) 
and President Norman H. Topping (University of Southern California), with 
carbon copies to President Kerr, Frank Kidner and Greg Engelhard, notifying 
them that in accordance with the requirements of Article I, Section 3, of the 
By-Laws of the Athletic Association of Western Universities, that until 
further notice, Frank M. Kidner shall be the Faculty Representative and 
Gregory E. Engelhard shall be the Director Representative of the University of 
California, Berkeley, on the Council of the Association. 

I then left to join Clark Kerr at his home in Kensington, from where we drove 
together to the Bohemian Grove, leaving at about 10:30 a.m. We used this 
opportunity for one of our conferences, during which we discussed a number of 
items of concern to the Berkeley campus and to the University. We talked 
about the 11 Satellite11 campus idea versus the plan to develop new campuses. 
Kerr attempted to bring me around to his point of view, that is, if we have 
different functions at Mira Vista, we are in a sense doing what I would like 
to see done. It seems that Clark and I have similar ideas but different 
points of view. 

We talked about Dan Wilkes• new title, salary and additional assignments and I 
indicated my agreement with what he has proposed, promising to send a memo on 
it with more details. 

Kerr expressed a special interest in strengthening our Department of City and 
Regional Planning, saying that in his view one of the biggest problems of the 
20th century is the physical environment of man and, therefore, we ought to be 
distinguished in planning for that. He mentioned William Holly White. 

He also told me that Dean Mike o•Brien of Engineering has written directly to 
him regarding the Martin J. Heller bequest and that Regent Mclaughlin has 
suggested that a committee be appointed to consider the disposition of this 
fund. I said that I am not so sure it makes sense to appoint a special 
committee to deal with only one particular problem and Kerr responded that in 
his opinion, a committee might be appointed to look at the larger issue of the 
future of Mining Engineering on the Berkeley campus. We agreed that Ed Strong 
should see about such a committee and that Don Mcl~ughlin should be a member. 

Wendell Stanley has also written directly to the President- and I received the 
assignment to answer the letter by indicating that we will probably give him 
more space than originally suggested in the Virus Laboratory and that we will 
expand the FTE•s in Virology to the extent justified by student enrollment. 

Kerr also mentioned some concern that the Institute of Industrial Relations 
does not present a good balance between labor and management programs, hosting 
conferences that are almost entirely pro-labor. I will suggest that Ed Strong 
explore this with Art Ross (Director of the Institute) and let me know what he 
(Strong) thinks. 

We then talked generally about how things are working since the big 
reorganization of statewide and individual campus jurisdictions and 
responsibilities. In response to a question about the quality of service from 
statewide administration, I told him that so far it has been okay, but that we 
(the Berkel~y campus) should not be used as an example because of our special 
connectionsr,proximity, etc. 1 presented the complaint that we are seriously 
understaffed and that everyone is consequently over-worked. 
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This is my first participation in the Grove Encampment, having just been 
elected to membership in the Bohemian Club a couple of months ago. I stayed 
at the Isle of Aves Camp as a guest of Ken Pitzer, a camp for which Lyman 
Henry serves as captain. 

July 1959- Page 21 



MAGNET 

July 1959 

----· -----------------------
SIR JOHN COCKCROFT VISITS LABORATORY 

Sir John Cockcroft, Director of the 
Atomic Energy Research Establishment 
at Harwell, England, recently visited the 
Laboratory. He and Professor E. T. S. 
Walton developed the Cockcroft-Wal
ton accelerator, a high-voltage apparatus 
that could speed protons. With their 
crude little prototype of tollay's big ma

. chines they performed the first artificial 
·disintegration. They bombarded lith-
ium-7 with protons and produced lith

. ium-8. For their research in this work 
they were awarded the Nobel Prize in 

<1951. 
"We did our experiment in a very old 

~ Jnd very dirty laboratory," he said, "and 
. we used the usual scaling wax, stray 

pieces of wire, and so on, all stuck togeth
er in a primitive fashion." 

Dr. Glenn Sea borg (Associate Director). Sir 
John Codcroft, and Dr. Edwin McMillan 

(Director I recall the Nobel ceremony. 



Saturday, August 1, 1959 

I spent the day in conversation with many old friends and made many new 
friends in this remarkable new environment at the Bohemian Grove. Among 
others, I spoke with Clark Kerr and Ed Pauley about potential sources of 
funding for Calvin's Photosynthesis Laboratory. Pauley suggested that Ike 
Harvey of RCA might be willing to give something on the order of ~1 million 
for this laboratory. Kerr suggested that I speak with Tom Chamberlain, who 
controls the estate of Willis Booth, about this on some future trip to New 
York. 

Sunday, August 2, 1959 

I again spent the day at the Bohemian Grove and returned home to Lafayette in , 
the evening. 

Monday, August 3, 1959 

I spent the morning in my Chancellor's Office, reading memoranda and signing 
letters. I signed a memorandum to Clark Kerr, recommending the appointment of 
William Wurster as the Dean of the new College of Environmental Design, under 
the same conditions as those under which he has been serving as Dean of the 
College of Architecture. 

I also signed a letter, drafted by Jim Hart, to Roy E. Simpson (State 
Superintendent of Public Instruction) suggesting the establishment of two new 
teaching majors (in Chemistry and Physics) and two new teaching minors (also 
in Chemistry and Physics) to supplement the present teaching major and minor 
in Physical Sciences, as recommended by our camp~s Advisory Committee on 
Teacher Education. 

I wrote to Ray Bressler and Bob Cockrell, thanking them for their service on 
the review committee for nonacademic special merit increases in 1958-59 and 
asking them to serve again in 1959-60. The policy will be the same this year 
as last, with the one exception that this year an individual merit increase of 
one full step (5%) is allowed. (Last year only one-half step- 2 1/2%- was 
avai 1 able.) 

A number of other committee appointment letters went out- to Lewis S. Feuer 
for the Advisory Committee for the Center for the Study of Higher Education; 
to Seymour M. Lipset for the Advisory Committee for the Survey Research 
Center; and toW. E. Berg, J. W. Durham, R. M. Eakin, Ralph Emerson, C. H. 
Hand, Morgan Harris, A. Starker Leopold, Daniel Mazia, P. R. Needham, F. A. 
Pitelka, Johannes Proskauer and R. Y. Stanier for the Advisory Panel for the 
Committee on the Marine Biological Station. 

At 11 a.m. I received a telephone call from my former student, Paul Donovan, 
now at Bell Labs. He told me that Bell Labs is looking for a good low energy 
physicist now and they report that there is a real lack of enthusiasm among 
nuclear physicists about the low energy field. He said the general opinion 
seems to be that high energy physics is the only thing and that Bell Labs is 
now willinq to hire someone on an interim appointment if they cannot find 
someone permanent. They have offered the job to Joseph Halperin, who will 
spend a couple of weeks there in September and who would require a higher 
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salary than they had hoped to pay. I told him about my plans to visit Bell 
Labs next month. Paul also mentioned that the Tandem (three stage) machine 
could be delivered in the summer of 1961. 

At noon I went up to the Rad Lab to attend the regular Monday lunch meeting of 
the Chemistry group in Perlman•s office. While I was up there I visited with 
my students, Marshall Blann, Glen Gordon and Vic Viola, to discuss their 
research progress with them. 

At 3 p.m. Lincoln Constance and I held our regular weekly meeting, at which Ed 
Strong joined us. We agreed that Constance could negotiate directly with 
Harry Wellman on the acceptance of Extension Division credits by the College 
of Letters and Science. 

We talked about the Political Science Department•s budget for Anonymous Fund 
funds for 1959-60, which I have been somewhat reluctant to approve since it 
includes some items of travel, entertainment, etc. that are not properly 
spelled out. However, I agreed to approve this, asking Constance to speak 
with Charles Aikin about reducing,such items in the 1960-61 budget and to 
quote President Kerr•s directive that the Fund 11 be employed for true 
enrichment of the academic program--- not for routine programs and activities ... 

We discussed the proposal that Ezra Solomon of Harvard be appointed Professor 
of Psychology, effective July 1, 1959. The question of the directorship of 
the Institute of Human Development would be left open for a time, but with the 
understanding that it would be taken by Professors Sanford (Jones• current 
candidate), Mussen (who was on the Russell Committee•s list as #3) or Solomon, 
if he accepts the appointment in Psychology here and proves more acceptable to 
all concerned after being viewed at close range. The FTE would have to come 
either by using Jones• position (which he is expected to relinquish by 
voluntary retirement on June 30, 1960) or by upgrading a FTE in the 1960-61 
budget. Ed Strong will check this scenario out with the Advisory Committee 
(which has already made Solomon their first choice) and then we will have to 
find out if Solomon is interested. 

I read a memo from Jim Hart suggesting that Stephen Pepper be awarded an 
honorary degree at either the Charter Day ceremony or at Commencement. He 
mentions that Walter Horn (Chairman of the Art Department) is promoting the 
idea of naming a wing in kroeber Hall after Pepper; whom he credits with the 
development of the modern department. However, as Jim points out, we are 
trying to limit the naming of buildings (or parts of buildings) after living 
persons so an honorary degree, timed as it would b_e to coincide with the move 
of the Art Department and the accompanying exhibits, would perhaps be more 
appropriate. I will put this on the agenda for my next meeting with Kerr. 

I also read a rather long memo from Anna Carol reporting on her conversation 
with Greg Engelhard this afternoon about the controversy surrounding an 
agreement to reserve special places in housing units for athletes. Neither 
Bill Shepard nor Alex Sherriffs supports this in principle and indeed the 
Housing Committee specifically recommended against this practice (with Kragen 
dissenting) last May. The issue has become more critical as a result of the 
acute housing shortage with which we are now faced as a result of the 
residence halls not being completed on schedule and it appears that I will 
have to make the final decision on this sensitive issue. 

When I returned home this evening, Helen told me that she took Pete and Lynne 
to the orthodontist this morning and visited University House this afternoon. 
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Master Plan Survey of Higher Education Under Way; 

Coons Makes Progress Report to Uaison Committee 

• State and ;unior coUeges, UC, private coUeges cooperating in study 
·Key problems: .. differentiation of functions .. ; coordination; expansion 
• Study to go to Regents and State Board of Education In December 
• State Legislature to review Master Plan in lpf'ing,1960 session 

Initial progress in the preparation of a Master Plan Survey of Higher Educa
tion-the ~l!!Y~Y requested by the State Legislature in its last tession-is now 
being made by representatives of California's junior colleges, state colleges, 
private institutions, and the University of California. 

Reports on such key questions as enrollment projections, costs, fiscal capacity 
of the State, and selection and retention of students, are being prepared under 
the direction of a MMaster Plan Survey team" created by the Liaislm Committee 
of the Regents and the State Board of Education. 

Monthly meetings of the Master Plan ·--------· 
Survey team with the Liaison Commit- fornia on the Committee is D. E. Me-
tee are scheduled for the remainder of Henry; Assistant to President Kerr. 
1959, with a target date of December Other representatives are Glenn S. 
for the completion of all administrative Dumke, President of San Francisco 
work. The Regents and the State Board State College; Henry T. Tyler, uecu-
will meet in joint session in December, tive Secretary of the California JunlOI' 
and the Master Plan will be forwarded College Association; and Robert J. Wert, 
to the State Legislature in February, Vice-Provost, Stanford University, rep-
1960. resenting the Association of Independ

Purpose of Master Plan Survey 

Assembly Concurrent Resolution No. 
88, and a resolution adopted by the 
Regents and the State Board at their 
joint meeting on April 15, outlined the 
nature and scope of the Master Plan 
Survey. The Plan is expected to assist 

Mthe development, expansion, and 
integration of the facilities, cur
riculum, and standards of higher 
education, in junior coUeges, state 
colleges, the University of Califor
nia, and other institutions of higher 
learning in the State, to meet the 
needs of the State during the next 
ten years and thereafter." 

The Master Plan Survey team is work
ing under the direction of Arthur G. 
Coons, Chairman, President of Occi
dental College (see story. next page). 

Representiug the University of Cali-

ent California Colleges and Universities. 
The Joint Staff of the Liaison Com

mittee, composed of Thomu C. Holy of 
the University, Howard A. Campion of 
the Califorrua Junior College Associa
tion, and Arthur D. Browne of the State 

. Department of Education, are also mem
bers of the Survey team. 

JulyM-ttng 

The Liaison Committee met with the 
Master Plan Survey team on July 8 to 
hear a progress report from Chairman 
Coons. 

Coons reported the expansion of the 
Survey team to include a representative 
of the private institutions and a Joint 
Staff member for the junior colleges
both additions to the original roster of 
the team. Nominations of personnel to 
serve on the Advisory and Tedmical 
Committees, made by the Survey team, 
were confirmed by the Liaison uml
mittee. 

Two questions of great importance to 
educational planrung in the state will 
receive especially close consideration in 
the Master Plan study. 

Coordlnetf- ef legenb, State Board 
The CJ!Iestion of Mdifferentiation of 

functions between the junior colleges, 
ltate colleges, and the University, will 
be studied by the Survey team itself. 
And the Joint Advisory Committee, a 
permanent agency of the Liaison Com
mittee, will consider how the State Board 
of Education and the Regents may co
onlinate their efforts on questions of 
mutual Interest, possibly through some 
type of council or joint governing board. 

l.iaisoo Committee meetings are 
1eheduled on the following topics: Sep
tember, enrollment estimates and the 
meal capacity of the State; October, the 
~election and retention of students and 
differentiation of functions; November, 
institutional capacities and area needs 
and the costs of higher education. 

In December the Regents and the 
State Board will meet jointly to discuss 
the final fonn and contents of the Master 
Plan. 

The plan of study authorized by the 
Liaison C.ommittee at ita June 3 meeting 
reads as follows: 

lnteftt of Malter Plan 
'lhe first major task is to plan for the 

expansion of public higher education iu 
California. Specifically, what is needL•d 
here is to recommend the number, typt', 
and location of new public institutions 
of higher education and the time st·hecl
ule for establishing them during the uext 
decade. Detailed information is rt'!Jnired 
for the University of California and sta!t· 
t111lcge l:ampuses; ouly general iuforma-
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I ion 1s .Jiec.•ded for the junior t:olleges, 
pa~iil'\llarly as these afft'<:t the devdop
ment of the other two types of institu
tions. In addition there is indudt·tl :a 
plan fur the organization, contrnl :nul 
administration of public hi&;her ('(luea
tiun in California. The following major 
items ar(' includrJ: 

A. \\'hat is till' si;o.t• uf the student enroll
lllt'nls in higlll'r t.•ducation in Californid 
to lw scrn•d hy 1975, and how will they 
'"' tlistrihull'd among the State's junior 
t,,JI,•gt•s, state ('(dleges, pri\'ate colleges, 
and the University of Califomia? 

J. Should admission requirements IJe 
modified to clwnge this distribu
tion? 

2. What are the enrollment projec
tion& by year& to 197.> for existiug 
individual &tate colleges and C4m
puses of the Univenity of Califor
nia? What are these projectioru tu 
modified by the Master Plan? 

B. What should be the appropriate dif
ferentiation of functions among the 
junior l111lcges, state colleges and the 
University of California? 

C. What is the recommended priority 
list and time schedule for establishing 
nrw Unh·crsity and state college cam
puses? (This list should include new in
stitutions already approved by the Legis
lature and the Regents of the Uruversity 
l•ul nul }'Cl implemeutt;J.) 11ais priority 
list should designate the approximate 
l•"·atiou of each included institution. 

lu u·hat areas in the State are there 
lwt:d.v now and by 1970 for Dddi
tilmal junior college facilities? 

D. Wh:1t is the estimated cost to the 
Statt· for public higher education in the 
decade ahead for both capital outlay 
and aunual operation? (These estimates 
should tah•lnto account the Master Plan 
priority list.) 

;• 



1. What pro1xwtion of the cost of 
junior coUege education for both 
operation and capital outla11 •hotdd 
be borne by the State and what 
l"uportion by the local di.rtrlct.sP 
Is tllere a need for a change of 
71resent State polic11 u;ith re_,ect to 
the support of ;unior colleges? 

2. How many lower division nudenu 
who would nonnally enroll In 11 

state college or a camynu of the 
University can be •hifted to the 
junior colleges, and how can the 
districts meet additional CO.U re
sultiug tllerefrom? 

3. How mucl& of the cost of public 
higher education slwuld be borne 
by the students? Should ~he pre"nt 
fee structure be altered? 

4. What ccm1muit•s c:m1 lw e8c•ctecl in 
the OIH'ratiom: of thl' c~xistiug iusli
tuticmsP Cou.~iclemliou should be• 
git;en to ccmwmic·.~ in current Oller
tllicm, iu capita/outlay, cmd in the 
use of 11rcsent l'hy.~ical fadlities. 

E. What is Califomia's ahility to pay for 
the future dt•,·clopnlt'ut of public higher 
edU<:ation in thl• Stall•? 

1. What l""lmrtiou of the State's 
lmclt!.d lws bt·cu mul is flOW allo
catnl for the SttJ'I'ort of public 
hig/,c·r cclumtiou? llow does this 
c'miiJNirt' tcith the efforts made to 
!liiJIJN'rt 1mblic higher education ifl 

otlwr states? 
2. \Vhat arc! the probable 8U1'1'le

mc•utul (non-State) resources for 
~nauciug 1mblic higher education 
in California whicla might be 
ttJplwdP 

F. What plan is recommended for the 
cK"ganization, control nnd administration 
of publicly supported higher education 
in Califomia? 

1. What criteria should be met by the 
p/tJn recommended, and what 87H!
ci~c functiorLf should it .eroeP 

2. II ow Jwuld the recommended plan 
be implemented? 

Membership of Committees 

Memlx!rship of the Advisory aud 
Techuical _Committees assistiug the 
Master Plan Survey team are as follows, 
with chairmen listed llrst. 

Enrollment Projections: Carl Frisen, 
State Department of Finance; Algeo H. 
Brill, Yuba College; Henry T. Tyler, 
California Junior College Association; 
Clyde P. Fisher, California Polytechnic 
College; Robert S. Johnson and Dono
van E. Smith, University of California; 
and representatives of the private col
leges, to be selected soon. 

Selection and Retention of Students: 
Herman Spindt, University of Califor
nia;· Hal ph Prator, San Fernando State 
College: Basil H. Peterson, Orange 
Coast Junior College; and J. Ed. San
ders, Pomona College. 

California's Ability to Finance Higher 
Education: J. 0. McClintic, San Diego 
State College; Stewart E. Marsee, El 
Camino Junior College; Malcolm M. 
Davisson, University of California; and 
Procter Thomson, Claremont Men's Col
lege. 

Costs of Higher Education: Arnold E. 
Joyal, Fresno State College; Arthur J. 
Hall, San Francisco State College; 
Daniel B. Milliken, Chaffee Junior Col-

lege; Oscar E. -Anderson, San Francis-co 
City College; Raymond W. Kettler and 
Donovan E. Smith, University of Cali
fornia; Kenneth M. Cuthbertson, Stan-

ford, and Paul A. Walgren, Univenfty of 
Southern California. 

Institutional Capacities . mel Area 
Needs: Lloy~ N: ~orrisett, Univenity of 

California; Francis J. Flynn, Long Beach 
State College; T. Stanley Warburton, 
Los Angeles City Schools; and Father 
Charles Casassa, Loyola University. 



. Uni~ers~~y Poli~y on Non-Discrimination Adopted . . 

Polley Statement on DlacrlmlnMI-

The Regents also, upon the recommenda
tion of President Kerr and all of the chief 
campus officen, adopted a policy statement 
which will require the elimination by ~g
nized student groups, including fraternities 
and sororities, of rules and regulations that 
impose discrimination on the basis ol race 
religion, or national origin. Such rules, re~ 
tafned today by only a few fraternal organ
Izations, must be eliminated DOt later than 
September l, 1964. 

In commenting on the action, President 
Kerr made the following statement: 

'The University of California has alwa)'3 
had a policy against discrimination based 
on _race: religion, or national origin. The 
Umvers1ty has observed this policy strictly 
in the admission of students, the utilization 
of University facilities, and the government 
of all groups under administrative control 
of The Reg!'nts. 

"In addition, with the encouragement of 
the University, rules and regulations requir
Ing dbcrimination based on race, religion 
or national origin have already been elimi
nated from nearly all private, rerognizl'(l 
studt·nt groups, including mo~t of those fra
ternitit>s and sororities which once had StJ('h 
rules or rt>gnlations. 

''The new polky is especially intendt•d 
to frt,., all ret~•gnizt'<l student organi7.atlcms 
fnnn f1'1uir~·ments tlmt tl1t>Y seleet ml'mht•rs 
on tlu• >:tSIS of rnet•, religion or natinnal 
origin. 

~ policy wiU DOt deny any organiza
tion the right to ~elect Its members as It 
may desire. The Unlvenfty does not intend 
to ln.tt't'fe': with traditional alumni-chapter 
relnhonshi.Jl! except to prohibit discrimina
tory rules based on race, religion or national 
origin. 

MI have firm faith In fraternities and 
IOroritles u Important positive forCf's in 
Univenfty life. I believe, and The Regt>nts 
concur, t~at the "eo.:' po~icy, complying as 
It does With the Umvemty s obligations to 
thl!' IRw and tn tlw! J't"'PI" nf r.nllfnmia. will 
strengthen tht- traditional, constructive role 
of the fraternities and ~ritif's in the Uni
versity." 

To•t ef ltwtement ef Polley 
11le complete statf'ment of policy follows: 
T~ Unlvernty rtf Califnmln har always 

had 11 pollry In the admlnl.rtratinn rtf Its 
11(/alr. ~~galrm dl.tcrimlnntion bared on race, 
mlgtnn, or national nngln. TI•Lf rolicy htu 
been follmved rtrictly In the admt.1.'fit>n uf 
«vdentr to ti1P Unlvernty and In tl1e utili :a· 
tlon af all nf the University'• fac1litics. AU 
gmurs npcmtlng under thf' adminl.ftmtlce 
cr>ntrol of The Regmts, Including admlnl.f· 
tratfnn, faculty, rtudent govemment.r, and 
Unlvcnlty·nwned rendcnce hall.v, are gov
~~mf'd by thl.r rollcy af nnn-Jbcrlmlnatltrn. 

l'rloate gro"l'" .wl•ich .rurmund UniVf·r.rity 
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campuses and which In varlou.r way.r pro
olde reroker to the Unlvernty or Its &tu
dent.r 11re nnt bound by the Unlvemty's 
non-dt.tcrlmlnntlnn polfc~J If they do not re· 
celvc 8peclal prlvllegc.r from the Unlverntr1 
ftld 11re not 1111bject to lt11 control. · 

Sornewllllt different pn>blf!m.f are ,, •. 
.ented by the many orgonl::atlon.r cornrmrd 
uf Unlt>ernty &~udcnb which are enentially 
prltxrte organl::atlom but which oft' rcn•"· 
nl::crl IJy the Ut~ivernty or by student :.:,.;. 
emment.r. They are entitled to certain ,,.;r:~. 
l,•gt'·' -•uc/r tl8 u.te of Unlver.rUy factllti,·s mul 
,, • . nrlrfl't't tu certain (Tnlt>ernty regrrl.ttiuu .• 
(e.,: .• "'le., governing !trrdents lit:iul-! iu fm
terultle.t and mrorlty house.•). Most or~•mi· 

uttiou.• uf tllis ty1>e, iuclrrdlug nw.d _.,,.;ttl 
fratt•mltie.• t~nd .wi'orlties,lwnorary .,lt'il'lit·~. 
anti !•rnft·~,,mwl soclctle11, hace 111111! lwd 11., 

au r.u£'ntwl tiSf>t•ct of their opc·mtiurr.~ tlw 
fn•c•tlom uf t/Jrir lll(•mbers tu du .. .-c· tlw 
fiCrson.t who Mlllll be lnc/ru'c·cl in llu·ir 
group.v. The University ret:uf_ni::.t·., t1ml llf>· 
f>rove.t tl&i.t freedom rtf es&t"1ltu11111 1,; ... ,,,. 
gr""l'·' to &elect their own nwm11i·r.v. 

A few group.v wit/1 ruch a 4f)(!dt11 rdullon 
to the University nill are lllll>jc·c·t. lwn·rr.c·r. 
of/Pil agaimt till.' wishes of tlwlr luml lllt'lll· 
hc"T.r, to erternal restralnl.t rt•qrrlrin~ eli.•· 
crimirltltlnn. In acrordance •t"it11 tlw trmll· 
tlons of the University, tlwrr nm.\t lw fret'· 
dom for all .ruch grrnrJ>S to cf..,, • .,. 1111-ml)(•rR 
011 a basis af indicitlrral t'l'llllltrtiun !Ill

fettered by polictcs u:t.lc·h rt•quirc• cli.\l'rimi
natlon on till.' ground., almw of mn· or rr
ligitm or national origin rc·gartlln.• of tlar 
1>ersnnal merit of the fellmc .f1rul1•11t. Cml.tr
quently for mch group., lwdu~ n ·'/H'CUil 
rec1procal relatiun.~laif> of J>rit:iftoj!t'• fmm 
any abligatlom to tlw (/ni.:c·r~itrf, the (lui
versity, in accordancr 1t"ith Its b'asic f>llilos· 
nphy uf rwn·dlscrimlrwtiml, mrut ln.tiA't tlurt 
the students partlciptrting lu •rrr/1 nrgnlli
::ation.r be freed from any crtemnl reJiralnlr 
requiring .fOld dlscrlml•urtn~l JITm:tlces. 

In accordJJnce with tl1r f!enc•ml JHiilcie• 
expre.rsed above, tlw follml:ing regulation 
governing rtudrnt gr"''l'• /wr.t been tip
proved to apJ>Iy t11 all CBinf>U~e.r of the 
University: 

1) Di.rcrimlntlll11n lx111etl ora race, religion, 
or nationtrl origin i.t lf/H't:ifit'ally forbidden 
In the admini.f1ration of the nfJalr• of rtu
dent govem11wntN nntl thl'ir 11Uh.adlary 
agt'11cic•.t. 

2) All other Jllrrdc•ut urJ!IIIIi::ntlonr wl•lcla 
11re recu~ni::.t?tll•y thr (luit:crnty or by the 
rtudeut guc:C'rnmrutr n11 a cm~elitit•n of rec
ognition Jwll lurt·e t1 rtlemlH.'nhip policy 
which clue11 nt>l req•lin· dis,·rimirwtillft bGsed 
on raec, reliJ!itm. or ~~t~timwl origin. The 
rnenaberr of ""''" oreanlurtion.t rlwU be free 

to clu11ure iiU'ir on:,; ·GN.,>Ciafell according ta 
their otc:u bed jrrdgmerJl, and 1/aould twf be 
confirwtl tn 11dectiuu u:ltl&in 11 rystem rtf 
categorier whicl1 {irul11 lltr nrlgln m racial 
or religiou., diM:rimination. Where -.ch 
groUf>s operate on a berm 11f .elected mem
bership, the #uder1b 1Mrtlcipating In them 
moll be permitted to choore memberr free 
from the renrvlnt/1 of ..ul di.rcrimmatory 
policler lmJIOred by cOtUtUutiOM, •gree
ments, alumni or otl1er non-rtudent1, or 
other orgaui;;atlon n~ler. W lth re&pect 1o 
the few remaining rtudent organl::affonr 
(lncludin{! fratemities and «<mrllle.t) ll!hlch 
11rP bound l>y di.-rlminotory clawe1 In na
tiollal constitrrtion.r or ntiJer regulatlonr be-

• !fOnd the 1101ccr af the local organization to 
change, aiiCI in order ta proceed with 11U 
deliberate 8/>eccl in the elimination af 1101d 
discrimint1tury policier, thil regulation rhall 
become effcctit;e at the earllert po.tnble 
dJJte w/l(m ( 1) .,,;d dl.rcrlminatory clDu.u 
In national ccm~1itrrtions and in other 110• 

tional refutation.• can be elimilltrted; or (2) 
the loca organbrtious lpf'cificully are n
empted by the lltttional organization.• fmm 
the efJ ect af •well cliscriminatorJi clawer, 

lind In rw event later than S"'1tember 1 
1964. -, • 

3} Each organl::atlcm cuverecl by the 
pol1cy In Paragraph 2 mall de1u18it u;ith the 
Dean of Student• or equivalent officer on 
the relevant comp111 by January 1, 1960, 
cople11 af aU comtltutions, charte,, or other 
documentr relating t11 their policie• with 
refercnu to choice uf membersl•il'· By the 
•me dnte, they mall also deliver to the 
arme officer a datement ligned by the rresi
dent or dmllar officer af tl1e local organ/;;a
tion ttl tl1e effect that there are no ruler or 
pollcier which Inhibit the members frnm 
«cepting dudent1 without dlscriminatioo 
011 tJCrount rtf rvce, rellgitm, or national 
origin In the .electitm af member11. (Organ
&:atloru falling within tlae exception In the 
ltut -fence of Paragra1>h 2 may delay 
Ping the non-dl.fcrlmiootinn natement until 
the ~:oveming date under Paragrat>h 2.) 
TIIU lllatement rhoU be renewed annually 
lllld the other documn~tr reqrllred by thill 
paragraph riMU be ~ within lllnety 
day• after~ ..WIIIDntlve change or •rnend
lllmt. 

4) Nothing contai~d In thill rtatement uf 
,alky .nail inlerfere with the traditlonol 1 

lllumni-chllptn mmloruhlps ercept a M 
forth above. 

5) Privately owned hocuing facilities 
ll!hkh •e lnsrected and approved by the 
Umvernty for rtudtont hounng mall be 
o~ to .U rtudentr without dillcrimilltltion 
ba.ed 1M race, religion, M IIQf/onal origin. 

This raragrarh does not apply to student 
organl:::atinn.t covered by Paragraph 2. 

6) Violation uf the policy ret forth in 
Paragrarh 2 shall result In the withdrawal 
uf University recognition and nf any Uni
verrity privileges from the group Involved. 
VIolation of the pnllcy set forth in Para
graph 5 rhall result In the removal uf the 
laou.nng facility Involved from the approved 
Iiiii. ' 
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Bubble Chamber-"World's Biggest''-
in Operation at I.Qwrence Radiation Laboratory 

The world's biggest bubble chamber, prototype of a new breed of detectors of 
nuclear phenomena generated in high energy atom-smashers, has gone into success
ful operation .at the Lawrence Radiation Laboratory on the Berkeley campus. 

The giant, six-foot long detector is a key Unk in a newly developed nuclear research 
system which ties together the great atom-smashing Bevatron, automatic scanning 
devices that borrow .the principles ol astronomical measuring engines, and high 
speed computers. 

The system permits a deeper penetra
tion of the mysteries of the atomic nu
cleus than ever before-through ~ 
duction of information on an assembly
line, mass-production basis. 

Photographs taken of the new detec
tor's chamber reveal tracks up to six feet 
in length made by nuclear particles. 
More extensive sequences oE nuclear 
events are visualized than previously, 
events are seen that would not show up 
in smaller chambers, · and the longer 
tracks make for more accurate measure
ment of the characteristics of particles. 

The instrument was conceived by 
Professor Luis W. Alvarez. Associate 
Director ol the Lawrence Radiation 
Laboratory, who with his associates orig
inated hydrogen-type bubble chambers. 
The instrument was brought into oper
ation by a team of scientists and engi
neers in the Alvarez group. Paul Her
nandez, mechanical engineer, was in 
charge of the design of the instrument, 

· and the first operation was achieved by 
a group Jed by James D. Cow, physicist, 
and Robert Watt, physicist. 

The huge bubble chamber, which il 
similar to ones being built in Russia, 
Switzerland, England, and at the Brook
haven National Laboratory utd else
where in this country, wu coostructed 
at a cost of $2,000,000. 

Tested in March, it operated with the 
first pulse of particles put into its cham
ber. The beam used in these trials was 
the Bevatron's 3 billion electron volt 
(Bev) stream of negatively charged pi 
mesons. 

After this successful shakedown, Pro
fessor Alvarez said the group decided to 

·concentrate on an attempt to observe 
interactions ol antiprot0111 in hydrogen, 
with the poss~bJe formation of anti
hyperons, which are "mirror images" of 
the SUF,-heavy, MM:&IJed Hstrange par
ticles. Antiprotons and antineutrons 
were discovered in the Bevatron several 
years ago, and the scientists wish to ob
serve and study large numbers of the 
heavier antihyperons. 

HIGH ENERGY PARTICLES--The Univer
Mty'a giant 72-inch bubble chamber Is "Shown 
ia potltion In ftw lawrence Radiation labora
tory, lericeley. The huge chamber, filled with 
liquid hydrogen, Ia now being used in studies 
ef hivh -rgy 11uclear particles generated 
~ ftw Bevatron. The whole instrument weighs 
101ne 200 tons, .M caft "-lk" by means of ..,.._,lc "feet." 



Tuesday, August 4, 1959 

I started my day with a visit to my dentist, Kent Kohler, at 9 a.m. 

When I arrived at my Chancellor's Office, I settled down to the business of 
reading my mail, etc. I then dictated and signed a number of memos and 
letters. I signed a letter to Clark Kerr recommending that admissions 
requirements for the College of Engineering remain the same. (There has been 
considerable discussion about admitting applicants to Engineering to the Davis 
campus for the Spring Semester who were rejected for the Fall Semester by the 
Berkeley and Los Angeles campuses. However, based on recommendations from 
Clyne Garland and others, I do not think this advisable. Among other things, 
it would make it appear that our admissions policies vacillate.) 

I also wrote Kerr about the new salary, title and additional assignments for 
Dan Wilkes described in Kerr's memo to me of July 27th, saying that I agree 
with these, although I would prefer that Wilkes continue to use the title 
"Assistant to the Chancellor" more than "Manager of Public Information'' and 
that I agree with Dan that he may need an additional professional staff member 
to support the additional assignments. 

I wrote Regent Ed Pauley, as he had requested, evaluating Harvey White's 
"Continental Classroom" physics course. On the whole, I gave this new 
experiment in educational television top marks, countering the charge that 
such courses cost a lot more money than some local programs by pointing out 
that this offered a rare opportunity for high school teachers to hear lectures 
by truly first-rate men in their fields and that the presentation by a 
national network and sponsorship by important companies brought an importance 
to the course that could not otherwise have been possible. 

I sent out a memorandum to all department chairmen, deans, directors and other 
administrative officers, asking them for information on faculty recruiting 
problems experienced in their units (such as information on why prominent 
people have turned down our offers, etc.) to help me prepare a response to 
Kerr by September 1st. 

Bob Kerley dropped in to describe some of the difficulties he has experienced 
in settling on a wage increase for steam operators. They want a 10% increase 
on their wage of about $5.50/hr. and Kerley and Corley feel that they should 
not get more than 5% since they are already the second-highest paid union 
workers in the Bay Area (next to brewers) and this already creates problems 
with respect to other public institutions, to whi~h we are compared as an 
example. He will let me know the outcome of his meeting with representatives 
on Thursday. 

At 11:30 a.m. Alex Sherriffs and I met in my office to talk about the problems 
arising from the commitment to reserve special housing places for athletes. 
Alex feels rather strongly that this is unwise; however, I don't really see 
how we can go back on the commitment already made. 

At noon I went up to the Rad Lab to have lunch in the cafeteria with my grad 
students there and continue discussions with them about the progress of their 
research. Vic Viola and I then took part of the afternoon off ana went to 
play golf at the Contra Costa Country Club. We played nine holes, for which 
Vic scored 53 and I, 51. · 
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Wednesday, August 5, 1959 

I went directly to the Radiation Laboratory this morning to attend a meeting 
of the Associate Directors, which began at 9 a.m. Among other things, we 
talked about the possibility of naming the 88-Inch Cyclotron after the Crocker 
family. There is no precedent for this, so it was agreed that Ed McMillan 
will ask John Williams (AEC Research Director) about this informally. 

While I was up on the Hill, I spoke with Hardin Jones about the search for a 
director for the Institute of Human Development. He is quite concerned that a 
director be chosen soon--in fact, he said that some people in the Child 
Welfare group have indicated to him that they feel that the place will fall 
apart unless some action is taken soon and he feels that something must be 
done before the visit of the Public Health people to the campus this fall. He 
reiterated his satisfaction with Solomon, Sanford or Mussen. He also made it 
plain that he would be willing to serve as director himself. He didn't like 
Harold Jones' letter any more than we did; however, he feels that Harold Jones 
would be a good director if he were younger. My impression was that Hardin 
Jones' attitude is one of wanting to get on with the job; I don't feel that he 
has any special axe to grind. I mentioned the possibility of creating a 
center for gerontology. He feels that this might help, but that the really 
important thing is to get a director for the Institute as soon as possible. 

After lunch on the Hill, I went down to my office in Dwinelle Hall and tackled 
the pile of correspondence on my desk. Bill Fretter passed on the draft of 
the brochure on the Lawrence Hall of Science from Lionel Viales with his 
comments. Now that this project is nearing completion {finally!) Viales is 
trying to get approval of the draft right away so that it could go to press 
early next week and be distributed to the Regents and other interested people 
in early September. He plans to go to Los Angeles with it on Friday to get 
the approval of committee members there. I think it is quite a good job and 
am pleased to see us get rolling on this project. The next step will be to 
work out a preliminary financial plan and to develop a strategy for funding it. 

Bill Fretter also wrote me a note, asking me to try to "pin down" Clark Kerr 
on the question of whether we might start negotiating for some land in the 
Monterey area for the Marine Biological Laboratory. Bill feels that the idea 
of cooperation with Stanford on this project has proved to be a bit of a "red 
herring" and that it has failed to work at all on a practical level. He 
thinks that Samuel Morse might actually give to the University the 60 acres in 
the Del Monte Estates we are seeking and that what is holding us up is waiting 
for permission to start talking about it earnestly. 

A memo from Ed Strong reports on his investigation of the Department of 
Regional and City Planning. He has learned that the Department has been 
limited by very stringent budget constraints and has asked Francis Violich 
(Chairman of the Department) to prepare for him a ten-year history.of the 
Department (which started in 1949) with particular attention to budget 
requests and subsequent allocations. He has also asked Violich to provide him 
with a review of one or more outstanding individuals in the field of City and 
Regional Planning who would be specially suitable for appointment in the 
Department. (At the present time they have only 6 FTE.) 
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An interesting note from Jim Hart suggests inviting Premier Khrushchev to 
address the University Meeting on September 24th, when he will be visiting the 
Bay Area. His second choice would be Governor Brown. I will talk with Kerr 
about the Khrushchev suggestion at our meeting tomorrow. 

I signed letters asking Bill Shepard to serve as the University Representative 
to the ASUC Executive Committee and Arleigh Williams to serve as his 
alternate, and Armin Rappaport as the Faculty Representative to the ASUC 
Executive Committee, and Richard Powell as his alternate. 

At 3:30 p.m. Bill Brownell kept an appointment in my office to talk about 
developments in the School of Education. 

Thursday, August 6, 1959 

Once again I started my day at the Radiation Laboratory at the regular 
Thursday morning meeting of the Chemistry Group beginning at 9 a.m. in the 
Conference Room in Building 70. I welcome the more relaxed Chancellor's 
schedule in August which enables me to return to this meeting, which I have 
enjoyed so much over the years. Present were George A. Akoyunoglou, Joe 
Cerny, Richard Chanda, Lung-Wen Chiao, Yung-Yee Chu, Bent Elbek, Eileen Flamm, 
Glen Gordon, Eldon Haines, Jack Hollander, Earl Hyde, Almon Larsh, Bob 
Latimer, Ron Macfarlane, Sam Markowitz, Maynard Michel, John Morton, John 
Rasmussen, Paul Reeder, Fred Reynolds, Helena Ruben, Jim Schooley, Dave 
Shirley, John Stone, Edwin Strom, Vishnubhotta Subrahmanyam, Wilbur Sweeney, 
John Unik, Vic Viola and Lester Winsberg. 

Two students reported on their work this morning. Marshalek reported on the 
calculations he has made of the moment of inertia which is calculated from the 
observed energies of members of rotational bands, using the Inglis cranking 
mode 1. 

Gordon then reported on the work of himself and Larsh, using the apparatus 
that he has developed to determine the energy of fission products. He has 
calibrated the a~paratus by measuring the energy of the spontaneous fission 
products of Cf25 • He then has used his apparatus to deter~~ne the energy 
o~ the fission fragments produced in the bombardment of Aul + 123 Mev 
C 2 in the Hi lac. He described the numerous corrections he has to make to 
allow for the thickness of the window and so forth. He has determined the 
anqular distribution of the fission fragments and his results show that the 
center of mass angular distribution follows the 1/sin a law pretty well. Vic 
Viola has done similar determinations and Gordon's results agree pretty well 
with those of Viola. He mad2 a T~rrell plot with a total kinetic energy 
release in fission against Z /All • His point for the total kinetic 
enerqy release in the Aul97 + 123 Mev cl2 reaction falls below the line 
but all of the points on the line correspond to fission of nuclides above 
actinium. He also did some work with a solid state counter which showed four 
peaks in the distribution of fission products with respect to energy and I 
asked him whether he could explain these; he indicated that he cannot yet do 
so and that more experiments will be required. 

After the meeting I talked to my graduate students Glen Gordon, Vic Viola and 
Eldon Haines to be brought up to date on their research progress. While I was 
up on the Hill, I received a call from Bob Bacher (Cal Tech). Bob is chairman 
of a committee to make suggestions for new PSAC members. He told me that they 
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are looking for a wide distribution of both geographical location and 
different areas of expertise in the membership of PSAC and that they 
particularly want someone with experience in DOD problems to replace Robertson 
and Bethe and Baker. I said that I would suggest Simon Ramo and that I will 
be thinking of other possibilities. 

When I went down to my campus office, I read and signed a number of letters. 
I wrote to Bertrand Russell in Wales, inviting him to give the Jefferson 
Lectures in 1960-61. The University of California Press publishes th~ texts 
of these lectures (which are delivered over a period of one to three weeks) 
and the lectureship offers a stipend of $4,000. I think Russell would be a 
fascinating choice for this prestigious lectureship and hope that he will 
accept our invitation. 

I also wrote to Michael Korda (Simon and Schuster publishing house) at his 
request, commending Bill Laurence•s book Men and Atoms, which offers an 
interesting history of the behind-the-scenes action in the American wartime 
development of the nuclear weapon and subsequent accomplishments. 

At 2 p.m. Bill Fretter, Ken Pitzer, Ed Strong and I met in my office. They 
brought up the name of Manson Benedict to be offered the job as head of. 
Nuclear Engineering and also Dale Corson (Dean of Engineering at Cornell), 
another physicist. 

At 2:30 p.m. I met with Bill Wurster and told him that I have recommended to 
Kerr that he be the new Dean of the College of Environmental Design and that 
after approval by Kerr and the Regents (who will consider this recommendation 
at their August meeting), I will want to talk with him about his duties. I 
told him about Kerr•s concern about the Department of City and Regional 
Planning and his feeling that the problem of the physical environment of man 
is the problem of the 20th century. He understands this emphasis and said 
thar-he agrees that we should try to strengthen that department. 

Bill Fretter and Lionel Viales then joined us to talk about the Lawrence Hall 
of Science and the possibility of opening a competition for the architectural 
design of the building. We are sort of in favor of this. Viales will check 
with the local Regents (Heller and Hagar) and will see Pauley and Carter in 
Los Angeles and then swing through the east with Don Cooksey. In talking to 
the members of the committee, he is going to bring them up to date on the 
plans, seek their approval of the brochure, and discuss the idea of an 
architectural competition as well as ask them for suggestions for a director. 

Bill Fretter then stayed on to talk with me about the directorship of the 
Space Sciences Laboratory. We came to the conclusion that in view of his 
impending vice-chancellorship and his upcoming sabbatical leave, he should not 
be considered for this position. We are going to ••close in on" John Simpson 
and he will also check out Dick Garwin and Eugene Booth and phone Hugh Dryden 
to try to determine where we stand on establishing this laboratory. 

Beginning at 4 p.m. I met with Dan Luten, who earned his Ph.D. in Chemistry 
from UCB about the time I did. He is interested in resources and population 
control and when he retires from Shell Development in a couple of years he 
would like to join the faculty here. He has talked to James Sauer and Carl 
Parsons in Geography and they are interested in him, probably as a Lecturer. 
However, he wants a tenure position. I told him that this isn•t easy to do, 
that proof of scholarship is needed and an appointment has to make its way 
through the department, the dean, and a great many committees. I did say that 
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I would be glad to see him make it. 

At 5:30p.m. I met with Clark Kerr, Cort Majors and Bill Monahan at the Kerrs• 
home in El Cerrito. We talked a bit about Dick Erickson•s performance as 
Executive Manager of the Alumni Association. Majors doesn•t feel that 
Erickson is a very 11 subtle11 leader and objects that he tends to take all the 
credit for himself. Majors also contends that he has let alumni clubs 
throughout the state disintegrate, which is bad timing given our situation in 
relation to state colleges. I promised to talk with Dick about some of these 
complaints. I also told Majors that I will not be able to participate in the 
Big Game alumni events this November for several reasons: 1) Mrs. Seaberg will 
not be able to participate since our baby is due about that time; 2) the 
Regents are meeting in Los Angeles on that day; and 3) I would like Alex 
Sherriffs to represent me at some of these occasions and this seems an ideal 
opportunity for him to begin assuming that role. 

I also asked Kerr about the possibility of initiating a request to have 
Khrushchev speak at the September University Meeting. He said that we should 
leave the arrangements to the State Department and not initiate it here. He 
said that Governor Brown would be a fine choice as a speaker for that meeting 

·and I committed myself to phoning Brown to make the invitation. 

Friday, August 7, 1959 

I went directly to my Chancellor•s Office this morning to take care of some 
correspondence, etc. before my 11 a.m. lecture. 

Appointment letters went to Anna H. Gayton for the Committee on Living 
Accommodations, to Bill Shepard for the Administrative Committee on Rule 17, 
and to Sanford A. Mosk for the Advisory Board of the Institute of Personality 
Assessment. I also signed a number of letters to faculty, thanking them for 
their service on committees last year. 

I sent Al Ghiorso (who is vacationing at Tuolumne Meadows) a copy of a very 
interesting memo I received from Tom Parsons, describing what he learned at 
Argonne from Arnold Friedman who had just returned from Yale. According to 
~~i~~m~~·l6~~58 ~re fairly certain that they have seen Element 103 and believe 

Parsons wrote: 

11 The facts given to me were: 1) They bombarded 0.2 micrograms of Cf252 
with nitrogen. 2) They had seen approximately 150 events in four 
experiments. 3) They estimated a four minute half-life decay; electron 
capture, seeing fission of 10225t>. 4) They had done some chemical 
identification, as well as using the Yale alpha stripping angular 
distribution set up to identify what particles were formed. 5) Arnold 
estimated a cross section of about 0.1 millibarns for the alpha, 4n 
reaction. 

Recoil techniques were used with the target mounted on very thin 
aluminum oxide films. No information on beam current or energy-- I didn•t 
press. 

Arnold did say that the focussing problem of last April had been 
licked. They could now use a 2mm collimator and get 80% of the beam 
through ... 
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This is very interesting because it would represent the discovery of the new 
element with the atomic number 103; however, I am very skeptical because they 
have not proved that the fission they claim to have observed is due to an 
isotope formed by the reaction mechanism they postulate. 

Anna Carol wrote Bob Bacher, at my request, suggesting the following people 
for membership on PSAC: Wolfgang Panofsky (Stanford), William G. Shepherd 
(University of Minnesota), H. G. Stever (Massachusetts Institute of 
Technology), John R. Dunning (Columbia) and Dale R. Corson (Cornell). 

I made a phone call to the Governor•s Office and spoke with a secretary by the 
name of Mrs. Dillard there. (Both the Governor and Richard Tuck, his 
assistant, are away at the Governors Conference.) I told Mrs. Dillard that we 
would like to invite the Governor to speak at the University Meeting on 
September 24th. She knows that he has a breakfast meeting in San Francisco 
that morning and is due back in Sacramento for either a luncheon or dinner 
meeting (not sure which) so she will get back to us after Governor Brown 
returns on the 18th of this month. She suggested we write a letter to her 
attention in the meantime. 

At 11 a.m. in the Life Sciences Building I spoke to a group of high school 
science teachers attending our campus Summer Science Institute about the 
importance of science education in our age. After this, which was arranged by 
Bob Rice of Berkeley High School•s chemistry department, I spoke with Bob 
about the plans for the Lawrence Hall of Science, mentioning that they ought 
to keep the Hall in mind for future East Bay science fairs. 

At 2:30 p.m. I met in my office with Ray Bressler to discuss Budget Committee 
matters. 

Beginning at 3:30 p.m. at University House I attended a meeting of alumni to 
discuss athletic matters. Present were Theo Alexander, Don Blessing, Vic 
Bottari, James Corley, Tom Cunningham, Walter Dean, Dick Erickson, Marty 
Franich, Henry Frost, Bob Greig, Bob Hamilton, Ed Harbach, William Keeler, 
Clark Kerr, Frank Kidner, Ben Lorn, Cort Majors, Bill Monahan, Brick Muller, 
Bob Mulvaney, Bill Rawn, Don Reid, Jim Runser, Herman Selvin, Bill Shepard, 
Mort Smith, Paul Snyder, Bill Stricklin, Jack Symes, James Tipton, Maynard 
Toll, Arleigh Williams, Jean Witter and Wakefield Taylor--an extraordinary 
group of distinguished Berkeley athletes and alumni. The purpose of the 
meeting was to discuss the future directions of intercollegiate athletics at 
the University of California, especially the desirability of continued control 
by the Associated Students. 

I welcomed the group and introduced Clark Kerr, who stated the problem: 
administrative control of athletics. He described the Intercollegiate 
Athletic Advisory Council, stating that there is to be one policy for all of 
the University. He pointed out that some changes have to be made and 
indicated two possibilities: 1) direct control by the chancellors, and 2) as 
now, but defining more clearly what the Chancellor•s role is and what are the 
limits of the students• role, keeping some student control. 

Cort Majors came out rather strongly for alternative #1. Then the meeting was 
thrown open for discussion from the floor, people being requested to speak to 
one or the other alternative. The discussion lasted about one and a one half 
hours. Almost everyone present is in favor of alternative #1. The only ones 
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to speak for alternative #2 were Bill Stricklin and Bob Hamilton (and perhaps 
Bill Keeler leaned that way a bit, too). At one time there was a move to take 
a vote, but I stalled i~, since the outcome would have been so embarrassing to 
the small minority. I said we are seeking student and faculty opinion, 
mentioning the Academic Senate committee. On the whole, I feel the meeting 
went very well. Several people commented that it was the best such meeting 
they had ever attended and requested others from time to time on other 
subjects of concern to the University. 

I mentioned to Kerr that it looks as though there may be a good chance that we 
will get Pat Brown to speak at the September University Meeting. We agreed 
that he would introduce the Governor. 

Frank Kidner told me that he has to go to Jakarta to renegotiate the Indonesia 
project and will probably be away for about a month, beginning September 
15th. He has taken care of this teaching duties and feels that his duties as 
Faculty Athletic Representative are pretty much in hand. He promised to show 
me the eligibility rules soon. We agreed that Alex Sllerriffs might fill in 
for him while he is gone. 

Saturday, August 8, 1959 

Among the papers I took home with me last night was a memo from Clark Kerr 
describing the Regents policy regarding ''Officers of the University" to be 
appointed by the Regents and differentiating these persons from other 
administrative officers who would be appointed and whose compensation would be 
fixed by the President and the Chief Campus Officers. The list of those 
positions under the jurisdiction of the chancellor reads: Superintendents of 
Grounds ahd Buildings, Assistant Librarians, Directors or 
Administrators-Student Health Service, Acting Deans, Assistant and Associate 
Deans, Assistant Accounting Officers, Assistant Business Managers, Directors 
reporting to a dean or to a director, Law Librarians, Purchasing Agents 
(campus head), and Divisional Deans reporting to a dean. 

There was also a rather long memo from Ed Strong describing his discussion on 
Thursday with Dr. Willey (U.S. Public Health Service) and George T. Harrell, 
Jr. (University of Florida), both members of the committee reviewing the 
application for a government grant in support of gerontological research from 
the Institute of Human Development. I think Strong has finally pinned down 
some of the problems with this proposal and he has discussed making changes to 
clear them up with Hardin Jones, who will talk with Harold Jones about them, 
also. 

In the afternoon Stan Thompson and I played golf with Jack Gumperz and Roy 
Elliott at the Claremont Country Club. Stan and I each shot 96, Jack, 102, 
and Roy, 92. 

Sunday, August 9, 1959 

I spent the day at home with my family. I also, of course, spent some time 
reading scientific journals, etc. 
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Monday, August 10, 1959 

I went directly to the Radiation Laboratory to a 9 a.m. appointment for my 
annual medical examination with Dr. Alfred Goggio. 

I spent the rest of the morning at the Radiation Laboratory visiting with my 
oraduate students and colleagues there. (This is a luxury I am seldom able to 
afford during the academic year, when my chancellorship duties make heavy 
demands on my time.) 

I met briefly with National Director of the Selective Service Ingold and 
Ralph Chaney, Harold Fidler and John Suttle (Personnel Director here at 
UCRL). Ingold assured us that scientists and teachers are not being arafted 
any more as they were about five years ago. He told us that they are even 
trying to think of ways of giving scientists benefits similar to postwar 
benefits for veterans. 

While I was up on the Hill I received a telephone call from Ed Teller. He 
told me that Nick Metropolis is in town and wants to talk with me about the 
job with the Computer Center. I agreed to meet Teller and Metropolis in my 
office tomorrow afternoon to discuss this. 

I told him that I have come around to thinking John Simpson would be okay for 
the directorship of the Space Sciences Laboratory on the basis of Bill 
Fretter•s conversations with Simpson and what Fretter learned about Simpson•s 
thinking and interest in the position. 

He told me that Livermore has already made arrangements with Diablo College 
for lower division courses for Livermore employees. He said that he was not 
responsible for this and knows that it is not good; however, it has gone 
throuoh and negotiations with UCB have not been successful. We agreed to talk 
more about this issue. I urged Ed to try to take it easy; he hasn •t been well 
and I feel that he is driving himself too hard. He said he would try to slow 
down a bit. 

I spent some time with Eileen Carson going over some of the correspondence 
that had been delivered on the Hill. I wrote RobertS. Livingston (Director 
of the Electronuclear Research Division at Oak Ridge) saying that I hope to 
attend the Gatlinburg Conference ih May of next year. 

I also okayed the galley proof of the article 11 Making New Building Blocks of 
Matter 11 and asked Eileen to send it off to Henry Holt and Company (publishers). 

I also dictated a letter of recommendation for Robert Elson (whom I knew at 
the Met Lab) for a position with General Atomic in San Diego. 

At noon I attended the regular Monday brown bag luncheon meeting of the 
Chemistry group in Perlman•s office. 

I then went down to my Chancellor•s Office, where I started out by signing a 
number of letters of appointment to committees: to the Special Committee on 
Fraternity Problems, Adrian Kragen, T. B. Dutton, R. F. Kerley, Dow Votaw, and 
alumni members, Robert J. Drewes and Kirk 0. Rowlands. 

I read a copy of a letter from Earl Warren to Clark Kerr and Archibald Mull, 
Jr. (President of the University of California Law School Association) 
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expressing pleasure at the suggestion that the Boalt Hall Law Center be named 
in his honor; indeed he writes, 

..... should the Legal Center be so named ·I will always consider that it is 
the greatest honor which has been conferred on me ... 

An interesting memo from Lincoln Constance reports on his meeting August 4th 
with Charles Hulten (Chairman of the Journalism Department). According to 
Constance, Hulten sees two basic needs in the Department: a) to improve the 
quality of the basic course offerings, which he thinks have been inadequate, 
and b) to improve and increase research training. Hulten has talked about 
this with Wilbur Schramm at Stanford and they both agree that the Department 
could be strengthened by bringing in a leader in the latter area. One 
suggestion would be Paul Deutschmann (Director of Communications Research at 
Michigan). Hulten asked Constance how seriously they ought to take the 
11 replace at the bottom .. memos from Systemwide Administration; Constance 
replied that although these should be taken to mean what they say, exceptions 
are possible and Hulten might discuss the matter with me. Constance points 
out that Deutschmann might be able to play an important role in the Berkeley 
campus' involvement in educational television. 

A memo from Maribel Montgomery outlines her suggestions for format, etc. for 
the orientation meeting for department chairmen which we wish to initiate for 
the Fall Semester. In the past the duties of departmental chairmen have not 
been very clearly delineated in written policy; Maribel suggests developing a 
guide that would supplement the material covered in a meeting. I asked her to 
present her suggestions at the Cabinet meeting tomorrow. 

I forwarded a draft of an agreement between the University of California and 
the City of Berkeley regarding a 11 free speech area11 at the corner of Bancroft 
Way and Telegraph Avenue to General Counsel Tom Cunningham for his 
consideration before I send it on to City Manager Phillips for the City's 
formal considerat·ion. The draft was prepared by a colleague of Dick Jennings 
(who serves as Chairman of the Berkeley-University Liaison Committee) and 
includes the following conditions, 

~~~ •. so long as the second party [referring to the City] uses the real 
property solely as a public sidewalk or public plaza and so long as the 
second party, under reasonable regulations adopted by the second party, 
permits such sidewalk or plaza to be used by the general public and the 
students of the University of California, singly or in groups, for general 
discussion purposes and the dissemination of information ..... 

It provides that if these conditions are not met, 

..... said real property shall forthwith, and without any or further action 
on the part of the first. party [the University], revert to the first 
party." 

I am anxious to get Cunningham's reaction on this so that I might move ahead 
with negotiations with the City. I believe that the establishment of such a 
"free speech" area might well resolve some of the problems we have had on 
campus with permits for rallies and speeches and will avoid potentially more 
difficult problems in the future. 
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Tuesday, August 11, 1959 

At my Chancellor's Office this morning I signed a number of letters and 
memoranda. I wrote to Senator Thomas H. Kuchel, thanking him for his letter 
of July 29th informing me of the action of the Senate in failing to strike the 
disclaimer requirement of Section lOOl(f) of the National Defense Education 
Act of 1958 and expressing my hope that renewed efforts will be made to remove 
this requirement at the earliest possible time. 

I wrote to Clark Kerr regarding the Marine Biology Laboratory. I began the 
letter by reemphasizing the negative results of conferences with Stanford 
University regarding potential cooperation with their Hopkins Marine Station, 
saying ..... even friendly cooperation seems now less likely than we had hoped 
for ..... I went on to request his permission for Richard Hartsook to begin 
negotiations with the Del Monte Estates in Monterey for the 60 northernmost 
acres, where the Estates adjoin the Asilomar State Park, to be used for this 
Laboratory. 

I formally wrote to Harry Wellman, following the policy recently adopted on 
overscale academic appointments, requesting his permission to open discussions 
with John A. Simpson about accepting an overscale appointment as a Professor 
of Physics and Director of the Space Sciences Laboratory. I also wrote 
formally to Carl Helmholz, seeking his approval (as Chairman of the Department 
of Physics) of the suggested appointment of Simpson as Professor of Physics 
(so that Simpson would have an academic appointment) and informing him that 
Simpson is our choice for Director of the new Space Sciences Laboratory. 

I read a letter from Jerzy Neyman inviting me to speak to the.Fourth Symposium 
on Mathematical Statistics and Responsibility to be held here in June and July 
1960; I answered that I would like to participate in the program he outlines, 
but am as yet unsure of my schedule for that far in advance. 

At noon I held a meeting of my Cabinet in the Chancellor's Conference Room. 
Present were Chernin, Fretter, Hart, Malloy, Mauchlan and Strong. We covered 
quite an extraordinary amount of territory in this meeting, which I always 
find valuable because it improves communication among staff and gives them a 

.sense of what the others are doing. 

We talked about the acquisition of the Blind School. I told the group that I 
have shared Milt Chernin's reservations about adverse publicity with Kerr. He 
nonetheless wants to go ahead with plans to acquire this property over a 
three-year period. I instructed Kitty Malloy to draft a letter to Kerr, 
outlining the proposed use of the property along the lines of one drafted some 
time ago by Sandy Elberg, but deleting Student Counselling Service, Placement 
Service, and the University Theater and Cultural Center and adding instead 
resident hall space, Computing Center, Environmental Research Laboratory, 
University Extension, Space Sciences Laboratory and other research 
laboratories not requiring closer location to cen~ral campus. 

Ed Strong has gathered all of the material for the report to the CAAC, AAC and 
Representative Assembly on the School of Criminology and will give to Anna 
Carol to write up. We agreed that mention should be made of the review of the 
School of Public Health and that no special reviews are being given of the 
other schools that have been considered. 
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The agenda of the August Regents Finance meeting was read. There will be no 
other meetings of the Regents in August and I will not be attending the 
Finance meeting. We also read the agenda for the CCCO. 

It was suggested that payroll deductions for the United Crusade should be 
pursued slowly and carefully and that the State should be allowed to take the 
leadership role in this. It was also pointed out that the Berkeley campus 
does very well under the present system in all comparative studies. 

Ed Strong discussed administrative stipends and pointed out disagreement with 
Ellis Groff on the basis on which these stipends are allocated. He feels that 
there is no uniformity of policy on what one includes and excludes. Strong 
will write a formal memo to me on this subject. 

I mentioned that it looks like there may be a good possibility of getting 
Governor Pat Brown to speak at the September University meeting. 

I reported that the discussions with Groff and Vice President Wellman on the 
1960-61 budget went very well. The addition for the Institute of 
International Studies was approved. We have been asked ta redistribute total 
financing of academic positions so that professor and associate professor 
positions are downgraded and more is available for lower ranks. 

I also told them that I have discussed the proposal for a new campus near 
Huntington Library emphasizing the humanities with President Kerr and he told 
me that our plans for an Institute for the Humanities are not inconsistent 
with his. 

We all agreed that Garff Wilson•s suggestion for holding commencement 
exercises in the morning is a good one; Kitty will draft a memo to Kerr from 
me on this. 

Maribel Montgomery presented a proposal for the orientation meeting for 
department chairmen this fall. It was agreed that three meetings would be 
held, two hours in length each, and all chairmen, vice chairmen, deans and 
administrative assistants or secretaries should be invited (about 200). One 
meeting will be held for L&S departments with Dean Constance presiding. The 
other two meetings will be divided as equally as possible among the other 
colleges. 

At 3 p.m. I met with Nick Metropolis and Ed Teller, as we had arranged 
yesterday. Metropolis told me that in his view the Computer Center should 
have three elements: 1) running of computer services for the campus, 2) 
research on computing (building new, advanced computers to stay abreast of the 
field), and 3) teaching elements of computing in a·unified way. I told him 
that these points would be consistent with the position of Director of the 
Center if he took it; however, if someone else took it, we might have to buy 
computers rather than build them. I told him that he might do #2 above with 
Livermore and that under #3 above, he would probably be associated with the 
Physics Department, which he seemed to like. 

He asked about space and I could only reply that there is some hope that we 
might be able to get a new building for the Computer Center since federal 
support of this effort seems likely. He also raised the question of 
additional staff for the Computer Center and I explained the way a center 
usually operates- with key people from other centers and departments. 
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We also di-scussed the matter of salary. He earns $17,000 for a three-quarter 
year at Chicago. I said that our top salaries are not as high as Chicago, but 
that we do have salaries within range of his, and summer employment (i.e. at 
Livermore) offers an additional opportunity to augment academic year earnings. 

At 4:30 p.m. I met with Greg Engelhard to discuss various athletic matters. 
_ H~ pointed out that various sections of the IAAC report (financial aid and 

booster clubs, for example) presume a Department of Athletics and as we are 
still operating as an ASUC unit, it is very cumbersome. Presently there are 
three funds operating: 1) tuition grants-in-aid (now handled by the 
University), 2) new subsistence grants-in-aid (which depend on hours worked), 
and 3) transportation payment for athlete to campus, pay for tutoring, etc. 
It would be very cumbersome to do #2 and #3 under our dual arrangement when 
work is done in the ASUC and payment is made by the University. Furthermore, 
funds would have to be shifted back and forth, which causes burdensome 
complications. 

Greg also brought up the letter I wrote to the AAWU appointing Engelhard and 
Kidner as our representatives. He wanted to know whether there is an 
implication that he is now reporting to me. I explained that he is still 
working under the same old dual responsibility to me and to the Executive 
Director of the ASUC. 

He wanted to know if it is okay to do work for subsistence grants-in-aid in 
September in the case of football players who are on campus at that time for 
football practice. I told him to explore this with Frank Kidner and at the 
meeting of the AAWU. 

He wants me to travel with the football team this season and I said that I 
would try to make the game with Oregon on November 7th. 

Bill and Carol Dauben came over this evening for a swim and stayed for supper. 

Wednesday, August 12, 1959 

I went directly to the Radiation Laboratory this morning to attend the 
Associate Directors meeting which began at 9 a.m. Present were Luis Alvarez, 
Wally Reynolds, Harold Fidler, Burton Moyer, and John Gofman. I reviewed the 
progress of the plans for the Space Sciences Laboratory and told them 
confidentially that we may make an offer to John Simpson. I said that our 
tentative plans might entail having the Laboratory in a building on the Hill 
for awhile (in order to provide access to the shops, etc.) and then we would 
move it to a bigger permanent location elsewhere (perhaps to Chaparral Hill), 
at which time the temporary quarters would revert to the Radiation 
Laboratory. I told them that the funding for the Laboratory is still 
undetermined; we are hopeful that the AEC might become involved. I also 
mentioned that Simpson would be a member of the faculty of the Physics 
Department, about which I have already written to Helmholz. 

I told them about my conference with Nick Metropolis yesterday and about the 
three areas he would like covered by the new position at the Computer Center 
and about his interest in being connected to the Physics Department and 
working with the Rad Lab and Livermore in his computer research program. 
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After the m~eting I dropped by my Chancellor•s Office on campus and picked up 
a stack of correspondence, papers, etc. to read at home this evening. Anna 
Carol had a couple of messages for me. Emil Mrak (Chancellor of the Davis 
campus) called to let me know that they have 100 spaces available in their 
dormitories and to suggest that, given the shortage of housing spaces on our 
campus due to.the delay in opening the new residence halls, we might want to 
inform our students of this in case they wish to enroll at Davis instead. 

Charles Aikin (Chairman of the Political Science Department) spoke with Kitty 
Malloy about a session on the French Republic he is planning for the fall. He 
has just learned that Jacques Soustelle (Minister Delegate to the Prime 
Minister) may reroute his trip through San Francisco in early October so that 
he can speak to this group. Soustelle is quite a controversial figure and 
would probably talk on very controversial topics. Aikin would like to invite 
him to give several public lectures at the University (which he would support 
through his departmental budget) and suggests that, if necessary, we might 
offer a more balanced point of view by inviting a Frenchman to represent other 
points of view in another speech. I asked Kitty (by note) to talk with Aikin 
and tell him that inviting Soustelle seems fine to me, but I really think we 
ought to find a "counteracting Frenchman". 

Anna Carol also took a disturbing message from Arleigh Williams. One of our 
undergraduates, a widow with two small children, has been besieged by 
threatening letters from one of our graduate students. According to his 
letters, this grad student in his late 40•s, has spent eight years in a 
Veteran•s Administration hospital where he was committed from a Virginia state 
penitentiary for the criminally insane for having killed his three children. 
A Cowell Hospital psychiatrist is meeting with the woman student now, trying 
to evaluate the letters and advise her what to do. The Berkeley police have 
already been notified of the danger and will probably go looking for the male 
student. In the meantime the Dean of Students Office will help her relocate 
her residence and try to provide some emotional support until the police 
resolve the truth of his stories and decide how to act on this situation. 

Then Stan Thompson, Pete 
eighteen holes of golf. 
all the way to the green 
for a birdie 3. He shot 

Elliott, and I went to the Claremont Country Club for 
We found that Pete is a powerful golfer. He drove 
on the 301-yard 14th hole, then got down in two puts 
71 for the 18 holes, while Stan shot 94 and I, 95. 

Among the papers I brought home from the Chancellor•s Office was an invitation 
from Rufus B. von KleinSmid (Chancellor of the University of Southern 
California) to join the Board of Advisors of the Institute for World Affairs. 
I made a note to ask Jim Hart what he thinks of this. 

I signed a letter to Wendell Stanley, drafted by Ed Strong, describing the 
decisions about space assignments to the Virology Department and the Virus 
Laboratory. We have assigned the third floor of the building to his 
department as soon as the Biochemistry Department moves to the new wing as a 
minimum advance commitment. The letter concludes with the statement, 

"We desire most earnestly for relief for you and your staff from present 
stringencies of space in the interest of continued distinguished 
contributions to the University in the field of Virus research." 

I added a handwritten postscript, saying that I would be glad to talk to him 
further about this. We are sincerely trying to accommodate Stanley•s group 
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and hope that the battle over space which has been waging so long will be 
resolved soon to the satisfaction of all parties. 

I also read a memo from General Counsel Tom Cunningham forwarding the revised 
(as of August 1, 1959) edition of "Athletic Rules and Regulations for Berkeley 
and Los Angeles" (attached). 

Attached, too, a.re copies of memoranda ("progress reports") received this 
month from Jim Hart, Ed Strong, Milton Chernin and Bill Fretter. 

Thursday, August 13, 1959- Berkeley- Los Angeles 

At my Chancellor•s Office this morning I signed a number of letters and 
memos. I wrote Larry Grossman, thanking him for his service as Acting 
.Chairman of the Department of Nuclear Engineering during the period of the 
search for the new chairman, Pigford. I also wrote John Whinnery extending 
his appointment as Chairman of the Department of Electrical Engineering 
through June 30, 1959. 

At Bob Kerley•s request I phoned Mr. Pischel of Dohrman Co. regarding the 
kitchen equipment for the new ~esidence halls, saying that we appreciate his 
efforts to get the job done and asking what we could do to help keep the ball 
rolling. He said he is doing his best and has been trying to help out at 
considerable expense. He has run into a number of problems because the 
buildings are not yet ready. (For example, he had to move a refrigerator up 
in an elevator and when he arrived there, he found an elevator shaft but no 
elevator.) I suggested that he talk with Kerley about these problems and 
anything that might come up during the next two weeks, when Pischel will be on 
vacation. 

I read a memo from Jim Corley (Vice President-Governmental Relations and 
Projects) returning to our office a list of "old-time alumni, former coaches, 
state officials, members of the Legislature, etc." who have been receiving 
special parking permits for the football season for many years. Corley notes 
that he inherited many of these names when he took over his current job in 
1939-40. He sent us the list as a result of the decentralization of statewide 
activities, but makes it clear that he would be happy to continue to handle 
this matter if we wish. He even added a postscript: 

"This procedure, as well as the football tickets, will require constant 
attention by someone interested in the public relations side of the 
Univers~ty of California." 

Sounds like fair warning to me. I think he wants to continue doing them but I 
think I can handle it. 

A memo from E. T. Grether (Dean of the Graduate School of Business 
Administration) forwards "Change in Employment Status" forms for Maurice 
Moonitz and John T. Wheeler, who will be exchanging assignments--Moonitz will 
drop out as Associate Dean of the School and take over the Berkeley editorship 
of California Management Review; Wheeler will drop the same editorship 
position and take over as the new Associate Dean. Both men are agreeable to 
this exchange, according to Grether, and it makes a lot of sense given his 
explanation. 
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TO THE CHANCELLORS, ATHLETIC FACULTY REPRESENTATIVE$, AND Q c" 
ATHLETIC DIRECTORS: 

Re: Athletic Rules and Regulations 
for Berkeley and Los Angeles 

Reference is made to my memorandum to you or 
July 13, 1959, relative to the above entitled subject, 
showing suggested changes to be made in our Athletic 
Rules and Regulations. 

Enclosed is a revised edition as of August 1, 
1959. Please let me know the number or additional copies, 
if any, that you may desire. 

Enclosure 

cc: President Kerr 

~u ~n ._.._...·?-
Vice President and 
General Counsel 

UNIVERSITY OF OALIFOR.!nA-(Lettorheacl for inwdopanmon\&1 use) 
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ATHLETIC RULES AND REGUlATIONS :roR THE BERKELEY AND LOS ANGELES 

CAMRJSES OF TilE U!llVEI1SITY OF CALIFORNIA ~f) 
I. 

STATEMENT OF ATHIETIC POLICY :roR BERKELEY AND LOS ANGELES 

PREAMBLE 

Intercollegiate athletic programs on the Berkeley end Los Angeles 
campuses of the University are estahlish~d and operated because they contribute 
to the total purposes of the University community. Thus the conduct of these 
programs has an immediate and substantial impact on the policies of the University 
of California.. So that intercollegiate athletic competition shall not become an 
end in itself 1 to the detriment of the educational process 1 its position must be 
clearly defined and responsibility for the program clearly recognized. With 
these purposes in mind1 the following policies are proposed for the program of 
intercollegiate athletics on the Berkeley and Los Angeles camp.1ses. 

POSITION OF THE ATHLETE 

The Universi "t-3 will treat athletes on the same basis as all other stu
dents, taking into consideration such special circumstances affecting the student 
in athletics as WUU!d clearly warrant separate treatment consistent with the 
maintenance of University high academic sta.nda.rds. 

Athletes thus must be adm1. tted subject to the same published condi tiona 
tor admission recpired of all students, and by the regul.ar admissions officers 
and committees of the University. In order to remain eligible for athletic com
petition the student must be enrolled in an academic program leading to a recog
nized degree, and must be making normal progress toward that degree. His scholar
ship and conduct must meet the standard recpired of any student eligible for an 
unrestricted program. 

All financial aid for athletes in money or in kind, except that from his 
immediate family, must be administered through the University. Scholarships shall 
be administered by the appropriate faculty committees under principles and stand
ards of need and academic promise applicable to all students. All other financial 
aid, including t11ition grants and subsistence grants, abould be granted for a full 
academic year, end should be administered by regular· University administrative and 
facul.ty committees according to annually published policies, including the condi
tions of eligibility. Campus representative jobs shall not be permitted. Grants 
for subsistence shall be made only to athletes who demonstrate need by working on 
campus not less than 250 hours per academic year at going wage rates. A student 
athlete who receives a subsistence grant-in-aid shall not be permitted other on
campus or off-campus employment except during vacation periods. The total of 
financial aid shall not exceed the difference between the student's actual earn
ings and the cost of tuition fees and room and board at campus rates. If en 
academic scholarship is awarded, the total of financial aid provided by the Uni
versity shall not exceed the difference between the student's actual earnings 
and the cost of tuition, fees, room end board at campus rates, books, and a sum 
not to exceed $15.00 per month for laundry (i.e., the educational expenses as 
approved by the NCAA). 
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SCHEDULING 

The University will make every effort to schedule major sports with 
institutions having admissions and academic programs as nearly comparable to its 
own as is reasonably possible. 

The criteria for scheduling shall be admission standards, athletic 
:policies and their administration, and the academic quality throughout the oppo
nent institution. The academic quality and athletic policy of institutions with 
whom we might have regular athletic relationships shall be reviewed from time to 
time in the light of these self-imposed standards. 

The principal purpose of the athletic program shall not be financial. 
Apart from the principles of sound business management, the primary motive in the 
scheduling of a:n.y opponent shall be to implement the above-mentioned scheduling 
policy. 

AIMINISTRATION 

~e authority and responsibility for the conduct of intercollegiate 
athletics on any campls of the University rests in the President. The day-to-day 
administration of policy and rules shall be handled on each campus through the 
agencies designated by the Chancellors. 

n. 
ELIGIBILITY, SCHEDULING, RECRUITING, AND FINANCIAL AID 

1. ELIGIBILITY. 

A. Sports Other Than Those Hereinafter Set Forth in Para.gra})h l.B. 

Certain basic rules of eligibility to which the University has 
assented are to be found in the Articles of the AAWU. These provide that 
a student-athlete must meet the published entrance requirements of his 
institution; must spend one year in residence before becoming eligible if 
he transfers from a four-year institution and Will be charged with one year 
of competition in all sports; must earn 24 un1 ts between seasons of com
petition; and must ca:rry at least 12 units during the season ot his compe
tition. Other problems of eligibility not resolved by the foregoing rules 
are left to local action by the several institutions of the AAWU. 

Eligibility for participation in intercollegiate athletics shall be 
sove1~ by the AAWU and NCAA rules, except for those minor sports not 
governed. In addition, a student at the University of California in order 
to be eligible for intercollegiate athletic competition shall be enrolled 
in an academic program leading to a recognized degree, and shall be making 
normal progress, both quantitatively and qualitatively, toward the degree. 
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I f. B. Elif31bility for Other S;ports.* 

Airy regularly enrolled student, undergraduate or graduate, is 
eligible for the respective sports as follows, provided only that such 
competition does not conflict with NCAA rules or those of any association 
to which the University of California may belong: archery, badminton, 
bowling, cricket, field hockey, handball, ice hockey, polo, riflery, 
rugby, sailing, skiing, soccer, table tennis, volley ball. 

2. SCHEDULING. 

A. Football. 

The President on the recommendation of the IAAC shall approve for 
football competition all institutions outside the AAWU. 

When time does not permit action by the IAAC, scheduling of particu
lar institutions not preViously approved may be recommended to the 
President by a Chancellor, vi th the concurrence of the other Chancellor·. 

B. Basketball.** 

For co~tition in basketball deviations tram institutions approved 
for football may be ~rmi tted, provided only that no institution be 
schedul.ed for games in more than two consecutive years, exclusive of 
tournament play. Exceptions to this provision would be granted in 
accordance with the procedure outlined in paragraph A above. 

C. All Other S;ports. 

Since it is not practical nor economically feasible to maintain 
schedul.es in other sports on a;ny but a given area basis, these shall be 
developed on the principle of local campus option as defined by state
wide policy. 

* The elaborate and detailed rules set up to gpvern competition in those sports 
where there is public interest, active recruiting, grants-in-aid, etc., seem 
unduly to penalize participants in other Bp)rts in which the organization is 
often informal but in which some com~ti tion may occasionally be available. 

** Basketba..ll, historically, has always been played on a semi·loca.l basis, with 
regional teams representing smaller institutions having a more or less regular 
place on our schedules among regular league opponents. Competition outside 
the league has also been dictated largely by what Eastern teams are making a 
Western swing and by who is available when a UC team trav~ls East during the 
holidays. Basketball schedules are not made up years ahead, as are football 
schedules, and extra-league games are on a rather loose, catch-as-catch-can 
basis. 

\ 
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f.' f . 3. RECRUITING. 

A. Off-campus Interviews. 

a. The rules of the NCAA shall govern the recruiting of prospective 
student athletes except that the number of off-campus interviews 
b¥ athletic staff members of any one institution shall not exceed 
two for any one prospective student athlete. 

b. Each athletic departmant shall keep a· record of all visits 1 including 
a list of all persons present at the interview. Casual, chance 
meetings with a prospective student-athlete (after a banquet, for 
example) shall not be regarded as a visit, nor shall letters or 
telephone calls be so regarded. 

c. Each Director of Athletics shall file with his Faculty Representative 
a list of 'bhe names of all non staff personnel who are recruiters.* 
It shall be the duty of each head coach to keep the list for his 
sport current. Each head coach shall also be responsible, through 
the Director 1 for the understanding and enforcement of recruiting 
rules by his assistants. 

d. In the event that disciplinary action is taken for violations by 
athletic staff personnel, including all recognized recruiters, the 
Chancellor shall report to the IAAC the aetion taken, in order that 
a uniform disciplinary policy be established and maintained on both 
campuses for similar offenses. This regulation applies to local 
matters only. For inter-campus procedures see IAAC By-Laws under 
"Grievances •11 

e. Joint meetings of UCB-UCLA head coaches shall be held no less than 
once each year to discuss mutual problems. 

B. Relations with Booster Clubs. 

The books of booster organizations shall be available to University 
officials on request. All f'unds provided by booster clubs for the support 
of the athletic program must be deposited with the University. Under 
NCM rules :f\mds for student visits to a campus other than the one paid 
for by the institution must be supplied by an ind.1 vidual alumnus 1 and not 
go through an agency but be given directly to the prospective athlete by 
the donor. Any unusual methods of raising funds for the above purposes 
must be cleared in advance vi th the Exeeuti ve Committee of the IAAC • It 
is the responsibility of the representatives of1 and spokesmen for, the 
several campuses to protect the dignity of the University at large. 

C. Letter of Intent. 

The letter of intent can contri'tute notably towo.rd the reduction of' 
recruiting problems and abuses. Though difficulties beset its adoption 
on a national scale, its feasibility for the two maJor campuses should be 

* Anyone who acts at the request or with the approval or consent of the athletic 
staff to contact a prospective athlete on behalf of the 1nsti tution is a recruiter. 
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studied. As a preliminary step toward its adoption, and in the interest 
of finding formul.ae to avoid friction, recruiters shall forego further 
contact a:f'ter a prospective athlete is actually on campus. 

D. Tenders of Aid. 

In order to comp~ w1 th the new rule at the NCAA requiring all 
tenders to be in writing the University shall prepare duplicate forms 
for use when a tender is made a prospective student-athlete. One copy 
shall be given to the student, the other retained by the athletic 
department. 

4. FINANCIAL AID. 
•·· 

A. Payment. 

Student athletes -taking advantage of the subsistence grant-in-aid 
provision ~ receive the cost of roam and board established for the 
University residence halls. · 

B. Supervision of the Work Program• 

All work must be properly supervised by an employee responsible to 
the adm~ n1 stration end a copy ot the employment record mst be sent to· 
the Faculty Representative at the end of each month. Subsistence grants
in-aid shall be paid only upon presentation of proper work certification. 
Questions w1 th regard to the work program shall be referred to the IAAC. 
In accordance w1 th the AAW' requirements the 250 hours of work shall be 
x:ertormed during the academic year. The Directors will try to keep 
students as nearly current in their commitments as possible. All work 
must be completed by the end ot the academic year • 

.. 

Revised August 1, 1959 
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August 3, 1959 

'.• 

GlENN: 

Here are some matters that you may wish to include in your report to 
Clark on the activities or this office during the past year: 

l. This office proposed to the John Hay Whitne,y Foundation that this 
campus be selected as an institution to which the John Hay Fellows 
Program might be extended. The Program provides that twelve to 
fifteen public high school teachers come to the campus for an 
academic year to enroll in graduate and undergraduate courses in 
the humanities without working toward a degree but so as •to 
discharge their professional responsibilities with increasing 
wisdom" by being granted time for uninterrupted study and reflec
tion. 

The Foundation did select this campus tor the year 1960-61 and 
presumably will continue its program on this campus thereafter. 
Funds are to be provided by the Foundation to pay the Fellows 1 

salaries and travel expenses and tuition and to pay an adviser 
for the Fellows to be selected from the faculty of this campus. 

2. This office by direct discussion with the Longview Foundation, 
Incorporated of New York arranged for the Foundation to make a 
grant to the campus of $15,000 in 1958-59, $5,000 in 1959-60 
and $5,000 in 1960-61 to be used for the purchase of contemporary 
works of American art. Through these means this campus will for 
the first time obtain a collection of contemporary paintings 
and sculpture for its projected enlarged art exhibition prQgram. 

3. This office is engaged in making a preliminary study looking 
forward to the possibility of obtaining funds to establish in 
the Strawberry Canyon area or on Chaparral Hill or on Mira 
Vista an institute for the humanities comparable in facilities 
and purposes to the Center for the Advanced Study of the 
Behavioral Sciences located at Stanford. 

4e This office has nearly completed the work on revisions to the 
General Catalogue for this campus so as to achieve a better 
organization of materials, clearer statement of information, and 
an improved fonna t and typography. It is expected that the 
revisions to the General Catalogue will be made at the time of 
the publication of the 1960-61 Catalogue and the school and 
college bulletins at the dates when each of these is next issued. 

~- ~~ 
J. D. H. 

fws {~t::~tk~~;J f/ojs? jC()C~~T5 t>/ckJiiC~,fN 
. P'b2. /.J.-q 
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August 10, 19.59 

Progress Report to President 

1. College of Environmental Design - Regents have approved establishment of the 
n~ College. 
President Kerr has been requested to approve 
appointment of William 1·:. Wurster as Dean 
of the new College, following consultation 
of O'l'S Vi th AdvisOry Comni ttee of the Academic 
Senate. 

2. Institute of Social Sciences (as reconstituted) - (a) Leslie Lipson, Acting 
Director until return of Director Blmner. 
(b) An Advisory Conmittee has been established under the 
chairmanship of Dean E. T. Grether. 
(e) Institute's administrative jurisdiction includes Survey 
Research Center, and Center .for Social Science Theory, each 
having its awn Director. 
(d) Financial support is drawn from State ot California and 
.fran a grant of the Ford 'FotU1dation. 
(e) During 19.58-.59, Institute has been serving racul ty 1n 
the 16 deparbnents or schools which are represented on the 
Social Science Council. 
(f) Institute will be housed in the new social science bldg. 
upon its completion. 

3. Center for tile study of Higher Education - (a) research and publications. 
(b) Chancellor's office bas recommemed that a fully 
substantiated request .for the award of Institute status 
be submitted as soon as possible. 

4. Ibckei'eller Grant to Political Science -- Report on publications • 

.5. Letters ~ Science Reorganization -- report tram Dean Lincoln Constance. 

6., Institute of Human Developnent (gerontological studies) - (a) Seeking Director 
to replace Harold Jones on his retirement. 

7. Summer Sessions --

(b) Possible establishment of Center .for Gerontological 
Studies. 
(c) Possible appointment of Dr • Solomon to Department of 
Psychology wi tbout camd tznent to the directorship, such 
recOI'llllendation being submitted. Solanon to then remain 
candidate .for appointment as Director. 
(d) Possible need to defer request for decieion on grant 
application until next Spring. 

Report ot SMcial CO!I'IIIi ttee on Smmer Sessions as Cc.ncerne 
Requirements~'o£ the College of Letters am Science, Berkeley 
submitted to C 2/2.5/59 -- po adverse ccmnents. (copy or 

Fl-IS 1 letter Maran aiitachedJ. 

8. Mathematics ProgrAnt for Gifted High School Students - (a) experimental program 
conducted by Department o.f H.a thematics. in fall semester of 
150 and spring semester of '59. Berkeley Hieh School has 
sent approximately 20 students to audit Mathematics )A. 
Performance or these gifted students has been excellent. 
They are not "enrolled" in the University. 
(b) If experimental program is completely succes:>ful, a 
a fonna.l program of this nature will probably be established. 
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9. Review ot Deans. 

10. 

11. 

RevieW" of Institutes. 

Special Committee to Advise on High School Superior Students in Y.~Athematics 
am. Natural Sciences - (a) Committee appointed in July, 1959 to advise the 

Chancellor, Dean Constance, and Dean Pitzer on matters 
concernine the superior student capable o~ doing e:x.tra 
or advanced work; such appointment resulted from meeting 
of representatiTes of the Berkeley campus with high scl:ool 
principals &rx! superintendents of the East Bay area. 

Staffing 

1. Nuclear Engineering -- (a) Professor Pigford has been appointed Professor in the 
Department - in the tuture, Chairman of the Department. 

(b) Strengthening of Department 1 s program now being planned. 

' 2. New Dean of Engineerine - 'lhe appoin'bnent is to be followed by review of plans 
and policies for future development of College of 
Engineering. 

3. Law School Recruitment (addition of younger men). Au-point procedural pattern 
submitted to Dean Prosser by &IS in memorandum dated 
2/25/59. 

4. Sea v1ater Research -- Reorganization will follow receipt of survey just atarted. 
Reviews 

1. School of Criminology - (a) The Special COJ'.Imittee has submitted the first 
report, to be followed by CEP and AAC and Chancellor's 
reviews. 

(b) Advisory Council has appointed a 
eub-cOIII!li ttee to study the School. 

2. School of Public Health - A Chancellor• s Special CaTin1 ttee to ReviP.W Under
graduate Curricula in the School has been appointed. 
Its report will be forthcoming in. November -- by 
December, 1959. 

In the Planning Stage: Future 

1. Impact of Science on Man -- (a) 

(b) 

(c) 

UCB has submitted proposal to Ford Foundation for 
consideration. 
Conjoint project for 3-year period with Washington 
University and College o~ Wooster. 
Possibility of ber,inn!r~ with the faculty seminar 
in fall semester 159. 

2. Interdepartmental Faculty Seminars - (a) 'Ihe special comn:i.ttee appointed by GTS 
completed its work and submitted its report 
to the CAAC February u, 1959. 
(b) The recommendations submitted wE'.re 
accepted, and are being followed. (GTS' notes 
on blue sheets in file #53). 

3. Child Study Center -- Proposal su.bmi t.ted by Catherine Landreth. 
(a) Funds for demolition of buildings at 2407 and 2411 

Atherton St., Berkeley and for construction of ne'\-t CHlrl 
Study Center have been appropriate~ 

Cont'd 
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4. Program for gifted high school seniors (patterned after UCLA program) - At meetinG 
of &IS w1 th Dean Constance 1 D. Stewart and J. Stone on 
July 16, 1959, it was agreed that it would not be feasible 
to start until the spring semester, 1960. 
(Part-ti.Jne enrollment of superior high school seniors). 

EWS 
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~:OFFICE OF THE CHANCELLOR-

Aucuat 12, 1959 

TO: ~. Mall07 

FROM: M. Qlerni.n 

SUBJECT: Intormal Jott~s on .A.ceCIIllplisbDmta &M Probl8118 tor the 
tuture on the Berkeley Campus (Ml heart 1a aJ.nac1.y 1n C&rmel) 

I. 

II. 

Accanollshments that I. know ot Se~ember 1~~§ - &ggust 1~~2 

1. Ca.mpua lan1 acquisition - progreaa tcNarda ••curi.n8 Oolt Coarse, 
Chapparell Hill, an1 Dle.t &DC1 Bl1D:l School, perhaps 
state Department ot Public Health &dld1D8• 

2. Relations v1th City ot Berkeley 

a) ·Erllarged site -walk area at B&ncrott. ~ Telegraph tor 
atudent and speaker use. 

b) Joint at~ with City ot relocation of Telegraph .A.Tenue 
biness Menta pt.rid.ng lot. 

c) Successful operation ot joint City-uniTeraity Commi~t.e to 
improve South ot Camp.lS Are&. 

d) Agreement by Berkeley, Oa.kl.au!, Panoramic ~ Anociation 
and University ot a route tar an access road ~ch is the 
one the Berkeley Campus w.uted.. 

3. em Campus Ma. ttera 

a) Improved advising qatem in L & s. 
b) Studies in progress ot Registrar's Office. 

c) Improved aensit1Tit7 to and perrormnce in Public Relations 
area through services ot Ian WIJ.kea. 

'lhl.ngs Still to be Done 

1. Succeearul completion ot or further work on all the uncCIDpleted 
items ot I aboYe. 

2. Appointment ot Vice-chancellor - Ebaineaa A.trairs am consequent 
integration and improvement ot iDMrl:a.l administration or 
Berkeley Campus. 

a) Corol.l.ar;y ot this or special importance - denloping a campus 
~t or Institutional Research. 
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3. Tut impronment ot our public relaticma prop-am. 

4• fast illpro.-ement ot our Ra.tt (~cad&c to 10'l) personnel 
program - .. pec1•Jl7 in nch •tters u t.ra1n:1.ng am •tat£ 
developMmt. 

S • IllproT.aent in CIUr Audent adYia1rrg6 COUDSell.ing aM other 
aerioaa programs. 
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Completed 

1. Ra.di.o Astrono~ - Laboratory or Radio A.at.ronCIID1 established witbi.n the 
Department of A.strollOJTlY. 
Advisor,y CCI!IId ttee establl•hed on Radio AatronoJIG'". 

Current 
2. Marine Biology Laboratory' - CUJTent plam'ling to establish a Center for 

Marine Research am Teaching in the Del 
Monte Estates. 

3. Space Sciences Laboratory - Proposal to establish a Space Sciences Laboratory 
on the Berkeley campus approved by·Ed. Pol. Com., 
and '!he Regents. 
A )-year 1\mding proposal ($25'0,000 first year, 
$3.)0,000 •econd year, and $500,000 third 7ear) 
had been fonrarded to Washington, D. c. and is 
current17 under consideration by the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administ.ratiOJD. 
Currently seeldng a permanent Director tor the 
Laboratory; Professor William F. Fretter now 
Acting Director. 

4. Inorganic Materials Laboratory - Propoeal. tor 1\mds to finance building and 
•ter1als research has been forwarded to 
Washington, D. c. by the Lawrence Radiation 
Laboratory tor consideration b;r the Atanic 
Energy Commission. 
BCD will locate this Laboratory in the Straw
ben-;y Canyon area. Specific site in this area 
will be selected when building plans are avail
able. 

5. Naval Biological Laboratory -- Have recei?ed assurance from Admiral Bennett that 
the Navy- plans to build a Naval Biological Laborato1 
on the Berkeley campus. 
BCD has sited this Lab. in the Strawberry Canyon 
area, am is currently awai t1ng building plans 
before a specific a1 te can be selected in this area. 
An Advisory Camdttee .for this Laboratory has been 
established for 1959-60. 

6. Environmental Physiology Laboratory - No progress has been made by Professor Nello 
Pace. !d. Polley Camd.ttee has approved proposal 
in part. No proposal has been eubmi tteC to the 
National Science Foundation. 
BCD Committee needs definite planning Jn-oposal 
from Nelle Pace in order to select a definite site. 

7. Physical Planning for Physical Sciences - (a) l'ey'sics Blrlg. SubcoJII1li ttee o.f the 
BCD will continue to advise on bldg. planning in 
the year 1959-6<>. 
(b) Chemistry-F~sice Auditorium Subcetmd ttee of 
the BCD has been established .for the year l959-6o 
and has been g1 ven the responsibility o.f planning 
this Auditorium. 'nli.s Conmttee will begin to 
function in .fall semester, 1959. 

B. Computing Center at UCB - The sum of $1301 000 has been granted by National Science 
Foundation for support of research activities entitled 
"Expansion of Computing Facility" under direction of 
Louis Heeyey, Computer Center. 
(a) Advisory Cormd ttee on Computing Facilities continue~ 



9. Reguls. tion 17 -

to function. 
(b) A Ccmmi ttee to RecOJII!lend a New Director !or the 
Canputer Center has been established. 

Chancellor Seaborg responded to Dr. Kerr's request !or 
local reaction to temporary suspension o:t a Section B-8 of 
University Regulation 17 by coneurring in the recommendation 
of the CAAC to make such temporary suspension a permanent 
relaxation of this Section. (G'l'S' letter dated 1/5/59). 
No .rurt.her word has been recei Ted b'om President Kerr. 

10. Recruitment o! Bright Young Men in Science - tis matter was discussed at the 
Janua.%'7

1 
1959 Regents' Educational Polley Committee, and assigned 

to Drs. Seaborg, Knudsen, Revelle, and Saunders for study and 
report. 
Dr. Seaborg !cmrarded a report of this Camr1 t tee to Dr. Kerr 
on June 91 1959. Dr. Kerr indicated that there vas not enough 
time to present the report to the Regents, so it is being held 
over !or presentation to the September Regents. 

ll. Non-faculty- Research Personnel - (a) A Committee on Non-faculty Professional 
Research Personnel to advise Chancellor Seaborg on policy 
pertaining thereto was established in February, 1959. (local) 

. (b) Dr. Kerr has referred equivalent ranks in the University 
system to the Academic Council for a complete stud;y and report 
next fall. (statewide ) • 

12. NSF -High School Teachers - Research Participation .... The Chancellor's Office 
has tentatively g1 ven the task o! pr~ proposals and 
administering grants for these activities (high school teachers, 
undergraduate research, and high school student participation 
in UCB research actiVities) to Mr. K. L. Downes o:r Engineering 
and Science Extension. He will keep this office inf'onned of 
grant proposals and results. 
This procedure will be reviewed in the spring of 196o to see 
if satisfactory, and i.t it should be continued. 

13. E. o. Lawrence Memorial Hall of Science - Effective Ju.ly' 1, 196o, $2, million 
available each year for 3 years tram overhead funds. 
Fund-raising plans being discussed by the EOL Finance Subcommittee. 
A Director is being sought. 
Brochure will be ready for final printling in about one week. 
Architectural Competitions being discussed. 
Potential ai tes: Chapparel Hill or lower Grizzley area. 

1.4. Educational TeleVision (Cabinet minutes indicated "not ETV.") 

Future 

15. General Biology -- A Chancellor's Advisory Camnittee on General Biology has 
been appointed to consider the problems involved in the 
development of research and instruction in General Biology 
on the Berkele:r canrpus, and to make recOJIIl'llendations on policies 
and academic appointments in this field. 
Involves future recruitment or bright young scientists. 
BCD has been informed -- space may be found in Hor.te F..c. Bldg. 

16. Surrrner Sessions - to be discussed at CCCX> of ~ugust 1.3, 1959. 

Cont'd 
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17. Field Station for Behavioral Research on Berkeley- campus - Proposal by 
Professor Frank A. Beaeh. 
(a) A committee has been established to consider· 
desirability of establishing this Field Station. 
(b) Vice-President Underhill and President Kerr are 
exploring possibility of uc acquiring that portion 
of Chapparal Hill owned by East ~y Municipal Utility 
District. 
(c) Creation of this Field Station depends upon 
receipt of NSF tunds. 



At 11:15 a.m. I called John W. Keogh (Department of State) regarding the 
progress of our application for a waiver which would allow Torbjorn Sikkeland 
to stay in the United States. As Keogh was out ill, I spoke with a Mr. Sampas 
of his staff and learned that upon State Department recommendation, the case 
would go to the Attorney General. By a two step delegation (the meaning of 
which was not really very clear to me) the final disposition of the case would 
be attended to by the San Francisco District Director of the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service, Mr. Barber. I stressed the urgency of a decision on 
this case. 

Mortimer Smith called at 11:30 a.m. to warn me that he got a call from someone 
on the staff of the San Francisco Examiner who is planning to write a 
semi-facetious editor1al about the rumor that visiting rooting sections will 
have seats in the end zone here. I asked Anna Carol to call Greg Engelhard to 
warn him about this and she reported that he told her that the visiting 
rooting sections will be seated on the 40-yard line not in the end zone. Greg 
will call Smith and, if necessary, the Examiner. 

Another warning call came in from Bob Kerley, reporting that he just found out 
that a poisonous snake has been loose in the Life Sciences Building for the 
past three weeks. Apparently someone broke into one of the rooms in LSB and 
let the snake out. Kerley has called in a snake expert, who is trying to find 
the snake. This is complicated by the fact that the snake is very small and 
only comes out at night. He wanted me to know that he has alerted Maynard 
Morris in case the newspapers get hold of the story. 

At about 3:30 p.m. a University driver picked me up and drove me to the San 
Francisco Airport, where I boarded United Airlines Flight #666, which left at 
5 p.m. and arrive in Los Angeles at about 6:40 p.m. 

The meeting of the CCCO at UCLA began at 7 p.m. A proposed schedule for 
Charter Days and commencement exercises for the various campuses was 
distributed. There is a potential conflict between the Berkeley Charter Day 
and a PSAC meeting on March 21, 1960. I said that I would try to change the 
date of the PSAC meeting and if that is not possible, perhaps we will change 
the Charter Day date. 

Vice President Corley made a presentation on establishing better relationships 
with state legislators. He passed out lists of legislators serving districts 
surrounding each campus and suggested that each campus acquire a book which 
describes the backgrounds and provides pictures of every state legislator. 
Each of the cco•s is to contact Corley for a briefing for his area. He 
stressed that we should be careful not to work against other campuses (the 
University of California, united) in our conversations with legislators and 
also that we should not deprecate state colleges and junior colleges· 
(particularly now, with the sensitivity of the Master Plan for Higher 
Education). He also suggested that we take every opportunity to include local 
officials and state representatives in ceremonial occasions on the campuses, 
remarking that one-on-one occasions (rather than large groups like at Charter 
Day) are usually the most effective in recruiting supporters for the 
University. 

We then discussed the proposal of regulations governing the recall of retired 
faculty. It was pointed out that the state colleges now carry everyone until 
age 70 and was suggested that we might modify our retirement age so that, for 
example, 80% stay on to age 68, 50% to age 69, and 30% to age 70. Roger 
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Revelle suggested that we might begin retirement reviews at age 60 for all new 
appointees. Vern Knudsen suggested seeking certification of mental and 
physical health from a physician. We agreed that we should leave some 
flexibility to recall retired faculty over the age of 70, too. 

Kerr informed us that a plan for reorganization of the Regents committees is 
in the works, which would call more committee meetings simultaneously. (For 
example, Finance, Research and Personnel together and Educational Policy and 
Students Affairs together.) This plan will be presented to the Regents at 
their meeting in September. An alternative suggestion would be to send less 
material to the Regents and delegate more to the University administration. 
Both proposals will probably go to the Regents. 

We also talked about the Indonesia Project and about the question of whether 
deans should see the Budget Committee reports. 

My return flight to San Francisco (United Airlines Flight #573) left the Los 
Angeles Airport at 12:05 a.m. and arrived at SFO at 1:32 a.m. It was very 
late by the time I got home to Lafayette. 

Friday, August 14, 1959 

I went by my Chancellor's Office this morning and signed a number of letters. 
As requested in a telegram from Froelich Rainey (Chairman of the National 
Science Planning. Board on which I serve), I wrote to U.S. Senators Clair Engle 
and Thomas H. Kuchel and Congressman Jeffrey Cohelan, urging support for the 
Century 21 Exposition to be held at the Seattle World's Fair. 

I then went to San Francisco to the Toyon Hall of the Hotel Whitcomb to 
participate in the public hearing of the Citizens Advisory Commission on 
Public Education. The program began with a presentation by Elmer Skinner 
(Acting President of the San Francisco Board of Education) on the 11 Duties and 
Responsibilities of School Boards ... After lunch it continued with Judge 
Melvyn I. Cronin (Superior Court) on 11 Changes in Discipline and Respect for 
Authority .. , Tom Strycula (Chief Probation Officer for San Francisco) on 
''Curriculum Reorganization and Discipline Analysis .. , Dan Jackson (a teacher 
and President of the San Francisco Federation of Teachers, AF of L) and Arthur 
F. Cory (Executive Director of the California Teachers Association) on the 
11 Scope and Function of CTA. 11 

. 

After the dinner break (from 5 p.m. until 8 p.m.) Arthur Bestor (a historian 
from the University of Illinois and a member of the Council for Basic 
Education) spoke and then it was my turn. 

My talk, titled 11Education in th~ Age of Science .. , covered much of the 
material presented in the PSAC report of last spring, 11 Education for the Age 
of Science .. , making a case for the need for improved math and science 
education in order to preserve our vital economy and prepare a 
"scientifically literate" citizenry, and improved education on the whole, in 
such areas as English reading and writing.. I also urged greater support of 
and respect for teachers and went a step further, criticizing the outmoded 
requirements for teaching credentials in California and mentioning the UCB 
School of Education alternate teacher education program, which allows degreed 
persons to train for teaching within a few months and help fill areas of 
critical teaching need. 
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In the discussion period following my talk, I was sharply criticized for my 
position in favor of federal support for education. I tried to make it clear 
that I am not supporting a federal system of education which would interfere 
with local autonomy in the schools, but instead urge more involvement of the 
federal government in programs such as those supported by the National Science 
Foundation and the Atomic Energy Commission in training teachers, developing 
new curricula, experi~enting with new methods like educational television, etc. 

When I returned home late in the evening, Helen told me that her obstetrician 
at Kaiser gave a good report on her pregnancy when she went for her routine 
appointment this afternoon. Today was Steve•s eighth birthday. 

Saturday, August 15, 1959 

Bud Hastings, Greg Engelhard, Stan Thompson and I played 18 holes of golf at 
the Claremont Country Club. We gave Greg a handicap of four strokes and 
played as partners--Greg and Stan vs. Bud and me--with two points per hole
the low ball and the low total. Greg and Stan won with one up on the last 
hole. 

Sunday, August 16, 1959 

I spent a quiet Sunday at home with my family. 

Monday, August 17, 1959 

I went directly to my Chancellor•s Office this morning and settled in for a 
day at my desk, catching up on correspondence, etc. 

I wrote to Clark Kerr, outlining the conclusions of my Cabinet and the 
Buildings and Campus Development Committee regarding possible uses for the 
Deaf and Blind School as follows (with no priorities implied): · 

1. Residence Hall Space 
2. Institute of International Relations 
3. Institute of Industrial Relations 
4. Research laboratories not requiring a closer location to the central 

campus: Space Sciences Laboratory, Environmental Research Laboratory, 
Photosynthesis Laboratory. 

5. Intramural Fields and Court Activities of Physical Education 
Department 

6. Football practice field 
7. Instructional areas for Physical Education 
8. Baseball field (in·place of Edwards Field) 
9. Library for Institutes Services 

10. Coeducational recreational gymnasium 
11. Computing Center 
12. University Extension Conference Center 
13. University Extension 

I wrote Alan G. MacDiarmid (Chairman of the 1960 Edgar Fahs Smith Memorial 
Lecture Committee of the Philadelphia ACS Section) thanking him for the 
invitation to qive the lecture on March 17th. I said, however, that a 
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conflict with the Regents Meeting makes this date impossible and suggested 
March 15th instead. 

I also wrote to David Krech (Professor of Psychology) admonishing him for 
initiating a fundraising drive to raise money for a portrait of Professor 
Emeritus Edward Tolman to be hung in the lobby of the new Psychology building 
without having consulted with me or the appropriate committees. Since he has 
already begun this independently, I ask him for a formal statement from him 
and his departmental chairman of what has already been done and what he 
intends to do, which I will then submit to President Kerr and the Committee on 
Gifts to the Art Collection of the Berkeley Campus and the Buildings and 
Campus Development Committee. 

Letters of appointment went out to John Sproul, as the alumni member of the 
Interfraternity Council Judicial Committee, and to James Holbrook, as his 
alternate; and to Rex A. Collins, Jr. and Sho Sato, both of the Law School 
faculty, to serve the Student Judicial Committee when questions of 
interpretation of the ASUC Constitution are referred to that committee. 

I wrote AnnaS. Espenschade (Women•s Division of the Department of Physical 
Education) regarding her suggestion that a booklet on the activities of the 
Women•s Division be published. I suggest, instead, that she utilize the Daily 
Californian and "a few strategically located placards" to publicize these. 

I read a memo from Sandy Elberg detailing the Major Capital Improvement 
projects approved by the Regents for the Berkeley campus (attached). 

Anna Carol took a message from Warren Kaufman regarding a resolution regarding 
a radioactive tracing project for the study of the Madera Canal that he hopes 
wi 11 be passed by the Madera County Board of Supervisors. He wanted to know 
if this resolution (which he gave to Bill Fretter to check with me last week) 
has my approval. I asked Kitty Malloy to check with Jack Oswald to see if I 
have authority to approve this, which she did and then she called Kaufman to 
give him the okay. 

I read a copy of a letter from Paul W. McDaniel ,(kting Director of the 
Division of Research of the AEC) to John W. Keogh (Chief of the Facilitative 
Services Branch of the International Educational Exchange Service of the 
Department of State) supporting our application for a waiver of the foreign 
residence requirement for Torbjorn Sikkeland on the basis that it ·~ould be 
detrimental to a program of official interest to the Atomic Energy Commission" 
to have him return to Norway. 

In the afternoon Bob Kerley and I met to discuss the increase in parking 
fees. Kitty Malloy sat in on the meeting. When the new parking building is 
completed in the spring, parking fees will go up from $4.00 to $48.00 and I am 
concerned that there be advance warning of this. I asked Bob to talk with Dan 
Wilkes about putting a notice in the University Bulletin and said that I will 
mention it in the Representative Assembly and at meetings of the CAAC, etc. 
We talked about establishinq rates for parking at the new residence halls and 
some old ones, as well as at the Gill Tract, Oxford Tract, Richmond Field 
Station, etc. (This is always a tricky question. I recall that Clark Kerr, 
when he was Chancellor, said that his three biggest problems were "athletics 
for the alumni, parking for the faculty and sex for the students ... It appears 
that parking for the students may also be a big problem, as more and more 
commuter parkino spaces are used by the resident students.) 
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BERKELEY: OFFICE OF THE CH6o~. 
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August 13, 1959 

CHANCELLOR SEABORG: 

An excerpt of the minutes of the July' 17, 1959 meeting of The Regents 
indicates that the following ?.fa_jor Capital Improvement ~jects have 
been funded as of July 1, 1959 for the Berkeley Canp~: 

Project 

Equip Ca£eteria 
Acquisition of Farm Bureau Building (f~t payment, 

t of purchase price) · · . 
Construct Off-Campus Storage Buildin~, Gill Tract 
Construct Pnysical Education Courts (portion of 

Block 1886, South of Edwards Field) 
Working drawings, Engineering Unit #1 
Construct Cory Hall Improvements 
Construct and. equip Engineering Courtyard Bldg. 
Working drawings for Environmental Design Bldg. 
Working drawings for Le Conte Addition 
Land acquisition for Engineering Unit #1 
Land acquisition for purchases of opportunity 

Amount 

$ 200,000 

J5o,ooo 
1,616,500 

ll3,5oo 
178,000 
.399,284 
629,266 
217,.300 
96,.300 

600,000 
200,000 

Action that has been taken on projects listed in the 1959-64 Building 
Program for 1959-60 funding, based on our Major Capital Improvement 
Request submitted in February 1958, is shown below: 

Project 

Education-P~chology- Building 
Life Sciences B!ag., Alterations 

Alterations to Haviland Hall 
Earth Sciences Bldg. 
Alterations to Hearst Mining, 

Paleontology space 
Alterations to Hearst Mining, 

General Rehabilitation 
Cafeteria equipment 
Ph;y"sical Sdences Lecture Hall 
Rehabilitation o£ Gilman Hall 
Alterations Room JlO Le Conte 
Off-campus Storage Bldg., Gill Tract 

Type of Funds 

Equipment 
Planning 

Planning 
Equipment 

Planning 

Action 

Deferred to 160-61 
Combined w1 th Animal 
Tower Alterations -
Deterred to •65-66 

Funded I 5 9-60 
Deferred to •60-61 

Funded 1959-60 

Planning Funded 1959-60 
Equipment Funded 1959-60 
Planning Funded 1959-60 
Planning Funded 1959-60 
Planning Funded 1959-60 
Working D1"11Wi.ngs) 
Construction )Funded 1959-60 

UNIVERSITY OJ' CALIFORNIA-(,Letterhud for intordepartmental uae) 

-
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Chancellor Seaberg 

Project · 

Parking - .300 ears Oxford-Addison 
Parking - 470 ears Hearst & Scenic, 

August 131 1959 
Page 2 

Type of Funds Action 

Loan .f'unds 1959-60 

changed with Residence Halls l & 2 under Loan £unda 
Parking - 120 ears Hearst Gya courts Loan !unds · 1959-60 
Parking - 247 cars Channing-Ellsworth . Loan funds 1959-6o 
Parking - 200 ears Campus sur.faee . Loan .funds 1959-60 
Parking - .375 ears between Residence 

Halls 1 & 2 
Auditorium-Theater 

Parking - 6oo cars under Union Field 
Replacement · 

Union Field Replacement 

Court development, Block 1886 South 
ot Edwards 

Land Acquisition - 1959-60 
a. Engineering Unit #1 site 

Loari funds 195 9-60 
Working drawings Now scheduled .for 

1961-62 

Planning De.ferred to 1960-61 
WOrking drawings Construction de-

& construction !erred to 1961-62 
Working drawings 
& construction Funded 1959-60 

b. Purchases of opportunity $200 1 000 
Funded 1959-60 
Funded 1959-60 
De.ferred t o 1961-62 c. Residence Hall #.3 site 

d. Anna Head site & Law Student 's 
Residence Hall De.ferred to 1962-6.3 

e. Child Study Center & Environmental 
·· Design site - no longer required - Deleted 

General Campus Improvements, Step I Working drawings 
- & construction De.ferred to 1961-62 

Parking - 490 ears Campus surface Working draWings 
... 

Student O.f.fiee Bldg., Purchase of 
Stephens & Eshleman Halls 

Related alterations to Stephens & 
Eshleman 

L.S.B. Animal Tower 

Engineering Unit #1 
Cor,r Hall Improvements 

Engineering Courtyard Bldg. 

Environmental Design Building 
Le Conte Jnnex 

& construction De.ferredto 1960-61 

De.ferred tD 1960-61 . 

Planning deferred to 1960-61 
Working drawings Now included with 

L.S.B. #2, comple
tion scheduled .for 
1965-66 

Working drawings Funded 1959-60 
Construction & 
Equipment 

Construction & 
Funded 1959-60 

Equipment Funded 1959-60 
Working Drawings Funded 1959-60 
Working Drawings Funded 1959-60 
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r Chancellor Seaborg 

Project 

Universitr Garage 

Parking - 200 cars - Residence Halls 

August 131 1959 
Page 3. 

Type of Funds Action 

Construction & 
Equipment Deferred beyond •64-65 

1 & 2 - Partial completion in place 
of Hearst & Scenic structure - under loan received 1959-60 

Alterations to Mulford Hall for Genetics - Planning Funded 1959-60 
Chemistry Unit #2 Planning Deferred to 1960-61 
Courts above Hearst-scenic Parking 

structure 
Mathematical Sciences Building 
Sanitary Engineering Bldg., R.F.s. 
Nuclear Engineering Bldg., R.F.S. 
Additional new bldgs., R.F.S. 
Majorfacilities extensions, R.F.S. 

Development & Rehabilitation of 
Engineering Materials Laboratory 

Residence Hall Unit #3 
Parking sturcture between Residence 

Halls #3 & #4 
Married students Housing 
Biochmaistr,y Building 
Rapla. ce Ag. Greenhouses - Hearst Range 

to Oxford Tract · 

.. 

SSE:eh 

Planning 
Planning 
Plarming 
Planning 
Plarming) 
Planning) 

Planning 
Planning 

Planning 
Plannin8 
Planning 

Planning 

Deferred to 196o-61 
Deferred to 196o-61 
Deferred to 1960-61 
Deferred to 1961-62 

- Combined & reduced to 
2 steps o£ $500,000 
each. ·$5oqpoo deferred 
to 1961-62, 500,000 de
ferred to 1963-64. 

Deferred to 1960-61 
Deferred to 1961-62 

Deferred to 1961-62 
Loan Funds 1959-60 
Funded 195 9-60 

F1lnded 195 9-60 



Kerley also told me that President Kerr (through Business Manager Bill 
Monahan) has asked for a restudy of the plans for the cafeteria and Student 
Union to keep them within budget. We talked about the Tamm petition and I 
asked him to provide me with a clear statement of this before the September 
Regents meeting, including what it is, what was already turned down by the 
Regents, and how this petition differs from what was already turned down. 

The University Bulletin of today•s date carries a number of interesting 
announcements. It notes that Statewide offices have moved to University Hall 
and that Kerr, Wellman, McCaffrey and Corley are already installed in their 
seventh (top) floor offices there. 

My announcement of the plans for a new Child Study Center, which should open 
in Spring 1960, includes a description of the two single-story wood frame 
buildings with stucco exteriors which will house 120 children, more than 
double the current enrollment in the nursery school. 

There is also news of the revision to the State Labor Code, effective 
September 18, 1959, which will ease the restrictions on hiring foreign 
students and, as President Kerr put it, 

..... will permit the University to make the educational experience of 
future public leaders of many nations of the world more secure and more 
meaningful ... 

I am particularly interested by the announcement that Stirling Colgate 
(Livermore), Alvin Graves (Los Alamos), and Kenneth Watson (our Physics 
Department) are members of a nine-man U.S. technical working group on the 
detection of high altitude explosions assisting at the Geneva Conference on 
the Discontinuance of Nuclear Weapons Tests. 

Tuesday, August 18, 1959 

I spent the first part of the day up at the Radiation Laboratory. While up 
there I read a letter from A. Herculano de Carvalho of the Portugese Nuclear 
Energy Study Commission (rough translation of Commisao de Estudos da Energia 
Nuclear) expressing pleasure that my report on the progress of the work of 
Vitor Crespo is so positive. He wrote that he has already requested the 
Institute of High Culture (Instituto de Alta Cultura) to grant Crespo one more 
year here to complete his doctoral studies and that he will let me know as 
soon as official permission is received. 

I signed a letter to Alden Emery (Executive Secretary of the American Chemical 
Society) accepting his invitation to introduce the first lesson in John 
Baxter•s new 11 Modern Chemistry .. course for television. I suggest that 
mid-September, when I plan to be in New York, might be possible for me. 

After lunch with my friends and colleagues at the Rad Lab cafeteria, I went on 
down to campus to do a bit of reading and handle some correspondence before my 
2:30 p.m. appointment with Harry Wellman. A letter from Dick Erickson 
suggests that the annual Chancellor•s Tour be held February 8-10, 1960, 
beginning with a dinner meeting in Monterey or Salinas, followed by a luncheon 
in King City, a dinner in Santa Cruz, a luncheon in Hollister and a dinner in 
San Jose. This is an important part of alumni activities in northern 
California and so, of course, I accepted. 
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I received a memo from Grace V. Bird (Associate Director of the Berkeley 
Office of Relations with School&) transmitting the Annual Report on University 
Relations with California Junior Colleges and State Colleges. Twenty-eight 
local high schools responded to the survey conducted by their office, 
reporting on the schools selected by 560 graduates last year. Of this number, 
234 students (41.77%) are attending the Berkeley campus and 263 have 
matriculated at a University of California campus (almost 47%). Another table 
that is part of this report shows the schools selected by the top graduate in 
each of these schools; of these 28, 16 selected the Berkeley campus of the 
University of California. 

A memo from Harry Wellman gives official notification of pay increases for 
academic employees, effective September 1, 1959. It provides for a general 
increase of one step (approximately 5%) in the present rates of pay for all 
regular academic ranks and for related classes of academic employees, 
including non-faculty professional research personnel, teacher training 
supervisors, and teaching assistants and readers. Deans, directors and other 
academic administrators will also receive corresponding one-step increases. 

A copy of a memo from Jim Hart to Foreign Student Advisor Sheridan Warrick 
informs me that seven Soviet students will be assigned by the Inter-University 
Committee on Travel Grants to the Berkeley campus this year. 

Beginning at 2:30 p.m. I met with Bud Hastings and Vice President Harry 
Wellman in Wellman's office at University Hall. Wellman handed me a draft of 
the 1960-61 Capital Outlay Program for the Berkeley Campus. He wants me to 
review this document carefully in order to make as strong a case for the 
Berkeley campus as possible. I will discuss it with Sandy Elberg and Errol 
Mauchlan. 

We talked about the timing for occupancy of Eshleman and Stephens Halls (by 
the Social Sciences Library, and various departments and institutes). These 
buildings currently belong to the ASUC and we have requested a State 
appropriation in the amount of $1.7 million for the purchase of them for 
academic units. We decided to defer the date for moving into these buildings 
since if we moved in before the appropriation is made due to the generosity of 
the ASUC, it is likely that it might never be made, seeming unnecessary in the 
views of some Sacramento people. Hastings suggested that it would be okay to 
move into Stephens Hall as soon as the appropriation is made and before the 
new Student Office Building is completed, since he is sure that Eshleman and 
the Student Union Complex could handle the requirements in the interim. 

We also discussed the letter from Roy Simpson about the northern meeting of 
private institutions and state colleges. According to Wellman, Kerr's first 
reaction was that nobody from U.C. should attend that meeting. However, 
Wellman and I agreed that people could go if they wish. I will not attend nor 
will I send a representative. 

At 3:30 p.m. Clyne Garland (Acting Dean of the College of Engineering) and I 
met in my office to discuss his memorandum which gave the reasons for the 
College of Engineering's restriction of enrollment and some of the background 
of the problem and the President's opposition to the College of Engineering 
setting their own entrance requirements. He raised the question of what they 
might do next year, and I suggested that he talk directly with Ed Strong. 

August 1959- Page 22 



We also discussed Lev Akobjanoff's charges of incompetency in regard to 
Everett Howe's administration of the salt water conversion proj~ct. Garland 
asked that Howe might have his day in court and urged that I give him every 
opportunity to discuss this with me. I pointed out the sensitivity of the 
situation in view of the possibility that Akobjanoff might go to the press 
with his charges and said that this is one of the reasons that we are keeping 
him on the payroll with project funds to make a general study of sea water 
conversion. I also told Garland that the statewide committee on sea water 
conversion is going to be r~constituted in view of this incident and an 
earlier doubt that Kerr has concerning this project. We agreed that I would 
see Howe personally and tell him about Akobjanoff's charges since apparently 
Howe had not learned of this yet. 

At 4:15 p.m. I called Scott Newhall (editor of the San Francisco Chronicle), 
as Dan Wilkes had suggested, and commended him on h1s ed1torial on the use of 
television in the educational process. He was very pleased, telling me that 
we usually gets a phone call cancelling a subscription and seldom hears 
positive comments. He pointed out that judicious use of television can be a 
tremendous asset to overcome the teacher shortage and also to improve 
teaching. I told him about my visit to Hagerstown and how they are using the 
best teachers there in a supplementary way to improve the work of other 
teachers. I ended up by suggesting we get together for lunch. Our schedules 
made it a bit difficult to arrange ·a time; we probably won't be able to get 
together before the first of September, at which time he will call my office 
to set a time. 

Almost as soon as I hung up the phone, I received a call from Dick Friendlich 
(a reporter on the San Francisco Chronicle). He said that he has been talking 
with President Kerr about the reorganization of athletics on the Berkeley 
campus and Kerr referred him to me. He claimed a .. knowledgeable source .. told 
him that within the next few weeks the control of athletics would be taken 
away from the ASUC and there would be a change of athletic directors. I told 
him that Kerr has created an Intercollegiate Athletic Advisory Committee and 
that they have been considering the whole problem of athletics for UCB and 
UCLA, such as financial aid and recruiting and including administration of 
athletics. I named for him the members of the IAAC. He wanted to know 
whether it is possible that some of these changes will be made in the near 
future and I said that it is possible but that no such decisions have been 
made yet. He wound up saying that he wasn't sure what he should print. He 
said he is feeling a bit confused by these reports and will have to talk with 
his superiors about what sort of story they might run or not run. 

Patent No. 2,900,228, Selective Separation of Uranium from Thorium, 
Protactinium and Fission Products by Peroxide Dissolution Method, was issued -
today to me, J. W. Gofman and R. W. Stoughton. 

Wednesday, August 19, 1959 

I went directly to the Radiation Laboratory to attend the Associate Directors 
meeting at 9 a.m. 

At 10:30 a.m. I met E. S. Strandh (Swedish Academy of Engineering Sciences) 
who is in the San Francisco area attending the Western Electronics 
Conference. After greeting him, I went by Iz Perlman's office. (Strandh was 
given a tour of the Lab by a Lab staff member.) 
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Doral Buchholz told me that Iz telephoned A. R. Van Dyken at the AEC 
headquarters in Washington and, in response to his question, Van Dyken stated 
that he had not heard any rumors that Torbjorn Sikkeland might still be in 
this country. He mentioned that he could check with the State Department to 
find out about the status of Sikkeland's waiver and if arrything can be done to 
speed the request up. · 

While up on the Hill I talked to Emilio Segre, who mentioned that Bruno Rossi 
. would be a good man to be Director of the Space Sciences Laboratory. I told 

him about our plans to offer the directorship of the Space Sciences Laboratory 
to John Simpson and the directorship of the Computer Center to Nick 
Metropolis. I also ran into Bob West and mentioned to him that I hope there 
will be a place for Bill Rice with the Radiation Laboratory when Rice returns 
from his present assignment. 

I left the Lab a little before noon and drove down to the campus to go by my 
Chancellor's Office and sign a few letters, etc. before taking the rest of the 
day off to play golf. Kitty Malloy told me that she received a couple of 
phone calls from reporters this morning about the story in the San Francisco 
Chronicle. Buck Walters of the News-Call Bulletin and Curley Gr1eve of the 
Examiner both gave her a hard time when she said that I am unavailable for the 
r~st of the day. Walters asked Kitty what was wrong here that needs 
investigating and she gave the sensible answer that given that we have a new 
President, a ~ew Chancellor and a new league, it seems appropriate to take a 
look at the whole athletic picture and there will not be any news until the 
IAAC report is finished. I have a feeling that this is going to become a 
bigger issue before the day is out. 

I signed a letter to Gene A. Brucker (History) asking him to serve as the 
faculty representative for the Woodrow Wilson National Fellowship Foundation 
nominations. I noted that Travis Bogard is the Chairman of the Regional 
Selection Committee for the program and that Brucker should probably get 
together with him. 

I then drove to the Contra Costa Country Club for lunch and 18 holes of golf 
with Dan Wilkes and Stan Thompson. Dan shot an excellent 81 (he birdied the 
tenth hole}; Stan shot 97 and I shot a respectable 89 (with 4 pars). 

At home this evening I called Clark Kerr, who told me that he is disturbed 
that Hastings did not check on Ollie White and feels that this probably 
disqualifies Hastings from consideration for the position of Director of 
Athletics under the new setup when the University takes over the 
administration of athletics. He told me that he is waiting for 
recommendations from the Los Angeles and Berkeley campuses before making any 
announcement on the administration of athletics. This would be a joint 
announcement by UCLA Chancellor Knudsen, me and Kerr, which would say that 
Hastings is staying on as Executive Director of the ASUC and that the Director 
of Athletics is to be replaced. I think that it might make sense, if the 
control of athletics is to be the responsibility of the Chancellor or some 
kind of joint control, that I might appoint a committee to submit three names 
of candidates for the position, from which I would make the final choice. I 
have the distinct impression that Hastings or some alumnus friend of Hastings 
(who probably attended the August 7th meeting) is feeding the information to 
the newspapers in order to enhance, they think, the chances that Hastings 
might obtain the athletic directorship. 
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I then called Curley Grieve of the Examiner, who told me he has heard that 
Director of Athletics Greg Engelhard is going to be discharged and that 
Hastings will take his place. I replied that no such decision has been made 
and that I don't wish to comment further at this time. He then said that he 
had heard that at a recent meeting of alumni, they discussed a decision for 
the administration to take over athletics, that Hastings would be made the 
Director of Athletics and report directly to the Chancellor. Again, I said 
"no such decision has been made." He said that this answer "left him high and 
dry" and he didn't know what to say in his story. I replied that I am sorry 
about that but that I have to tell him the truth and if he goes ahead and 
reports the story he has repeated to me, it may well turn out to be untrue. 
The whole discussion was very friendly, interspersed with much discussion of 
golf. 

Thursday, August 20, 1959 

I went directly to the Radiation Laboratory this morning to visit with my 
graduate students there and then drove down the Hill to my Chancellor's Office 
and settled down to reading correspondence, etc. Bertrand Russell responded 
to my invitation to give the Jefferson Lectures by saying, 

"I very much wish I could accept the invitation as I have a very great 
admiration for Jefferson and am sorry whenever a course is taken which he 
would deplore, but I shall be eighty-eight next year and am no longer 
sufficiently youthful for such undertaking." 

I signed a memo to Clark Kerr, asking him to release Garff Wilson from his 
duties in the President's Office so that he might devote more time to public 
ceremonies arrangements for the Berkeley campus and further asking that the 
money which he receives from the President's budget be transferred to the 
Committee on Public Ceremonies of the Berkeley campus. 

I wrote to George Kistiakowsky, the new Chairman of PSAC, accepting his 
invitation of July 31st to chair a panel on graduate school work in science 
and saying that I will give thought to the problems that might be considered 
by the panel and to its membership. I also said that I look forward to 
working with him in his new position. 

I signed a letter officially inviting Governor Brown to speak at the first 
University Meeting of the new academic year at 11 a.m. on September 24th and 
inviting him to stay over for luncheon if his schedule will allow. 

The issue of Chemical and Engineering News of yesterday's date reports the 
news that Elem~nt 102 has been "officially tagged" nob~lium and that the 
symbol for it will be No. It says that the Commission on Inorganic 
Nomenclature of the International Union of Pure and Applied Chemistry accepted 
unanimously the suggestion "which names the element for its birthplace, the 
Nobel Institute of Physics." This is based on the purported (but erroneous) 
discovery of this elements by the Swedish-American-British group and faces us 
with the decision whether we shall recommend another name for this element. 
Three other symbols have been officially adopted by the commission- Es for 
einsteinium, Ar for argon, and Md for mendelevium. Of interest is the 
explanation that mendelevium was given the symbol Md, rather than Mv (as we 
suggested) because many languages do not have the letter "v'' in their alphabet. 
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SAN FRANCISCO CHRONICLE 

August 19, 1959 
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This morning's San Francisco Examiner carries a disturbing editorial repeating 
Curley Grieve's erroneous story that rooting sections for visiting teams will 
be seated in the end zone. It says that Greg Engelhard explained that this 
policy was the result of efforts to make it easier to sell season tickets to 
the general public and alumni by having a large center section "to peddle". 
The editorial continues, "Perhaps in these days of sordid commercialism, there 
can be no idealistic note ••• '' and concludes with the question, "Why not give 
the game back to the students and let them resume their traditional and 
honored location in the center of the field." 

At 2:30p.m. I met with Ed Schoenfeld (Oakland Tribune). He said it was his 
opinion that the Chancellor should take over athletics as the solution to the 
problem and that he told this to Clark Kerr in a phone conversation last 
night. He also told Kerr that he thinks that the Chancellor should make the 
announcement of the change. He thinks that in a choice between Greg Engelhard 
and Bud Hastings for the position of Director of Athletics, he would 
reluctantly choose Hastings for his greater business experience and better 
handling of himself. (He feels that Engelhard has become a bit arrogant and 
self-important.) I told him confidentially that my plan is to first decide 
the problem of administrative control of athletics and then if it turns out 
that there will be a change (such as the Chancellor taking over 
responsibility), I will create a committee to recommend to me names for the 
athletic directorship. I said that Engelhard and Hastings will be eligible 
but the job might very well pay less than Hastings' present salary and that 
Hastings' job as Executive Director of the ASUC will probably continue much as 
it is in any case, due to the added responsibilities of the huge new student 
complex, etc. 

He wanted to know what he could print at this time. He is feeling unhappy 
because he has known this story for such a long time, has held off from 
printing a story about it at our request, and now the San Francisco papers 
have broken the story. I told him that I can't help him with this; however, 
in response to a question from him, I did say that I will consider talking 
with him just before any announcements of any decision are made. 

Schoenfeld also told me that a football fullback named Pierovich (a transfer 
from Santa Monica. Junior College whom UCLA people think will enroll there) is 
in Berkeley intending to enroll on our campus. This is a potential source of 
friction between UCLA and us. Schoenfeld told me that the boy paid his own 
way here and that he has a brother now going to UCLA, who was one of the boys 
who came up with Dickerson on his visit to Elliott last fall, who recommends 
that he come to Berkeley instead. 

At about 3 p.m. I telephoned Bob Bacher at Cal Tech. He read me the draft of 
his letter to Kisty regarding new members of PSAC. His letter includes both 
Robertson's and my lists of suggestions. Robertson suggested George Beadle or 
Lowell Coggeshall for biology and John T~key for applied math. Bacher 
suggests Lloyd Berkner, Harvey Brooks, Harold Brown, Ivor Getting, Leland 
Haworth, Pat Hyland, Charles Lauritsen, Frank Long, Clark Milliken, and Roger 
Revelle, and J. Barkley Rosser for math and Fred Lindvall for engineering. I 
mentioned J. C. Warner, Stephen Timoshenko, Charles Townes, Henry Eyring, Saul 
Winstein, and Melvin Calvin. 

At 3:15 p.m. I met with Charles Susskind (Electrical Engineering). I thanked 
him for telling me about the paper, "Improved System of Periodic Reports to 
Government Agencies," which he will present at the Third National Symposium on 
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Engineering Writing to be held in Los Angeles September 17th and 18th. I told 
him that I don't think he should worry about the reception of his paper and 
that I will back him in anything that might happen. 

Errol Mauchlan and I met with Derrick Lehmer (Mathematics) at 3:30 p.m. He 
asked me whether the new policy covering Computer Center recharges would 
prevent investigators who do not have extramural funds from receiving free 
time. I assured him that our policy is that it should not, but that 
allocations of free time in excess of the basic allotment would have to be 
justified in terms of the worthiness of the project and demonstrated inability 
to obtain extramural support. He also asked me if the fact that NSF has made 
a grant to the Computer Center would inhibit them from granting research funds 
for computer costs. I explained that the NSF grant is principally related to 
particular equipment items and that in any event it probably comes from a 
different NSF division than the funds for mathematical science research. I 
gave it as my opinion that the grant to the Center probably would have no 
effect on campus departmental applications for research grants. 

At about 3:45 p.m. I returned a call from Mr. Rodriguez of the Berkeley 
Gazette. He asked me if there was any truth to the rumor that Bud Hastings is 
go1ng to take Greg Engelhard's place and I told him that there is not. I 
explained that the matter is rather complicated and is part of a general study 
of athletics, including such matters as where the administrative 
responsibility for athletics should lie. The nature of th~ positions 
themselves might change but.no decisions have been made so that there is 
nothing that I can say about it. He asked if it is true that the 
administration is going to take over athletics and I repeated my statement 
that no decisions have been made yet. 

Arleigh Williams and I met beginning at 4:30 p.m. He told me that a situation 
has developed. with regard to the housing of three athletes at Bowles Hall. 
Mrs. Donnelly has interpreted the fact that ten places have been reserved for 
athletes in the new residence halls to mean that all ten places formerly 
reserved at Bowles and Smyth Halls are no longer reserved. Three athletes to 
whom the Athletic Department had promised places in Bowles are now left out 
and cannot be given spots in Bowles without displacing three students who have 
confirmed spaces. I told Arleigh that we will have to find rooms in private 
homes for the three athletes and that they should be given priority at Bowles 
for next semester. I also asked him to raise the question of whether I, as 
Chancellor, might not have a certain number of spaces reserved in the 
residence halls to cover situations like this and the recent one in which 
Harley Flanders tried unsuccessfully to place four outstanding math students. 

Before leaving for home I read a couple of interoffice memos. Kitty fvlalloy 
reported that Louis DeMonte says that the old Crocker Radiation Laboratory 
will not have to be torn down before the Physical Science Lecture Hall is put 
up but the Freshman Chemistry Laboratory must be. 

Anna Carol wrote me a note conveying information from Lionel Viales about the 
progress of the Lawrence Memorial Hall of Science brochure. Kerr has seen the 
draft, commented that he thinks it excellent and approved it. Pauley, Carter 
and Steinhart unfortunately have not seen it, but Mclaughlin has and Viales 
has an appointment with Gaither to discuss it next week. At this point, he 
feels it is ready to go to press. 
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Friday, August 21; 1959 

I went straight to Kaiser Hospital in Walnut Creek for my 9:45 a.m. 
appointment with.my allergist, Dr. Thurman Dannenberg. He has had me under 
treatment with antigens for my hayfever, which now seems to be under control. 
I went directly from Dr. Dannenberg's office to a 10:30 a.m. appointment with 
Dr. Stone at Kaiser and drove into Berkeley to my Chancellor's Office, 
arriving shortly after 11 a.m. 

Harold Brown called to let me know the situation regarding Lysle E. Shaffer's 
visit to Poland to attend a Mining Conference. We had agreed that the 
Chancellor's Office could pay only half of the expenses of his travel and it 
was suggested that Livermore might pay the other half. In order to accomplish 
this, Livermore would have to submit a letter to the AEC, saying that they 
wish Shaffer to talk about Plowshare at the conference. They have decided not 
to do this 11 in today•s international atmosphere .. and wants us to inform 
Shaffer. 

Gloria Copeland phoned from Kerr's office today to say that in response to my 
letter to him of July 17th, he is modifying the June 22nd directive to read 
.. no formal or informal commitments .. rather than 11negotiations 11

• He also said 
that it is okay for me to send my letter to Bill Prosser. 

I then signed a number of letters that had been prepared for my signature. To 
Prosser, I wrote a response to his memo to me of July 7th regarding the 
presidential directive on 11Tenure Faculty Recruitment at Oversea le and Other 
Levels11

, attempting to clarify the intent of that directive. Among other 
things, I explained that Kerr wishes to be informed of intention to offer an 
overscale salary in order that he may determine if other campuses have an 
interest in the same candidate and to try to prevent bidding between our 
campuses. I concluded the letter by writing, 

.. I wish to make it clear that the above comments do not mean that I am 
unsympathetic to your problems. I appreciate very much your prompt and 
frank discussion of the difficulties you face, and have taken the liberty 
of forwarding your letter to President Kerr in order that we may obtain 
clarification of procedures directly applicable to the exceptional 
situation of the School of Law. 11 

also wrote to Davis Chancellor Emil Mrak, thanking him for his suggestion 
that we might refer students to the Davis campus, which has available housing 
for next semester (unlike our dire circumstances~) and saying that the staffs 
of the Dean of Students Office and the Housing Office 11Will keep this in mind 
as they talk with students about their housing problems ... 

I signed letters of invitation to probabilists and statisticians of the 
academies of science of Czechoslovakia, Poland and Hungary to the Fourth 
Berkeley Symposium on Mathematical Statistics and Probability to be held on 
our campus June 27- August 6, 1960. 

I signed a letter to R. L. Kocher (Branch Manager of the International 
Business Machines Corporation [IBM] in Oakland) thanking him for the generous 
offer from IBM to donate two Type 727 Magnetic Tape Units to the Berkeley 
campus and informing him that we have recommended to President Kerr that we 
accept this gift. 
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A letter to Assemblyman Don Mulford, drafted by Dan Wilkes, thanks him for the 
work he did on behalf of the University during the last legislative session 
and particularly for 11 Carrying the ball 11 on the bill to permit the University 
to employ foreign students. I enclosed a copy of my statement on this subject 
to the Daily Californian yesterday. 

At 11:30 a.m. I met in my office with Everett D. Howe and told him about 
Akobjanoff•s charges, mentioning their nature broadly and telling him that I 
had a session with Acting Dean Clyne Garland about the matter and decided that 
it would be better for me to tell him {Howe) directly due to the sensitive 
nature of the situation. I said we are concerned lest Akobjanoff go to the 
newspapers, which would have a tremendously adverse effect on both Howe and 
the University. For this reason I am putting Akobjanoff on a project writing 
a comprehensive report evaluating sea water conversion projects. Howe said 
that Akobjanoff has been difficult to deal with from the start and in the last 
two years it has become so bad that he has begun to doubt his sanity. I told 
Howe that the President would probably reconstitute the statewide Advisory 
Committee and that we might not do anything until we hear from them. Howe 
offered to resign if that would help matters, and I said that we are not ready 
to consider that possibility at the present time, but that it it comes to that 
later, we will let him know. I told him to regard our interview as ?Omewhat 
confidential. 

At noon I received a call from Emilio Segre, who told me that John Rasmussen 
is going to meet with him about Isadore Perlman•s nomination to the National 
Academy of Sciences to summarize his research accomplishments. 

At 12:30 p.m. Pete Elliott called and told me what he has learned about the 
fullback Pierovich. Apparently he originally intended to come to Berkeley, 
then seemed to decide to go to UCLA and quite recently decided to come to the 
Berkeley campus at his own expense. Assistant Football Coach Taylor phoned 
Pierovich when he heard about this and confirmed that it is true. There is a 
complication, however, and that is that Herm Weiner was seen with Pierovich at 
a game when Weiner•s basketball team was playing a week ago Monday. There is 
no evidence one way or the other that they talked about Pierovich playing for 
Berkeley and this was after Taylor confirmed Pierovich•s intentions with him. 
Weiner also talked with a player named Alexander at the All-Star game in Los 
Angeles, but Alexander has never been contacted for our team so it seems 
likely that Weiner was recruiting him for John Ralston at Utah. Elliott told 
me that Bill Barnes of UCLA knows the whole story and is not concerned about 
it or intending to do anything about it. Apparently the UCLA people have the 
impression that Weiner has stopped recruiting and that was their main concern. 

I then left my Chancellor•s Office, drove home and had ·lunch. After lunch I 
drove with Lynne to Echo Chalet in the Sierra, where we were met by Bill 
Fretter. He took us in his boat to the Fretter vacation cottage on Echo 
Lake. The Fretters had just arrived and were opening the cottage for a 
weekend stay. We had dinner with them and spent the night. It was very cold. 

Saturday, August 22, 1959 

After breakfast with the Fretters, Bill transported Lynne and me in his boat 
to the upper Echo Lake trailhead. Starting from here, Lynne and I with our 
backpacks hiked to Lake of the Woods, where we arrived in time to have lunch 
at Camp Coder, where Pete is finishing his couple of weeks stay with his scout 
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troop. The scout leader is Barney Rocca and Pete is a member of the Pueblo 
Patrol. Lynne and I spent the afternoon talking to Pete and his friends and 
doing some hiking in the Lake of the Woods area. We had dinner with the 
scouts and some of the scouts• fathers and mothers and spent the night in our 
sleeping bags. 

Sunday, August 23, 1959 

After breakfast at Camp Coder at Lake of the Woods with Pete and some of his 
boy scout friends and parents and after packing up, Lynne, Pete and I hiked 
out on the trail. Among the group who hiked were Pete's friends, Tom and Earl 
Peery, and our neighbors, Dale and Marilyn Stoops and Leland and Jean Scott. · 
We stopped to eat some lunch on the way and then continued our hike to Echo 
Chalet, where our Oldsmobile car was parked. We then drove on home to 
Lafayette arriving in late afternoon. 

Monday, August 24, 1959- Los Angeles 

A University driver picked me up from my home in Lafayette this morning at 
6:15 a.m. and drove me, along with Will Dennes, to the San Francisco Airport, 
where we boarded United Airlines Flight #560 which departed at 7:35 a.m. and 
arrived in Los Angeles at 9:17 a.m. 

We went immediately to the Administration Building (Room 2131) at UCLA for the 
meeting of the Lynn White Committee which began at 10:30 a.m. Since we 
arrived a few minutes early for the meeting, I called my Chancellor's Office 
and checked in with Kitty Malloy and Anna Carol. Kitty read me a letter from 
Ed Pauley, inviting Helen and me to stay at his home on Coconut Island when we 
visit Hawaii for the American Physical Society meeting which begins tomorrow. 

She also read me a letter to Kerr informing him of my intention to appoint 
Nicholas C. Metropolis as Director of the Computer Center on an overscale 
appointment and justifying this based on his skills and experience and present 
salary at the University of Chicago. I approved her signing this in my 
absence and sending it on. 

I then talked with UCLA Vice Chancellor Bill Young about the coordination of 
UCB-UCLA administration of athletics. He is tending toward a compromise, in 
which a Department of Athletics with some kind of separate financial structure 
would report to the Chancellor (with some functions left to the students). He 
has a committee consisting of Booth, Johns, Ackerman and others working on it 
to draw up a report and said he will send us a copy by about September 8th 
(when he will be going east to the ACS meeting) if it is ready. I will meet 
with him at the ACS meeting in Atlantic City to discuss this further. He 
thinks that the degree of student participation should be the same at UCB and 
UCLA. I described our meeting with alumni. He wants to have a meeting but 
has the problem of whether or not to invite Regents Hansen and Carter--this 
presents problems either way. I told him about our plans to consult faculty 
and students. We also briefly discussed the chancellorship at UCLA after 
Knudsen retires on June 30, 1960. Young favors Dodd, but he also volunteered 
the information that Pitzer would be okay with him. I got the impression that 
he also considers himself a candidate. He expressed the fear that Lynn White 
might be a candidate. 

I spent most of the afternoon and the evening with my mother at our home at 
9237 San Antonio Avenue in South Gate, joining her for dinner and spending the 
nig~t there. 
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Tuesday, August 25, 1959- Los Angeles- Honolulu- Coconut Island 

Kitty Malloy telephoned me at my mother's house in South Gate this morning to 
read me another letter from Ed Pauley, which arrived in Berkeley this morning, 
responding to my letter to him of August 4th evaluating Harvey White's 
"Continenta 1 Class room" education a 1 television program at his request. He 
wrote, 

"It is my impression that it was a success and I am anxious to have a 
meeting of the television committee of the Board of Regents so that we can 
be brought up to date on all phases of this educational television 
project." 

She also told me about a note Connie Wilson is sending to Ray Sontag regarding 
Don Mclaughlin's suggestion to Clark Kerr that Phillip Gortney be conside~ed 
for appointment as Regents' Professor or Lecturer. Connie's memo passes on my 
suggestion that this would provide an excellent opportunity for the Committee 
on Regents' Professorships (which Sontag chairs) to establish relations 
directly with the Regents on such appointments. 

Jeanette, accompanied by my mother, drove me to the Los Angeles Airport, where 
I boarded Pan American Flight #813 for Honolulu departing at 11:30 a.m. and 
arriving at about 5:40p.m. I checked into the Reef Hotel on Kalia Road, 
where I will be staying during the APS meeting this week, and was then picked 
up by boat and taken to Coconut Island, where I had dinner and spent the night 
together with a number of other guests of the Pauleys, including Ed Carter, Ed 
McMillan, Hugh Bradner and Howard Ahmanson. 

Wednesday, August 26, 1959- Coconut Island 

Today I have the luxury of another day on Pauley's Coconut Island with the 
Pauleys. During the course of the visit I discussed with Ed Pauley the 
possibility of Ike Harvey aiding construction of the Calvin laboratory or some 
other Berkeley project. He suggested that this could easily be arranged if we 
would give Harvey an honorary degree. 

I also talked with Pauley, McMillan, Bradner and Carte~ about the idea of 
holding an architectural competition for the design of the Lawrence Hall of 
Science. The former three think it would be a good idea and Carter says that 
he would agree with this suggestion if we could be assured that very good 
architects would enter the competition. Carter wants me to talk with Ken 
Setterdahl of Brakeley and Setterdahl; he says that Setterdahl feels that 
Lionel Viales gave him the "brush-off". Carter also mentioned the name of 
Eliel Saarinen of Birmingham, Michigan, as a potential architect for the 
Hall. Bradner suggested John Womer of Honolulu as a strong candidate for the 
directorship of the Hall. 

I met Howard Ahmanson of Los Angeles, who heads a savings and loan association 
and gave $2 million to Carter's fundraising drive for the Los Angeles Museum 
of Art. We should definitely keep him in mind when we begin raising funds for 
the Hall. 

During the day I visited Pauley's marine station on the island. 
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Thursday, August 27, 1959- Honolulu 

I returned to Oahu by boat today to participate in the meeting ·of the American 
Physical Society. On arrival I went to the Reef Hotel to check back in and 
then took a taxi to the University of Hawaii, where I met Dr. John J. 
Naughton, Chairman of the Hawaii Section of the American Chemical Society, to 
which I gave a luncheon speech on 11Recent Research on the Transuranium 
Elements 11

, illustrated by 19 lantern slides {3 1/4 11 x 4 1/4 11
). 

I then stayed on at the University of Hawaii to attend in Room 209 of Crawford 
Hall the American Physical Society Contributed Papers session on High Energy 
Nuclear Physics presided over by Abraham Pais. This APS meeting billed as the 
11 1959 Summer Meeting in the West 11 coincides with the admission of Hawaii as 
the 50th state earlier this year. 

I had dinner this evening with my friend Jim Cobble. 

Friday, August 28, 1959- Honolulu 

I took a taxi to the University of Hawaii this morning to attend the 
continuing meeting of the American Physical Society there. 

Beginning at 10 a.m. I presided over the session (J) 11 Low Energy Nuclear 
Physics 11 in room 209 of Crawford Hall. In the course of this, I gave the two 
talks, illustrated with slides, that my Yale University friend, Richard 
Wolfgang, requested of me- 11 Studies of Complex Stripping Reactions of Heavy 
Ions .. (Richard Kgufman and Richard Wolfgang) and 11 React ion of High-Energy 
cl2, N14, and olb with Carbon 11 (Murray Tamers and Richard Wolfgang). 
Jim Cobble also gave his talk in this session, 11 Total Reaction Cross Section 
in Heavy Elements .. (J. W. Cobble, R. G.Jnnink, M. J. La Salle and L. J. Colby, 
Jr.- Mary Joan La Salle obtained her Master of Science degree in our Berkeley 
Radiation Laboratory in 1954 working with Jim Cobble and me.) 

In the afternoon I attended parts of the session 11 lnvited Papers in High 
Energy Nuclear Physics Il 11 in roan 105 of Crawford Hall. I spoke with Victor 
Perez-Mendez of our Radiation Laboratory this ·afternoon. He told me that he 
is interested in working in the Space Sciences Laboratory and that Dan Hicks 
(whom I saw later with Ed Chupp, both formerly of the Rad Lab) wants to do 
some cooperative experiments using a Boeing 707. Hicks is going to 
investigate this with his superiors at Boeing and we promised to get in touch 
later to discuss this further. 

During the evening I attended at the Princess Kaiulani Hotel the APS reception 
(where I met Leugnick, head of Hawaiian Electric, who financed the reception) 
and the banquet which followed. I spoke with Tony Oppenheim of our Department 
of Aeronautical Engineering and asked him to suggest a candidate for the 
deanship of the College of Engineering. He suggested Milton Clauser (Director 
of Research and Vice President of Space Technology Laboratories in Los 
Angeles, which was formerly a part of Ramo-Woolridge Co.). Clauser is about 
45 years old, earned his Ph.D. at Cal Tech, has worked at Cornell for a number 
of years, and has been recommended very highly by Theodore von Karman. I 
agreed to meet with von Karman when he visits Stanford in October and 
Oppenheim said he would arrange this. He said that his second choice would be 
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Ali B. Cambel (Chairman of the Department of Mechanical Engineering at 
Northwestern University and a top candidate for the deanship of usc•s School 
of Engineering). 

After a very nice introduction by Laurence H. Snyder (President of the 
University of Hawaii) I then gave an extemporaneous speech on the subject, 
11 The Scientist as Administrator... I explained my reasons for accepting the 
position of Chancellor of the UCB campus, my general interest in education 
(emphasizing the need for humanities as well as sciences), and my own 
insistence on continuing my research work at the Radiation Laboratory, 
describing some of the problems of the chancellorship (and giving some 
humorous examples of these) and of balancing both 11 hats 11 (scientist and 
administrator). 

Saturday, August 29, 1959- Honolulu 

This morning I took a taxi again to the University of Hawaii to attend the APS 
meeting there. 

At'll a.m. I left the meeting to tape a television program for the Hawaiian 
Science Clubs Service at station KHVH. A driver from the HSCS picked me up 
and took me to the station, where, after brief rehearsals to check the 
set-ups, I participated in an intervtew with Donald Li (Associate Director of 
HSCS) about my work. When this program is aired, the interview will be 
preceded by about 15 minutes of film taken from my educational television 
(KQED) films on 11The Elements 11

, numbers 6, 7, and 8 of the 10 half hour 
programs entitled 11 Modern Alchemy .. , 11 Beyond Uranium11 and 11 Making Elements11

• A 
driver took me back to the APS meeting at the University of Hawaii at about 1 
p.m. 

In the afternoon I heard talks by Darleane Hoffman of Los Alamos on 
11 Short-Lived Isotopes of Ca and Pr (D. C. Hoffman and W. R. Daniels), C. J. 
Orth of Los Alamos on 11 Short-Lived Isotopes of Nb and Zr from Fission 11 (C. J. 
Orth and R. K. Smith), Lawrence Wilets of the University of Washington on 
.. Compound Nucleus Decay Leading to 

2
Fission 11

, W. E. Nervik of Livermore on 
.. Spontaneous Fission Yields of Cf~5 11 (W. E. Nervik, P. C. Stevenson, H. G. 
Hicks, H. B. Levy, J. B. Niday and J. C. Anderson- Nervik and Hicks received 
their Ph.D. degrees working with.me at the Radiation Laboratory) and Norman 
Glendenning of the Lawrence Radiation Laboratory on 11 Theoretical Predictions 
for the Spectra of the Odd-Mass Tellurium and Xenon Isotopes 11

• 

Sunday, August 30, 1959- Honolulu and Home 

My Pan American Airlines Flight #866 departed from the Honolulu airport at 
8:30 a.m. and arrived at the San Francisco Airport at a little after 9 p.m. 
this evening. A University driver picked me up and drove me to my home in 
Lafayette, just in time to visit with Helen for a little while before going to 
bed. 

Monday, August 31, 1959 

I went into my Chancellor•s Office early this morning, dreading the 
accumulation of papers that is bound to have piled up during my absence last 
week. As I expected, there was quite a huge stack. 
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A letter from Jeffrey Cohelan, our Congressman, notes that the House of 
Representatives passed the bill giving funds to the Century 21 Exposition 
planned for Seattle on August 18th. I asked Anna Carol to draft a note 
thanking him for his support in this endeavor. 

A letter from Tom Pigford accepts our offer of the chairmanship of the 
Department of Nuclear Engineering and informs me that he plans to arrive in 
Berkeley around September 1st (tomorrow). 

I read a copy of a memo from Clark Kerr to Bill Wurster, appointing him Dean 
of the new College of Environmental Design, which ends very warmly, 

11 I feel the University is very fortunate to have you to guide the new 
College, particularly during its early years of growth. May I 
congratulate you and us on this important appointment ... 

A nice note from Kerr to me thanks me for my gift of $1,000 to the Faculty 
Club, my contribution to the cost of putting the Lewis-Latimer Room into good 
shape. 

Another memo from Kerr to me summarizes the history of Harold Weaver•s 
negotiations for land in Lassen County for the installation of the radio 
astronomy telescope and points out that Weaver should not have carried these 
lease negotiations so far without consulting the Office of the Secretary and 
Treasurer of the Regents about such commitments. As he did not, Bob Underhill 
was forced to accept the agreement to pay $600 per acre that had been set up 
by Weaver. Kerr asks me 11to take steps so that in the future there will be no 
recurrence of a situation where a member of your staff conducts actual 
negotiations for purchase or lease of land11 and informs me that he is issuing 
a presidential directive to Chief Campus Officers to remind them of this rule. 

Kerr also wrote to me formally requesting the following information on 
fundraising for the proposed Legal Center: 1) outline of building 
requirements, 2) estimate of the cost of the building, 3) an academic proposal 
covering the relationship of the Center to faculty requirements, etc., 4) an 
outline of the methods by which the building could be financed, including the 
amounts to be raised from Law School alumni, other alumni, and corporations 
and firms, and 5) fundraising campaign plans. 

A long memo from Kitty Malloy summarizes some of the complications in getting 
qroceries delivered to student housing groups and furniture, etc., delivered 
to the new residence halls arising from the Teamsters• Union strike. The 
Teamsters• Union has exempted from strike action a list of approved University 
housing (including fraternities and sororities, which was a bit sticky) for 
distribution to their strike committees, but has also suggested the use of a 
Richmond delivery company (which is part of a different local and not on 
strike) for deliverinq food supplies, which we will do. The furnishings and 
other equipment will have to be delivered to the Davis campus and then 
transported from there via University trucks and drivers. 

I was pleased to read a letter from Henry T. Smith (Acting Director of the 
International Educational Exchange Service of the U.S. Department of State) 
notifying me that his office has reviewed the request for a waiver of the 
foreiqn residence requirement for Torbjorn Sikkeland and has recommended that 
the Attorney General grant a waiver in this instance. The recommendation has 
now been sent to the District Director of the Immigration and Naturalization 
Office in San Francisco. 
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A memo from Alex Sherriffs reports that on my behalf he asked Henry J. Kaiser, 
Jr. to accept a position on the Board of Directors of International House for 
a six-year term. Kaiser responded that he would like more information about 
the commitment of time, etc., that would be expected of him should he accept 
and set up an appointment last week for his secretary Bill Beaumont to discuss 
this with Alex. 

I reviewed a memo (attached) to Vice President Wellman, signed on my behalf 
during my absence, which summarizes the Berkeley projects in the 1960-61 
University Capital Outlay Program, and the unit costs for each building per 
FTE faculty to be accommodated, for his use in making a presentation to the 
Regents. 

Also dispatched under my signature during my absence was a wire to Robert C. 
Miller (Director of the California Academy of Sciences) on the occasion of the 
celebration of their tenth season of broadcasting the 11Science in Action .. 
series saying 11 Congratulation to Science in Action for your long ana 
successful endeavor to spr~ad scientific literacy among us all. 11 ana a 
telegram to The Svedberg wishing him a happy 75th birthday. 

Jim Hart sent a note on my behalf to Blake Spahr (German Department) asking 
him to serve as our faculty representative for the Woodrow Wilson National 
Fellowship Foundation and to be responsible for publicizing the Foundation•s 
programs on the Berkeley campus. 

At a little before noon I drove up the Hill to the Radiation Laboratory to 
attend the regular Monday noon brown bag lunch meeting of the Chemistry 
group. While up there, I was very pleased to receive a package, containing a 
precious book autographed by Mendeleev, from Edward L. Freers of the American 
Embassy in Moscow with a translation from Russian of the following message: 

11 During· this visit to the U.S.S.R., Vice President, U.S.A., R. Nixon 
informed us that before his departure for the Soviet Union he was visited 
by his friend, professor of chemistry, ~lr. Seaborg, who named the lOlst 
element, discovered by him, of the D.I. Mendeleev Periodic Table after 
this great Russian chemist. 

. 
In this friendly act of the American scientist each Soviet citizen 

discerns a great respect toward our people and its culture, as well as one 
of the steps toward the liquidation of the absurd, according to Nikita 
Sergeevich Khrushchev, tense state of 11-cold war 11 between two great nations. 

May I present to you, in commemoration of your remarkable discovery 
and your noble act, the book by [)nitrii Ivanovich Mendeleev .. Fundamentals 
of Chemistry 11 with his autograph. 

The autograph reads: 

11 To my deeply appreciated colleague, Dr. N. I. Bistrov, in 
commemoration of saving my son. 
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The letter from Emmanuel Tsipelzon, who describes himself as 11 an old Moscow 
secondhand book dealer11

, goes on to explain that Mendeleev presented this book 
to Bistrov when he arrived back in Moscow, having left the meeting of the 
Royal London Society where he was to read a paper because he heard that his 
son was deathly ill, and discovered that thanks to Bistrov, his son was 
already on the road to recovery. 

I also read an interesting letter from Arnold Friedman (Argonne) offering 
further information (to that which Tom Parsons has already shared) on the 
results of their experiments at Yale, which lead them to think they may have 
discsvered element 103. He wrote that in their nitrogen ion bombardments of a 
Cf~o , Cf25~ mixture they found a short lived spontaneously fissionable 
isotope was formed. The cross section for its formation is about 0.1 
millibarns at 120 Mev which is of the order of magnitude that we might expect 
for this type of reaction. Its half life appears to be 4 plus or minus 2 
minutes which they feel is too long for an even-even nuclide of element 102 
and too short for one of element 100. They feel the best explanation of this 
half life and cross section is that the fissions are probably due to a very 
short lived isotope of element 102 in equilibrium with an electron capturing 
isotope of element 103. So far, they have not been able to identify the 
element chemically because of the short half life involved. He enclosed a 
histogram of the first 18 minutes of counting time of the fission counting 
rate of one of their last bombardments for me to study. I dictated a short 
note to Arnold, thanking him for this letter and asking him if they have had 
an opportunity to try to repeat the Stockholm experiments (on their purported 
discovery of element 102) in the Yale Hilac. 

I also learned that Al Ghiorso talked with Torbjorn Sikkeland, who is in Oslo 
now, regarding the work on element 103 and learned that Sikkeland feels that 
he could return to Berkeley on very short notice after receiving official 
permission from our government (to join in the attempts here to synthesize and 
identify element 103). 

I signed a letter to G. N. Flerov introducing Darrah Thomas, who will be 
participating in the cultural exchange program between the U.S. and the 
U.S.S.R. and asking Flerov to consider allowing Darrah to participate in 
experiments with his group so that he might continue studying nuclear 
reactions while visiting in the Soviet Union. 

When I returned to my Chancellor•s Office, I continued on the project of 
unburying my desk. Among other things, I signed a letter to all new students 
welcoming them to the University and informing them that we are participating 
in a study, along with several other colleges and universities, of this year•s 
freshman class. The study will include research into such things as the 
backgrounds, attitudes, interests and intentions of this year•s entering class 
and will follow them throughout their college career. I note that material 
gathered for this study will be considered confidential and will be used only 
to describe the larger picture of the characteristics of students in various 
fields of study, on the campus as a whole, and in relation to other campuses 
in an attempt to reach a better understanding of the problems now facing 
American colleges and universities. This should be a pretty interesting study. 

I received a copy of the letter from Bob Bacher of Cal Tech to George 
Kistiakowsky making the following recommendations for membership on the 
President•s Science Advisory Committee from both of us: Melvin Calvin, Henry 
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Eyring, Stephen Timoshenko, Charles Townes, J. C. Warner, Saul Winstein and 
adding the following from himself only: Lloyd Berkner, Harvey Brooks, Harold 
Brown, Ivan G. Getting, Leland Haworth, Lawrence Hyland, G. C. Lauritsen, Fred 
c. Lindvall, Franklin A. Long, Clark B. Milliken, Roger Revelle and J. Barkley 
Rosser. 

A confidential memo from Bob Kerley describes the interest of Charles Coughlin 
(a lawyer and entrepreneur who also operates the Golden Gate Fields golf 
course in Albany) in discussing further the University•s possible interest in 
participating in the levelling of Albany Hill with the intention of using it 
for University facilities. Kerley reports that it appears that the cost of 
acquiring this land after the levelling (and assuming that the earth removed 
could be sold to Santa Fe Railroad or the City of Berkeley for their 
waterfront development) could range from $3.5 million to $7 million and 
reminds me that there is quite a history of opposition to this among the 
Albany community. For these reasons, he has told Coughlin that the University 
does not now have an interest in this proposal. I asked Anna Carol to let Bob 
know that I agree with his conclusions in this matter and to thank him for 
telling Coughlin 11 n0 11

• 

On a similar subject, a copy of a memo from Norman Oyer to Louis De Monte, 
regarding the property northeast of the Mira Vista Golf Course known as the 
Tilden Park Estates, informs us that a field trip to that area resulted in the 
information that this property is available through Mason McDuffie Realtors, 
that it is about 2000-2500 acres in size, some of it relatively flat but a 
great deal of it quite steep, that use of it would require quite a substantial 
development of utilities including a sewage treatment plant and that at 
present much of it is accessible only by jeep on fire trails. He offers to 
set up such an expedition if we are interested in pursuing this further. 
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Tuesday, September 1, 1959 

When I arrived at my Chancellor•s Office this morning, I signed a number of 
memoranda. I appointed members of the Advisory Committee for Teacher 
Education as follows: David Blackwell, Lincoln Constance, Bernard Friedman, 
George H. Guttridge, Rheem F. Jarrett, C. w: Jones, Carl L. Nordly, Kenneth S. 
Pitzer, Arturo Torres-Rioseco, and William A. Brownell and James C. Stone 
(ex-officio). 

I also forwarded a memorandum from the offices of the Dean of Students and the 
Business Manager to Vice President Corley concurring in their recommendations 
regarding residence hall rates and suggesting that this be discussed by the 
Chief Campus Officers prior to discussion with the Regents. The memorandum 
discusses in some detail various factors to be considered in setting residence 
hall rates, comparing current rates with those of fraternities and sororities 
at our campus and with rates at both Big Ten schools back east and private 
schools on the West Coast. The recommendation is that current rates ($870 at 
Stern Hall and $760 at other dormitories per academic year) are reasonable in 
comparison to other rates (considering especially that our students are often 
of a different economic background than those of Stanford, for example·), are 
generally competitive with fraternities and sororities, and should not be 
raised before Fall 1960 at the earliest. Part of the reason for the 
recommendation to postpone raising rates until after the Spring Semester is 

'the lesser demand for spaces usual during the spring; however, also 
significant is a consideration of the adverse public reaction caused by the 
delay in opening Residence Hall Unit #2 and the resulting scramble for housing 
for the coming semester. 

I signed an important memorandum to David Armor (President of the ASUC) and 
members of the ASUC Executive Committee formally separating graduate students 
from membership in the ASUC as I had announced last May would be done this 
date. My memo instructs the ASUC Executive Committee: 

"take all appropriate steps to recognize the undergraduate status of 
A.S.U.C. government, to modify the A.S.U.C. Constitution, and establish 
its policy making boards and committees consistent with the authority of 
an undergraduate association." 

I also noted as an aside that the question of whether graduate students will 
choose to establish a campuswide association of their own is still 
underldiscussion and that graduate student fees are hereby reduced to $2.25 
per semester (which is based upon the estimated per capita cost of $1.50 for 
the Daily Californian and $.75 for use of facilities like the Student Union). 

Just before lunch I received a call from Byron Cohen (University of Denver) 
who invited me to attend an institute for high school science teachers there 
on October lOth. I regretted due to a schedule conflict, but tentatively 
accepted for December 12th, suggesting a topic something like "The Meaning of 
Science in Our Lives". 

Beginning at noon in the Chancellor•s Conference Room my cabinet met over 
lunch. Present were Chernin, Hart, Malloy, Sherriffs, Strong and Wilkes. We 
began by discussing the "Guide to the Berkeley Campus", which contains a great 
many errors of both fact and omission as well as a quite embarrassing number 
of qrammatical errors. We decided that a letter should be sent to Clark Kerr 
saying that the guide is unacceptable to the Berkeley campus and pointing out 
not only the errors it contains but also the fact that it was not checked with 
my office prior to publication. 
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We then reviewed a number of memoranda recently issued by the President's 
Office, including: 

1) a memo stating that the proposed sick leave policy for faculty members 
has met with uniform opposition so that no changes in the present regulations 
will be made; 

2) a memo to Chief Campus Officers reminding us that all negotiations 
involving leases of longer than five years or purchase or sale of property are 
the sole responsibility of the Office of the Treasurer; 

3) a memo changing the titles of "Residence Hall Supervis.or" and "Housing 
Supervisor" to "Business Manager of Residence Ha 11 s" and "Supervisor of 
Housing Services", respectively, and transferring responsibility for 
recruiting and training residence hall personnel and for organizing social 
programs, etc. from the Supervisor of Housing Services to the Dean of Students; 

4) a memo pointing out that hazing is a misdemeanor in California (which 
Arleigh Williams is circulating to student groups); 

5) a memo requesting that application for student loans carry a note 
concerning information about race, nationality, or religion in cases where a 
loan fund indicates a preference for students of specified national or racial 
origin; 

6) a memo requesting each ceo to provide him with a statement covering 
all special facilities and services that are provided for physically 
handicapped students and a statement of what needs to be done in the future 
(which Arleigh Williams is also working on); 

7) a memo authorizing deferment of payment of $50 of non-resident fee for 
30 days because of the increase in the fee and amending his directive on 
Student Loan Funds ~o that the figure $350 replaces $300 thus permitting a 
loan up to $350 in amount. 

We discussed improving our public relations efforts and agreed that Dan Wilkes 
will draft a letter to members of the faculty and stories for the University 
Bulletin, the Berkeley Gazette, and the Oakland Tribune requesting assistance 
in finding housing for students since the opening of the residence halls has 
been delayed. 

We also decided to work on stories for the Daily Californian on my 
chance ll orsh i p, the members of my cabinet and the gener·a 1 goa 1 s of this 
administration and to host a swim party for the Daily Cal staff at our home in 
Lafayette. 

I announced that Douglas Young has been hired to replace Russell Millar to 
work on writing assignments and will begin work on September 21st, suggesting 
that assisting Dan in this project might be one of his first assignments. 

I reported that Bill Young of UCLA will send us a report of his committee on 
athletics and that the alumni attending the special meeting on August 7th were 
overwhelmingly in support of the recommendation that the Chancellor take over 
control of athletics. Alex Sherriffs will work out a plan of action. 
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Alex also announced that Henry Kaiser, Jr. has agreed to serve on the Board of 
Directors of International House. I asked Alex to re-read all of the 
materials on !-House to make sure that we are doing all that we are supposed 
to do and to ascertain if other members are to be appointed to the Board. 

At 2:30 p.m. I met with Milton Plesset (CalTech) who said that he has seen a 
copy of President Kerr•s memorandum of July 2, 1959 regarding the Recruitment 
of Academic Staff from California Institutions. He said that there is a 
rather yiolent objection at CalTech to Item 4 (placing limitations on the 
salaries we can offer when recruiting new faculty) and that they are going to 
make an official protest to Kerr through their chapter of the American 
Association of University Professors and that they are considering involving 
the Stanford Chapter and also the Berkeley and UCLA chapters. I asked him to 
forego contacting the Berkeley and UCLA chapters because this would not 
advance his cause and might probably distract our energies to that problem 
rather than to looking into their problem and he seemed to agree to leave out 
the Berkeley and UCLA chapters. However, it is pretty clear that a protest 
will come to Kerr from the CalTech Chapter of the AAUP and possibly from other 
California private school chapters. He said that university people have 
always looked up to the University of California as a leader and as providing 
the chance for advancement, and this directive has been a great disappointment 
to them •. He has also contacted someone at UCLA along the same lines. 

At 2:45 p.m. I met wit~ Aaron Gordon, who told me that as much as they dislike 
the deal made with Art Ross, they are going to go along with the space in 
Horton Hall temporarily, providing that when Placement moves from the South 
Hall Annex, they will get the first chance at South Hall. He asked me to 
write a letter confirming this understanding and to provide Registrar Gilliam 
with a copy of it. 

Frank Kidner came in by appointment at 3:15 p.m. and told me that he will go 
to Jakarta (via Europe) in about two weeks, as planned, to investigate 
expansion of an Executive Development Program (like Harvard•s) to be in effect 
until June 1962. He told me that his academic duties will be handled by Leon 
Meirs (who is on leave from San Francisco State). 

We also talked at some length about athletic matters (for which part of the 
meeting Alex Sherriffs joined us). I told him about the UCLA protest 
regarding Pierovich and he said that there are really a host of eligibility 
problems which should go to the IAAC. I expressed the hope that we will be 
able to settle the question of control of athletics in principle by the end of 
September and work on selecting the directors of athletics by the end of 
October or the end of the year, at the latest. 

We also discussed matters related to the new Athletic Association of Western 
Universities, which will hold its next meeting around Rose Bowl time. 
Football coaches will be included at that meeting and basketball coaches at 
the following meeting sometime in May. Agenda items are to be submitted at 
least 30 days in advance of the meeting. 

The aid program will be discussed at the December-January meeting. Kidner 
says that all of the athletic directors and coaches are opposed to the aid 
program, particularly objecting to the work feature. Norman Topping supports 
the aid program. However, Frank thinks that one of the biggest problems at 
that meeting will be the question of routine exchange of information. Some 
people claim that this is building up a rule book (which became a bugaboo in 
the old Pacific Coast Conference). Tom Hamilton (the new Executive Officer of 
the AAWU- with temporary headquarters in the Stewart Hotel in San Francisco) 
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will have a proposal for dealing with this problem worked out well in advance 
of the meeting. The other remaining problem is working out next year•s 
football schedule since we have only an interim soJution worked out for this 
fall. He told me that we will present a list of eligible football players at 
the meeting, which other schools can protest if they wish. 

Beginning at 4 p.m. Ed Strong and I met for a genera~ discussion, updating 
each other, prior to the start of the new semester. 

Ed stayed on to join in my 4:30 p.m. meeting with Everett Howe (Director of 
the Sea Water Conversion Laboratory) to discuss further with him the 
criticisms of the project and of his administration of it made by Lev 
Akobjanoff. He handed me a very long (five very closely-written pages) 
description of his view of the development of the project and reviewed his 
view of the work and conduct of Akobjanoff over the periods of his connection 
with the project. 

We talked about the reconstitution of the Statewide Advisory Committee on 
Water Conversion and the report from this reconstituted committee on the sea 
water conversion project. 

We also talked about the possibility of appointing a Berkeley committee to 
examine and report on the local situation. Howe submitted the following names 
for consideration for these committees: Charles R. Wilke (Chairman of the 
Chemical Engineering Department), Earl R. Parker (Director of the Institute 
for Engineering Research), John A. Putnam (Professor of Petroleum Engineering 
in the Division of Mineral Technology and Assistant Dean of the College of 
Engineering), Alan D. K. Laird (Associate Professor of Mechanical 
Engineering), Ralph A. Seban (Professor of Mechanical Engineering and Vice 
Chairman of Heat-Power Systems) and Harold A. Johnson (Professor of Mechanical 
Engineering). He suggested part1cularly that Putnam and Laird would be good 
choices for the local committee since they are familiar with Akobjanoff•s work 
and that Seban and Johnson are suggested as experts in heat transfer. 

Before leaving for the day, I read a bit more correspondence. George 
Kistiakowsky wrote me regarding my PSAC Panel on Basic Reseach and Graduate 
Education and offered some interesting insight into the workings of PSAC and 
relations with other agencies, like NSF and DOD (copy of letter attached). 

A very interesting letter from Robert G. Sproul, Jr. described his feelings at 
a meeting of the directors of the Big C Society at which Greg Engelhard and 
Bud Hastings explained the University•s new athletic policy and promoted the 
idea of the Big C Society raising a large amount of money for a subsistence 
fund for athletes. As Sproul puts ·it in his letter, 

"The bulk of this fund would pay athletically inclined youth for the time 
they would not be able to earn money during their college careers because 
they were busily engaged in playing catch. This policy sounds to me like 
an unbelievable one for the University of California at Berkeley, with its 
Nobel Prize winners, Guggenheim Fellows, scores of distinguished 
professors, hundreds of adequate professors, and its national ranking 
somewhere in the vicinity of Harvard." 

He goes on to say that despite the fact that those present voted 
overwhelmingly in favor of this new policy, he is 
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THE PRESIDENT'S SCIENCE ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
EXECUTIVE OFFICE BUILDINQ 

WASHINQTON 211, D. C. 
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Dear Glenn: 
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Delighted to l.earn from your letter of August ZO that you are J { 

willing to be the chairman of the new panel on graduate school I D 
problems in science. We might have a chance to discuss the matter 
more fully during the September PSAC meeting. In the meantime, 
I might mention for your information that at one of our meetings 
Dr. Waterman, while emphasizing that he welcomed the panel, noted 
that this was an area which is assigned to NSF and in which NSF has 
done a lot of study and has prepared reports. Moreover, the NSF 
Board is very much concerned with the problem. ·I assured Waterman 
that our panel would certainly start by studying NSF findings and 
recommendations in the area and also would brief the Board on its 
own findings and, insofar as possible, try to find a common point of 
view which would only strengthen the conclusions when they are 
presented to the President. This, 1 might add, is very much the 
procedure we have used consistently in the past when we dealt with 
matters within the jurisdiction of the Defertse Department. We always 
informed the Secretary or his designate of our findings prior to · 
presenting them to the White House. 

With best regards. 

Dr. Glenn T. Seaberg 
Chancellor 
The University of California 
Berkeley 4, California 

~incerely, 

Gq:Jow"y 



11 fully convinced (a) that the policy was wrong, both in principle and 
degree; and {b) that the vast majority of the alumni of the University 
would disapprove of it if they had a decent chance to voice an opinion ... 

In support of his position, he recalls, 

11 a young Berkeley High School senior, who I met a while back when 
recruiting raw meat for Pappy Waldorf's grinder. Al was big {210 lbs), 
could allegedly run the hundred in 9.3 and had a straight D average in 
shop. After spending four or five nights explaining the glories of the 
University of California to Al and his parents, I asked if there were any 
questions. Al replied: 'Yes, Mr. Sproul, there is one- what are the 
gratuities?' 

The football player ended up elsewhere, but Sproul suggests that he might have 
gotten to California under the new policy- 11 with that generous subsistence 
allowance he could have hired Wendell Stanley as his tutor ... He also added a 
vote of confidence for Greg Engelhard, saying 

11 He is the one person who adds an element of dignity and respectability 
to the entire sordid program and, without him, in my opinion, you are 
lost ... 

Wednesday, September 2, 1959 

I began my morning at 8:30 a.m. at the Claremont Hotel by g1v1ng a short 
speech welcoming those attending the Cryogenic Engineering Conference for the 
next three days. 

I then went to the Radiation Laboratory to attend the Associate Directors 
meeting, which began there at 9 a.m. We discussed the information which 
Reynolds recently received from the AEC, that it has funds to disburse to one 
of the following projects: 1) construction of a top floor for Donner 
Laboratory, 2) construction of an animal colony house, 3) improvements to John 
Lawrence's space. Sandy Elberg had jotted me a hasty hand-written note 
summarizing his feelings about the value of these projects. He points out 
that although the AEC wants some assurance that the University would return 
the top floor space to it when and if a new facility for Donner is built, such 
an agreement could cause the University real problems because our space 
shortages do not allow us to reserve space from general campus use. We 
decided to go ahead with discussions with the AEC about.using the available 
funds for this construction and try to re-negotiate the 11 reservation 11 

stipulation. 

I also spoke with Ed McMillan, Harold Fidler and Wally Reynolds about Lionel 
Viales• assignment to the development of the E.O.L. Hall of Science. I told 
them that Viales will need to spend more time on this project, probably nearly 
full-time for about a year, beginning immediately. I mentioned that, in my 
opinion, he has been letting things slip and they said they would try to 
arrange it. 

While up on the Hill, I stopped by Iz Perlman's office to sign a couple of 
letters that had been prepared for my signature there. I wrote to Robert H. 
Clark, Jr. (United States Junior Chamber of Commerce) to say that I doubt very 
muc_h that I wi 11 be able to attend their Congress in Hartford January 15-16, 
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1960 and to remind him that I am nominating John Rasmussen (as I did last 
year, too) as one of the "Nation •s Ten Outstanding Young Men of 1959". 

J also wrote to Victor Spitsyn of the Institute ot Physical Chemistry in 
Moscow, thanking him for some reprints he sent me and expressing the hope that 
I will be able to visit him in Moscow soon. 

I also wrote to Torbjorn Sikkeland to let him know .that we are making good 
progress in our efforts to obtain a preference status for his immigrant visa 
and that Doral Buchholz is hand-delivering the necessary papers (which I 
signed this morning) to the San Francisco INS office this afternoon. 

At noon I had lunch with Scott Newhall (San Francisco Chronicle). The purpose 
of our luncheon was to discuss the tremendous potent1al of educational 
television and some of the experiments that are being conducted on its use. 
However, we also talked about athletic matters, academic matters, campus 
development, etc. 

I then dropped by my Chancellor •s Office for a few minutes to read some 
correspondence and sign some letters there. I signed a memo to Clark Kerr, 
formally informing him of Thomas Pigford's appointment as Chairman of the 
Nuclear Engineering Department and forwarding the complete (except for 
Pigford) 1 ist of departmental chairmen for the coming academic year (attached). 

I also signed a memo to Official Publications Manager Berenson, expressing my 
surprise that the Guide to the Berkeley Campus prepared (and publishea!) by 
his office came to me only after 1ts publication, and distress that I find it 
to "1 ack some desirable information, to be frequently unclear, and in general, 
to be beneath the dignity that it should possess as an introduction to a great 
University." I gave several examples of these objections about content ana 
wording; among them, were lack of any mention of the administrative structure 
of the campus (no mention that there is a chancellor, for example), reference 
to the University Press publishing "scholarly and scientific works .. (as though 
scientific works were not scholarly!), use of poor grammar (such as "one of 
the most unique"), etc. I mentioned that Jim Hart found 101 errors in the 
text and forwarded the copy· he had marked up for Berenson's reference. 
However, I also requested that this guide be taken out of circulation 
immediately and that the text be entirely rewritten to make the tone more 
sophisticated and more dignified. 

I okayed a statement to deans and departmental chairmen draftee by bill 
Shepard bringing attention to the fact that the Berkeley campus has set up a 
service to aid physically handicapped students·enrollea here and has assignea 
a graduate student in Social Welfare to assist those students in every way 
poss ib 1 e. 

To A. N. Nesmeyanov (Soviet Academy of Sciences) I wrote suggesting that we 
begin to investigate the possibility of establishing an exchange program of 
postdoctoral research associates and informing him that James Hart, Melvin 
Calvin and Charles Jelavich (as my representatives) will be visiting ~1oscow on 
October 2nd and 3rd ana hope to explore this suggestion further with him at 
that time. 

At a little after 2:30 p.m. I took off the rest of the afternoon to play a 
game of golf with Dan Wilkes at the Contra Costa Country Club. Dan is quite a 
good golfer and, as usual, played a better game than I did, with a score ot 
83, compared to my respectqble 95. 
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DEPARHfNTAL CHAIRMEN "1959-60 

Department: 

Air Science 

Anatomy and Physiology 

Anthropology 

Architecture 

Art 

Astronomy 

Bacteriology 

Biochemistry 

Botany 

Business Administration 

Chemical Engineering 

Chemistry 

City and Regional Planning 

Classics 

Criminology 

Decorative Art 

Dramatic Art 

Economics 

Education 

Engineering units: 

Civil Engineering 
Hydraulic and Sanitary 

Engineering 
Structural Engineering &. 

Structural Mechanics 
Transportation Engineering 

Chairman: 

S. C. Gurney 

C. w. Asling & 
S. F. Cook, Acting 
Co-Chairmen 

G. M. Foster 

W. W. Wurster 

w. w. Horn 

E. A. Adelberg 

E. E. Sne 11 

A. S. Foster 

E. T. Grether 

C. R. Wilke 

R. E. Connick 
R. J. Myers, Acting 
7/1- 9/11/59 

F. Violich 

M. S. Emeneau 

0. W. Wilson 

L. Nelson 

F. 0. Harris 

R. A •. Gordon 

W. A • Browne 11 

H. D. Eberhart 

P. H. McGaughey 

E. P. Popov 
W. N. Kennedy 

Vice Chairman: 

J. H. Rowe 

W. G. Rabinowitz 

A. H. r~acCormick 

H. Rosovsky 

F. T. Tyler 

as of 9/2/59 



Electrical Engineering 

Industrial Engineering 

Mechanical Engineering 
Aeronautical Sciences 
Heat Power Systems 
Mechanics and Design 

Mineral Technology 

Naval Architecture 

Nuclear Engineering 

English 

French 

Geography 

Geology 

German 

History 

Italian 

Journalism 

Law 

Librarianship 

Linguisticss 

Mathematics 

Military Science and Tactics 

Music 

Naval Science 

Near Eastern Languages 

Optometry 

Oriental Languages 

Paleontology 

J. R. Whinnery 
7/1- 12/30/59 

E. P. DeGarmo R. W. Shephard 

C. F. Garland 
S. A. Schaaf 
R. A. Seban 
J. L. Meri am 

J. A. Pask J. E. Darn 

H. A. Schade 

H. N. Smith J. H. Raleigh 

R. N. Walpole 

J. B. Leighly 

c. M. Gilbert 

C. G. Loomis 

K. M. Stampp, Acting N. V. RiasanovsKy 

A. Ferruolo 

c. M. Hulten 

w. L. Prosser 

J. P. Danton L. C. Merritt 

M. R. Haas 

J. L. Ke 11 ey H. He 1 son 
711- 12/30/59 

J. T. Malloy 

D. D.Boyden 

w. c. Meyer 

M. s. Beeler, Acting 

K. B. Stoddard 

E. H. Schafer 

as of 9/2/59 



Philosophy 

Physical Education 

Physics 

Political Science 

Psychology 

Scandinavian 

Slavic Languages & Literature 

Social Welfare 

Sociology and Social Institutions 

Spanish and Portugese 

Speech 

Statistics 

Virology 

Zoology 

W. R. Dennes 

C. L. Nordly 

A. C. He 1 mho 1 z 

C. Aikin 

L. J. Postman 

H. Hamre 

F. J. Whitfield 

M. Chernin 

R. Bendix 

A. Torres-Rioseco 

w. W. Borah, Acting 

D. B 1 ackwe 11 

w. M. Stanley 

M. Harris 

A. S. Espenschade 
(Division of Women) 

H. E. White 

N. Jacobson 
7/1-12/30/59 

M. R. Rosenzweig 

P. Selznick 

H • K • Sc hac hma n 

R. I. Smith 

as of 9/2/59 



In the evening I worked in my study reading some of the papers I brought home 
with me from the Chancellor's Office this afternoon. A note from Jim Hart 
informs me that the May O'Donnell Dance Group has inquired about the 
possibility of obtaining an appointment on the Berkeley campus similar to that 
held by the Griller Quartet, which would be supported in part by a grant from 
the Ford Foundation. There is some support for this proposal in the 
Department of Physical Education. Hart has asked for a written statement 
describing what they wish to do and wrote only to keep me informed of this 
suggestion. 

A long memo from Ed Strong summarizes the history of Ed Teller's efforts to 
obtain approval for students working at Livermore to earn credit toward an 
undergraduate degree for their work there. At present work at Livermore is 
only eligible for academic credit towards a Master's Degree, but Teller would 
like to see it granted the same value as University Extension courses. Dean 
Lincoln Constance of L&S has been actively resisting the approval of Livermore 
work and the Executive Committee of the College has not taken any action. 
Strong feels that Teller has good reason to be impatient with the delay in 
reaching a definitive decision on this and suggests that I arrange a meeting 
between Teller and Deans Stewart and Constance, members of the Letters and 
Science Executive Committee and the chairman of the College's Committee on 
Courses to try to work this out. I jotted a note to Ed Strong that I think I 
will wait for Teller to make his next move on this and wait to arrange a 
meeting until that time. 

Thursday, September 3, 1959 

This morning I stayed at home a little bit later than usual, it making no 
sense to drive into Berkeley before my 10 a.m. speech at the Lafayette School 
District's teacher orientation. I spoke extemporaneously on the general 
subject of the need for science education in the nuclear age, which seemed to 
interest the teachers very much, judging by their enthusiastic response to my 
remarks. 

I then drove to my Chancellor's Office, where I had time to accomplish a few 
things before my luncheon appointment. I signed a memo to Clark Kerr sending 
him a copy of yesterday's letter to Nesmeyanov and supporting my decision to 
deal with Nesmeyanov directly by describing my previous correspondence with 
him and the general exploratory nature of the inquiries into possible exchange 
pro"grams. I also sent copies of this letter to D.etlev Bronk (National Academy 
of Sciences), David C. Munford (Chairman of the Inter-University Committee on 
Travel Grants), and WilliamS. B. Lacy (Special Assistant to the Secretary of 
State), inviting each of them to share comments about the proposal with me 
before the delegation leaves for Moscow. 

I had lunch today at Fernwald Hall as part of a plan to visit the dormitories 
and get better acquainted with the students through such casual meetings. 

Shortly after I returned from lunch, I received a call from Harry Wellman, who 
told me that for 1960-61 we have allotted $481,000 for land acquisition. 
Since Kerr has instructed us to give high priority to the purchase of the Anna 
Head School (which is ready to sell now), Wellman suggested that we might use 
part of the 1960-61 allocation for a down payment (of $50,000-$100,000) on 
that property and arrange to pay the balance over a period of three additional 
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years. He pointed out that if we do this, it would mean a revision upward of 
the five year program when we come in with it next year. 

At about 2 p.m. Richard Tuck (Governor Brown's assistant) called to say that 
he is unsure whether or not the Governor will be able to address our first 
University Meeting on September 24th. Brown may have to dedicate a dam; 
however, it is still barely po~sible that something might be worked out for 11 
a.m. on that date. 

Greg Engelhard kept his 2 p.m. appointment with me to discuss a number of 
athletic matters. We talked a bit about the George ~ierovich case; Greg has 
talked with both Pierovich and Herm Weiner and will send me a complete written 
account of these conversations soon. 

He also mentioned the difficulty that he anticipates in getting the ASUC 
Executive Committee to okay the subsistence grants-in-aid; I could only tell 
him to do the best he can. He also raised the question of the financial 
administration of the subsistence grants-in-aid, administration of visits of 
athletes to the campus and organization of tutoring programs, which the IAAC 
has put under University control, but which we are not ready to take over 
immediately this fall. 

I picked up the phone and called Clark Kerr to see what he thinks of letting 
the ASUC handle these matters for a little while longer. He suggested that I 
write him with Vern Knudsen's concurrence and ask that the ASUC handle this on 
an interim basis. Since Greg seemed satisfied with this solution, we said 
goodbye and I stayed on the phone to talk with Kerr about a couple of other 
matters. 

We discussed the general plan of the Saturday luncheons for visiting 
presidents (coming with their football teams) and he made the point that the 
chancellor should be the host and that the president should attend by 
invitation. He suggested that Helen and Kay talk over this general problem. 

I then pointed out the fact that the Alumni House is not available for the 
Faculty Orientation meeting on Monday, September 21st, and he agreed that the 
Strawberry Canyon Recreational Area would be a suitable place for this meeting. 

I also pointed out the conflict in engagements for Saturday, September 26th, 
since he has written to Virgil Hancher (President of the University of Iowa) 
inviting him to a President-Chancellor luncheon at University House preceding 
the California-Iowa football game and we have both accepted engagements at 
International House. He said that the Hancher letter must have been a 
mechanical error and so we agreed that if Hancher accepts, we will probably 
have to do something else with him, such as bring him with us to the 
International House luncheon. 

When I hung up the phone, Anna Carol told me that Richard Tuck called back to 
say that Governor Brown cannot make the University Meeting·on September 24th 
because of a Bar Association meeting. He suggested that we. might try to find 
another date. 

At 3 p.m. Mohammed El Fasi, accompanied by Mr. Phillips of the Visitors Bureau 
and an interpreter, came in to pay a social visit. El Fasi invited me to 
visit Morocco where, he said, I would be well-received. 
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Ed Strong sat in on a meeting with Bill Wurster, which began at 3:30 p.m. 
Wurster reviewed the qualifications of members of the Department of 
Architecture for appointment as Chairman. He thinks it is desirable that we 
appoint someone for the first term of service who is nationally known in the 
profession and expressed the opinion that there are two outstanding candidates 
who also have the requisite administrative ability: Vernon De Mars and Joseph 
Esherick. · Wurster will obtain the preferences of the tenured staff by mail 
(secret ballot) and then confer with us about the selection of the chairman. 

We then went on to talk about the replacement of Leland Vaughan as Chairman of 
the Department of Landscape Architecture. It was agreed that none of the 
present members of the department is suitably qualified to provide the strong 
leadership needed by the department. Since Vaughan wants to be replaced as 
Chairman one year hence, we decided to initiate efforts to secure a 
replacement from the outside immediately. 

I mentioned the desire of President Kerr that the Department of City and 
Regional Planning be strengthened, particularly with respect to community 
service and participation in the work of planning commissions. Strong is to 
meet with Catherine Bauer (notifying Frank Violich of this meeting) to talk 
over ways and means of increasing the effectiveness of the University in 
contributing to physical planning. 

Our meeting concluded with a general discussion of the duties of the Dean and 
of the departmental chairmen in the new College of Environmental Design. It 
was agreed that as soon as the Chairman of the Architecture Department is 
selected, Wurster and the three departmental chairmen will meet with the 
Chairman of the Budget Committee, Ed Strong and me to review in more detail 
the respective duties and responsibilities of the chairmen and the dean. In 
the meantime, Wurster will carry on as chairman. His concern to ease the new 
chairman into the job by continuing to handle part of the departmental 
business after his appointment is appreciated, but it was pointed out that the 
most appropriate arrangement is one in which the chairman consults with the 
dean and not one in which the dean directly conducts any part of the 
department•s business. 

The Committee on Campus Planning met in.the Chancellor•s Conference Room at 4 
p.m. Regent Donald McLaugRlin {Chairman), Dean Wurster and I were the members 
present; also present were Jim Hart, Ed Strong, Louis De Monte, Norman Dyer 
and A. R. Wagner and we were joined at different points in the meeting by 
Lawrence Livingston, Jr., Aleck Wilson, Paul Wilson and Alton Wilson. 

The first two items on the agenda concerned the planning for the Berkeley 
waterfront area. We had invited Lawrence Livingston (a principal of the 
planning consulting firm of Livingston and Blayney) to join us and explain to 
us some of the results of the preliminary study he has conducted for the City 
of Berkeley. Livingston informed us that within the next several months it is 
likely that the City will request a statement from the University of its 
interest in the waterfront lands. He said that he understands {from 
conversations with DeMonte and Wagner, primarily) that at the present time we 
are contemplating the possibility of using about 150 acres for research 
purposes, 150 acres for athletic/recreational uses (including the possibility 
of a stadium, an enclosed sports pavilion and intramural/intercollegiate 
fields and courts), and about 60 acres for married student housing. I threw 
out the additional possibility of using some land in the waterfront area for a 
medical center. In response to questions from Dean Wurster on total 
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reclaimable area~ time scale~ and costs of reclamation~ Livingston told us 
that of about nine square miles of off-shore area in Berkeley a maximum area 
of about 2~000 acres is reclaimable by various fill methods; from two to ten 
years would be required for settlement of fill before use (the time span 
depends upon the distance from the shore and the physical weight of the 
improvements); and costs per acre would vary from about $10~000 to about 
$33~000 for reclamation (depending on such factors as subaqueous foundation 
conditions~ depth of water and distance from shore). 

We then reviewed the preliminary plans and elevation studies for Barrows Hall 
with the architects~ Aleck and Paul Wilson. We recommended approval of the 
preliminary plans. 

We also recommended the appointment of executive architects as follows: for 
Hearst Memorial Mining Building alterations, Michael Goodman; for Mulford Hall 
alterations for Genetics, Ratliff & Ratliff; and for the Lawrence Radiation 
Laboratory Health Physics Building~ Gerald M. McCue & Associates. 

We discussed the sites for a number of buildings at the Radiation Laboratory 
and on campus~ including the location of the Undergraduate Library. After 
careful consideration, we decided to reaffirm our earlier recommendation that 
the library be located in the general area of the east end of the Life 
Sciences Building. We recommend substantial use of underground space as a 
means of avoiding excessive intrusion into the fine open space west of 
California Hall and the consideration of using the space now occupied by the 
Life Sciences Building auditoriums~ but only if no delay in the construction 
of the building would be entailed. 

At 7 p.m. Dave Armor (the new ASUC President) and I met at Larry Blake•s 
Restaurant on Telegraph Avenue for dinner. He wanted to discuss athletics 
with me and we confined most of our discussion to that subject. He pointed 
out that the Executive Committee discussion at the retreat on September 12th 
and 13th (which Alex Sherriffs will attend) will include this as one of the 
subjects and he wanted to know if there is any documentation or background 
material that he could have. I told him about the IAAC report and mentioned 
the articles of the AAWU but said that there is no other written documentation. 

He was particularly interested in the problem of administrative control of 
athletics and I told him that the decision of how this would go had not been 
made but that it looks like it will be 1) status quo or 2) complete control by 
the Chancellor or 3) something intermediate. I told him he can feel free to 
quote me on this at the meeting. Under #3 there exists the definite 
possibility of spelling out the two areas of responsibility, those of the ASUC 
and those of the Chancellor. Then we discussed the arguments, pro and con, 
for the Chancellor taking over, the present coaches• insecurity, the matter of 
the coaches• status, the question of removing any sham in the present set-up, 
the long tradition of student control~ etc. I told him that the decision has 
not yet been made, but that if the students came out rather strongly for the 
Chancellor•s control, then there is no doubt that it would go that way. He 
said that he favors, although rather reluctantly, the Chancellor•s taking 
control. He also said that he favors intramural programs rather than 
intercollegiate athletics in such fields as football and I disagreed with him 
on that. 

We also discussed the critical situation that has developed due to the failure 
to complete Residence Hall Unit #2. Armor has been thinking about this and 
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has discussed helping some way in cooperation with the University with Arleigh 
Williams. This may cost some money but he thinks it would be indirect costs 
through the use in a cooperative way of University personnel. I said that 
this would be okay with me if Sherriffs, Shepard and Williams agree. I told 
him about my upcoming statements on this subject to the newspapers, University 
Bulletin, deans, etc. and he seemed very pleased by that. The whole 
d1scussion was very friendly. 

Friday, September 4, 1959 

When I arrived at my Chancellor•s Office this morning, I had about an hour 
free to dictate some responses to correspondence before my scheduled 
appointments for the day began. I answered the August 31st letter from my 
cousin, Clark Johnson, who wrote to request an appointment for his friend John 
Sweat and his son, who has had some difficulties getting into the classes in 
Chemical Engineering at Berkeley,which he wishes to take, by saying that I 
would be pleased to see him, although I doubt that I will be able to do 
anything to change the situation since authority for these decisions rests 
with the responsible professor. 

I also dictated an answer to Bob Sproul•s interesting letter about athletics. 
On the whole, I defended the concept of the subsistence grants-in-aid and 
indeed suggested that some schools (such as Stanford and some Pacific 
Northwest schools) have gone a great deal further with this and established a 
complete 11free ride 11 for athletes. I summarized my own philosophy, 

11 Actually I think that my philosophy for our athletic program is not much 
different from your father•s, with his advocacy of as strong an , 
intercollegiate athletic program as is consistent with the maintenance of 
qood academic records and rules compliance ... 

I apologized for not including him on the invitation list for the meeting of 
alumni to discuss athletics held on August 7th, remarking that he obviously 
would have been able to make some important contributions to that discussion. 
I also remarked that I was interested to learn of his high opi~ion of Greg 
Engelhard and that I have held the same opinion. ·I admitted that sorne 
evidence on the other side has been presented to me (by people whose opinions 
I respect) and that this 11 presents one of those problems which an 
administrator can only wish would vanish ••• 11 

At 10:30 a.m. I attended a meeting in 411 Hesse Hall for the purpose of 
briefino Assemblyman Jack Beaver about the possibilities of using atomic 
enerqy to solve some of California•s water problems. Also present at tnis 
interesting meeting were Harmer E. Davis (a member of the University•s 
Coordinating Board of the Water Resources Center, also acting as host in the 
absence of Acting Dean Clyne Garland), Howard D. Eberhart (Chairman of the 
Department of Civil Engineering), Lawrence M. Grossman (Department of Nuclear 
Engineerino), Thomas H. Hazlett (Assistant Director of the Institute for 
Engineering Research), Everett D. Howe (Director of the Sea Water Conversion 
Laboratory), Leroy Bromley (Chemistry Department), Vice President Stan 
McCaffrey, Vice Chancellor Ed Strong and Dan Wilkes. Among other topics, the 
group reviewed ground water hydrology, water resources archives, the economic 
value of water, the subaqueous disposal of waste waters, waste water 
reclamation, ground water tracers, nuclear reactor studies for California 
water resources development and various projects on sea water research. 
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Harmer Davis told me that there are certain relations between his Institute of 
Transportation and the legislature about which he wondered whether I would 
like to be briefed. I told him to send me a memo ending with the suggestion 
that if there are further matters that he would 1 ike to corrmunicate with me, 
he would be available for an appointment. 

I had lunch today at Bowles Hall, as part of my program of visiting our 
residence halls for casual visits with students. After lunch, at about 1 
p.m., I met with Pete Elliott there. I told Elliott that Coach Barnes of UCLA 
has launched a protest through Athletic Director Johns concerning recruiting 
George Pierovich (the football player). Elliott was surprised since, as he 
had indicated to me in our conference of August 21st, he felt that Barnes had 
assured him that he understood .the situation and no protest would be made; he 
feels that Johns has probably insisted that a protest be made. I then asked 
Elliott to introduce me to Pierovich, whom he went to find, and then the three 
of us continued our conversation. I told Pierovich that although there was no 
question about the legality of his decision to come to Berkeley, there was 
some question about Herm Weiner's role in it, and I would like to hear his 
account of what made him decide on Berkeley. 

He said that Weiner had nothing to do with his decision which was made near 
the end of the summer and that apart from one dinner meeting late in the 
summer he had not seen Weiner since the first of the year or December of last 
year. He visited Berkeley on his own initiative earlier in the summer because 
he thought he wanted to enter Berkeley, but became discouraged when he seems 
to have been told that he would have to repeat English lA and do something 
additional about a foreign language requirement. This visit came to the 
attention of Coach Bill Taylor and this, plus a phone call from George Porter 
(Pierovich's high school coach) caused Taylor to call Pierovich in Los Angeles 
to ask whether it was true that he wanted to come to Berkeley. Pierovich told 
Taylor that it was true but that he was worried about this complication of 
having to repeat English lA (which apparently would not be necessary at 
UCLA). Taylor said that he would look into it and when he learned that it 
was not necessary for Pierovich to repeat the course at Berkeley, he reported 
this to Pierovich, who forthwith decided to come to Berkeley. It was at this 
point that Taylor called Weiner. Weiner and Taylor (apparently realizing that 
Weiner should not be directly involved in this recruitment) decided to ask an 
alumnus named Wesson to take Pierovich to the airport. However, Weiner did 
take Pierovich to dinner and then to the Alhambra basketball game at which 
Weiner's team played. Pierovich said that he paid for his own airplane ticket 
to Berkeley and that Wesson took him to the airport and he reiterated that 
Weiner had nothing to do with his recent, final decision (or change of 
decis.ion) to come to Berkeley. Weiner had seen him on several occasions last 
fall (presumably for recruiting purposes) and was presumably the only Berkeley 
alumnus he knew, but Pierovich, sometime last spring or winter, had previously 
decided to go ·to UCLA. 

At about 1:15 p.m. I bumped into Melvin Calvin in the Gilman Hall (Chemistry 
Building) office. I told him that I am going to see Mr. Olin and possibly 
others to try to get 50% support for his building and asked him if he would 
aqree to naminq the building after the donor, which he said he certainly 
would. I then suggested that he recast in tentative form his proposal to the 
NSF as suggested in Walter R. Kirner's letter to Jim Corley of June 2, 1959, 
namely, in the form where non-federal funds to the extent of 50% would be 
furnished. 
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A short time later I met Ken Pitzer and asked him to draft a letter for my 
signature regarding the possibility of the armed forces financing the 
construction of his Inorganic Materials Laboratory 

At 2 p.m. I met with Milt Chernin in my Chancellor's Office to discuss his 
plans. 

At 4:30 p.m. Greg Engelhard called and I learned a bit more about the 
Pierovich case from him. He told me that Bill Taylor, after learning from 
George Porter (Pierovich's high school coach) that Pierovich wanted to come to 
Berkeley, phoned Weiner in order to get Pierovich's phone number and that 
Weiner, upon learning from this and from a return call to Taylor of 
Pierovich's decision to attend Berkeley, took him to dinner and the Alhambra 
basketball game. 

I signed a letter drafted by Kitty Malloy to Ed Pauley responding to his 
cablegram concerning the application for readmission from James Robert Carney, 
Jr., which he asked me to investigate. I told Ed quite .frankly that this 
application will be considered at the Conference of Deans on September 15th 
and that the outcome "does not look very promising but please be assured that 
full and careful consideration is being given to this case." 

I also signed a letter to Meredith Morgan, Jr. asking him to serve as Acting 
Chairman of the Department of Optometry while Dean Stoddard is away and 
informing him that the first meeting of the Chancellor's Advisory 
Administrative Council will be held on September 23rd. 

When I returned home this evening, I was pleased to learn from Helen that her 
obstetrician, Dr. Dohner, (whom she saw this morning at Kaiser, Walnut Creek) 
feels that her pregnancy is progressing normally. 

After dinner I worked in my study for a while. Among other things, I read 
Harry Wellman's memo about the 1960-65 Major Capital Improvement Program, 
which goes into considerable detail describing changes in the earlier Program 
draft of May 27, 1959. These include adding $10 million for the construction 
of the Ernest 0. Lawrence Memorial Hall, re-introducing at my request funds 
($364,000) for air conditioning in Chemistry Unit #1, deleting funds ($3 
million) for married student housing in the Gil~ Tract because this project is 
expected to be funded by Federal loan, deleting funds for a number of parking 
structures expected to be funded under the Federal Loan Program, and deferring 
funding of some other parking structures for one year in order to have them 
fit in better with the new sequence for building parking structures. 

Saturday, September 5, 1959 

Today Stan Thompson, Jim Morehouse and I enjoyed a game of golf at the Contra 
Costa Country Club. I shot a 97, managing to get pars on hole nos. 4, 7, 9 
and 10. Stan shot a 95 and Morehouse shot 45 for the nine holes he played. 

Sunday, September 6, 1959 

I spent the day at home, reading the newspaper, magazines, scientific journals 
and playing some basketball with the kids. 
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Monday, September 7, 1959 

Today is the Labor Day holiday. I went to the Contra Costa Country Club to 
play golf with Dan and Evelyn Wilkes. Evelyn played the first nine holes with 
us, shooting a score of 51 (at this point Dan had a score of 39 and I, 47). 
Dan and I then continued on to play the remaining nine holes; his final score 
was 78 and mine was 95. 

Tuesday, September 8, 1959 

I went directly to the Radiation Laboratory this morning in order to meet with 
my students there and discuss the progress of their research before my 10 a.m. 
appointment with Russell H. Ball (Director of the Special Projects Division of 
the San Francisco Area AEC Operations Office). Ball and I met in Iz Perlman•s 
office and discussed the long range study for the 10-15 year program being 
conducted by the AEC General Manager. In the course of the interview, Ball 
asked me questions from an outline that he brought with him to ascertain my 
views on the role of the AEC laboratories. In the course of my answers to 
this rather long list of questions, I made the following points: 

l) The Commission should increase its support of basic research in 
chemistry, physics and the biological sciences. 

2) I said that the present level of support for controlled thermonuclear 
research is probably all right but a not so large proportion of the R&D 
funds should go to this program in future years. 

3) The laboratories engaged in applied research should offer the use of 
their facilities to industry and particular emphasis should go into the 
building of laboratory space and equipment such as accelerators, mass 
spectrographs, alpha ray spectrometers, pulse analyzers and a very high 
neutron flux reactor for basic research. 

As a sort of summmary of my remarks, I said that the AEC is doing a good 
enough job in supporting basic research but that it should expand its support 
in this area by at least 50% immediately and it should be more research-minded 
across the board in basic research. I said it should fight harder for the 
budgets for the conduct of basic research. 

I returned to my Chancellor•s Office at a few minutes before noon and signed a 
few letters that had been prepared for my signature before the noon Cabinet 
meeting. A notice to all members of the faculty regarding the establishment 
of faculty advisor office hours stresses the importance of this role. I began 
the notice by stating, 

11 I believe the advising of students by faculty members to be so important 
that, if it were at all possible, I would like to discuss the subject with 
each of you personally. Unfortunately the size of our faculty makes not 
only a personal visit, but even a personal letter, impossible. I do hope, 
however, that I shall be able to pierce the mimeograph curtain ... 

I signed a memo to Clark Kerr recommending his approval of the request for 
leave with full salary from September 27, 1959 to November 30, 1959 for Dean 
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Knowles A. Ryerson of the College of Agriculture in order to attend and serve 
as Chairman of the 20th Session of the South Pacific Commission. 

I also dictated a letter to Bill Rice, our architect, responding to his 
inquiry about the possibility of a position at the University by letting him 
know that such matters rest entirely in the hands of the dean involved and 
informing him about the new College of Enviromental Design which includes the 
Department of Architecture. I also told him that we have decided to make 
another addition to our house to accommodate our still-growing family by 
extending further the same wing that we extended in our first addition. I 
enclosed some rouoh plans of the addition and asked for his comments on them. 
(Bill designed our house in Lafayette for us about ten years ago.) 

The Cabinet meeting began as scheduled at noon in the Chancellor•s Conference 
Room. Present were Strong, Sherriffs, Chernin, Mauchlan and Wilkes. We began 
the meeting by discussing an appeal to faculty to help in housing our students 
drafted by Dan Wilkes. This appeal will appear in the University Bulletin on 
September 14th and will also go out as a letter to the faculty. 

We then went on to discuss the selection of a speaker for the University 
Meeting on September 24th. I read through a list of speakers drawn up by 
Garff Wilson after we learned that Governor Brown will not be able to come: 
Donald Mclaughlin (Chairman of the Regents), Wallace J. E. Sterling (President 
of Stanford), Harold C. Urey (Professor of Chemistry At Large, San Diego 
campus), GlennS. Dumke (President of San Francisco State College), Tom 
Hamilton (Executive Officer of the new AAWU}, Samuel Gould (Santa Barbara 
Chancellor) and less likely to be available but with greater drawing power, 
California Attorney General Stanley Mask, U.S. Senator Clair Engle, U.S. 
Senator Thomas.Kuchel, President Alfred Whitney Griswold of Yale University, 
Secretary of Defense Neil H. McElroy, Adlai Stevenson, Harry Truman and 
Herbert Hoover. We eventually decided to try to get President Kerr to speak 
and to make the meeting an internationally-flavored one by asking faculty 
recently returned from trips abroad to speak for a short time. Suggestions 
included Knowles Ryerson, Herb Blumer, Paul Taylor and Al Pickerell. It was 
also suggested that one of the students recently returned from Russia might 
speak. Anna Carol is to follow up on this. 

I asked the Cabinet members to suggest a guest list for the swim party for 
students Helen and I will host at our home on September 19th. I also asked 
for suggestions of people to invite to football games as my guest. 

Ed Strong informed us that the Kerr has asked us to report before October 1st 
on what limitations on enrollment are being practiced by departments and 
schools and what can be done to remove such limitations. Milt Chernin said 
that a questionnaire on this subject was issued to deans within the last year, 
but that we will need updated information to respond to this request in any 
case. 

I read a translation of the letter I received with the autographed copy of 
Mendeleev•s book from Tsipelzon, the Moscow bookseller, and we decided that we 
ought to release this story to the press. 

At 2:30 p.m. I met with Ernie Engelbert (University Extension). He wanted to 
talk with me as a follow-up to his conversation last fall and of the 
President•s meeting with the chancellors regarding the role of University 
Extension. He reiterated that he wants as close a tie with the University as 
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possible and to use professors from the campus on appointment committees for 
Extension. He also told me that ·he wants to appoint an a·ssociate director for 
the Northern Section of the University Extension and would like a man from our 
faculty, preferably a natural scientist, who would be two-thirds time in 
Extension and the remaining one-third in his department. I told him that this 
is all right with me provided that he can find a person who wanted to do this 
in a department that would agree with the arrangement. He is going to talk 
with Deans Constance and Pitzer and possibly others about this possibility. 

He told me that the Extension Division has received a $50,000 grant from the 
Fund for the Advancement of Education to study the role of leadership in 
public service in America and he hopes that this will be done in some sort of 
cooperative way with the campus. He asked for an opportunity to discuss the 
Extension program with the deans on this campus and I said that I will invite 
him to a CAAC meeting this fall for that purpose. 

At about 3:30 p~m. I talked with Tom Cunningham about the status of control of 
athletics. He explained that he has already told Engelhard and Johns that 
they could use the ASUC as an interim procedure to handle the financial 
aspects of subsistence grants-in-aid, tutoring and financing visits of 
athletes to the campus. (This was before Engelhard saw me last Thursday, so 
apparently Greg misunderstood Cunningham.) I reviewed for him my conversation 
with Pierovich and Elliott last Friday and told him that a confidential memo 
on this subject is on its way to him. He told me that there will be a meeting 
of the ASUC Executive Committee next Monday (when I will be in Atlantic City 
for the ACS meeting) at 10:30 a.m. and we agreed that Alex Sherriffs might 
represent the Chancellor's Office. This meeting is presumably for the purpose 
of discussing the items mentioned above as well as some other items. 

At 4 p.m. I received a telephone call from Wally Reynolds of the Rad Lab, who 
told me that Chuck Dunham (head of the AEC Biology Division) may have some 
extra money this year. Wally thinks that this might provide funds for another 
floor on Donner, $450,000 for the Animal House and $21,000 for the room in 
Donner. If we were to go ahead with the top floor for Donner, however, he 
feels that when the University takes over Donner (in five years or so), the 
University should replace this amount of space. He wants to put this before 
the Regents at their September meeting. I agreed that he could work directly 
through Wellman since I and others will not be available this week. 

Before leaving for the day (in fact, I will not return home from my trip for 
ten days) I took care of a few more things. I noted that Patent No. 
2,903,335, Separation of Fission Products from Plutonium by Precipitation, was 
issued this date to me, S. G. Thompson and N. R. Davidson. 

I also responded to a note from John Gofman, who is still interested in 
exploring the possibility of us receiving some compensation from the 
government for his thesis work on the discovery and proof of the 
fissionability of u233. I told John that I am afraid that the analogy with 
the plutonium case (for which four of us received $100,000 each several years 
ago) isn't too good because I have the feeling that we had a government 
contract for this u233 work essentially from the beginning. I also 
mention2g

3
that there has been a recent decision to support expanded research 

on Th-U breeding possibilities, which was publicized in the newspapers 
without mentioning our contribution and that Dan Wilkes is working on some 
kind of announcement or release that will supplement this by pointing out our 
vital role in the development. 
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When I arrived home, I learned that Eric enjoyed a party at the home of our 
neighbors and his friend, Brian Sawyer, and that Lynne went for a haircut by 
appointment at the Marie Bennett Shop. 

Wednesday, September 9, 1959- New York 

A University driver picked me up at my Lafayette home and drove me to the San 
Francisco International Airport, where I boarded TWA Flight #40, which left at 
about 9 a.m. and arrived at New York at about 5 p.m. I took a taxi to St. 
Moritz on the Park (50 Central Park South), where I checked in. 

After dinner in the hotel I took a walk along Broadway and then retired early. 

Thursday, September 10, 1959- New York 

I was picked up at 8:30 a.m. at the St. Moritz (Central Park entrance) by 
Addison H. White (Director of Research for the Bell Laboratories). 

En route to the Bell Laboratories we stopped at the Atomic Industrial Forum (3 
East 54th Street) where I had a talk with Francis K. McCune about the program 
on public information concerning atomic energy being carried out by the AIF. 

We then drove on to the Bell Laboratories (Murrayhill, New Jersey), where I 
was introduced by Dr. Bill Baker for my talk 11 Recent Research on the 
Transuranium Elements 11 arranged for by two of my graduate students, Paul 
Donovan and Walter Gibson, who are working at Bell Laboratories. I talked 
from about ll :15 a.m. until about 12:15 p.m. and illustrated my talk with 
lantern slides (3 l/4 x 4 l/4 inches). After my talk I had lunch with Baker, 
White, Donovan, Gibson and others. 

After lunch I was driven to 30 Rockefeller Plaza in New York City, where I 
went to Room 996 to record an introduction to the 11 Continental Classroom 11 TV 
series on 11 Modern Chemistry 11

, a chemistry course that will be broadcast 
nationally during the 1959-60 academic year at 6:30a.m. (local time). Dr. 
John F. Baxter of the University of Florida is ·the national teacher of the 
chemistry course and my task was to introduce him and record an introduction 
of him and of the course to be broadcast on the opening session on Monday, 
September 28th. 

I recorded a four or five minute introduction in which I began by describing 
our present age of science, stated that we need ever-larger numbers of 
engineers, research scientists and technical people, emphasized the need for a 
public literate in science, referred to Dr. Harvey White•s 11 Continental 
Classroom 11 in atomic physics which was broadcast on NBC last year, described 
the nature of the course in modern chemistry (mentioning that it is being 
presented through the American Chemical Society and with the help of the 
American Association of Colleges for leacher Education and with the 
cooperation of the National Broadcasting Company and support from the Ford 
Foundation and ten chemical industries) and then introduced Dr. John F. Baxter. 
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Recording "Continental Classroom 11 with John F. Baxter 
September 10, 1959 

September 1959- Page 18 



After I finished recording my introduction to 11 Continental Classroom 11 at the 
NBC studios, I went to the office of Olin ·Mathieson Company (460 Park Avenue), 
where I met in his office on the fifteenth floor with Gordon Grand, a vice 
president of the Olin Mathieson Chemical Corporation. This meeting was 
arranged by Windy Gale, a Cal alumnus. Mr. Grand is in charge of the 
company's participation in activities with educational institutions. I made a 
request for a grant from Olin Mathieson for the building of the Calvin 
Laboratory on the Berkeley campus, saying that I am trying to raise half of 
the estimated cost of $1,200,000. In the course of the interview I met 
briefly with Mr. Osborne, President of Olin Mathieson. (I learned that Thomas 
S. Nichols is Chairman of the Board and Mr. Olin is in a higher position as 
Chairman of the Finance Committee.) I said that if they decide to make such a 
grant, we would be willing to name the laboratory in any manner that Mr. Olin 
wishes. He gave me a friendly reception and said that the next step should be 
for Gale to phone him. (Gale is a graduate ~f the Berkeley campus of the 
Class of 1928, has served as President of the University of California Alumni 
Group in New York City for several years and is the founder and one of the 
principal contributors to the New York Alumni Scholarship, which program 
provides awards of about $1,000 each year to two or three Berkeley graduates 
taking graduate work in the east.) 

I then returned to the St. Moritz Hotel, where at about 5:45 p.m. I was picked 
up by Ed Drew (Public Relations Director of Lever Brothers Company in New York 
City) who drove me to the Chemists Club (52 East 41st Street) to attend a 
reception and dinner of the alumni of the Berkeley campus of the University of 
California living in the New York area and to speak on the subject 11 Progress 
Report on the University of California... I met Windy Gale there and told him 
about the results of my talk with Gordon Grand late this afternoon. 

In my talk to the New York alumni I began with the dictionary definition of 
11 Chancellor11 

(
11 doorkeeper 11

); said that I am sometimes mistakenly referred to 
as 11 Clark Seaborg 11

; told about Clark Kerr's advice to me concerning the three 
problems I would face (athletics for the alumni, parking for the faculty and 
sex for the students); said I am continuing as a scientist; described the 
set-up of three vice chancellors (Ed Strong, Jim Hart and Alex Sherriffs) all 
on three-year terms and faculty members; described the rotation scheme for 

. chairmen and deans; said that we intend to keep entrance requirements the same 
as they are now; said that we will have 20,500 students at Berkeley this fall, 
more than 30,000 in 1965 and would have 37,500 by 1970 if we had not imposed a 
ceiling of 27,500 under the Master Plan; mentioned the plans for new campuses 
at San Diego and Orange County and Monterey-San Jose in addition to the 
campuses of Davis, San Francisco, Riverside, Santa Barbara and UCLA; described 
the Master Plan for Higher Education; mentioned the new landmarks on the 
Berkeley campus (Warren Hall, the Home Economics Building, Hesse Hall, 
University Hall, Morrison and Hertz halls, Kroeber Hall, Campbell Hall, the 
planned new residence halls, the Strawberry Canyon Recreational Area, the new 
Architecture Building, the new Student Center and Student Union Building) and 
the planned new buildings (for Chemistry, Earth Sciences, Barrows Hall, the 
Education-Psychology Building, the Engineering Building additions, the College 
of Environmental Design building, the addition to Cowell Hospital and the many 
parking structures), the removal of a number of old landmarks (the old 
Anthropology Museum, Bacon Hall, the old Chemistry Auditorium, the old 
Radiation Laboratory), the plans for the Lawrence Hall of Science, the Space 
Sciences Laboratory, Calvin's Photosynthesis Laboratory, an Institute for 
Social Studies and an Institute for Humanities, the many interesting lectures 
under the auspices of the Committee of Arts and Lectures (last year including 

September 1959- Page 19 



C. Northcote Parkinson, James Reston, Alistair Cooke), ana our success in 
athletics (the PCC championship in football last fall, the NCAA basketball 
championship last spring and so forth); described the change in home life for 
Helen and me brought on by my chancellorship; and concluded wi·th a plea for 
help from alumni because of the competition for state funds, the need for help 
recruiting first-class students and providing scholarships for them and the 
help they can furnish by serving as spokesmen for the University. 

Following my talk I answered a number of questions from the alumni present. 
All in all, the evening went very well. I then returnea to the St. Moritz 
Hotel, where I spent the night. 

Friday, September 11, 1959- New York 

I was picked up at the St. Moritz Hotel at 9:15 a.m. by a driver for the U.S. 
Rubber Company and after picking up Wallace Cake (Vice President of U.S. 
Rubber Company), we were driven to the Research Center of the U.S. Rubber 
Company in Wayne, New Jersey. Here I met Jim Cobble, Ros Ewart, Lee White and 
others at about 11 a.m. I gave a talk on 11Recent Research on the Transuranium 
Elements 11

, illustrated with lantern slides. After my talk I attended a 
luncheon at the Research Center, hosted by Cake and including Jim Cobble, Lee 
White, Wendell Smfth (a Berkeley alumnus working at U.S. Rubber) and others. 

After lunch I was driven to the office of Lehman Brothers (1 William Street, 
New York) to p.ttend a meeting of the Board of Directors of Nuclear Science and 
Engineering Corporation. Ron Brightsen (President of NSEC, which is located 
in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania) and some other NSEC officers, including Eastman 
Birkett, were present. The other Board members present included Charles 
Coryell • 

During the afternoon I called, at the request of Dan Wilkes, John Osmunasen at 
the New York Times to commend him for the good things I have heard about his 
writ1ng, including his reporting of University of California research. 

I also phoned Tom Chamberlain (U.C. Berkeley alumnus of the Class of 1915) to 
ask for an appointment with him this afternoon. I took a taxi to the office 
of Chamberlain, Clark, Buchner, and Wille (55 Liberty Street) ana met with him 
there from 5 p.m. until 5:40p.m. He is a trustee of the Willis Booth estate 
(perhaps the controlling trustee) and I wanted to talk with him about the 
possibility of getting support for the construction of the Calvin 
Photosynthesis Laboratory. Chamberlain was reluctant at first to carry on the 
conversation, thinking that President Kerr (who had maae the initial contact 
with him) should carry on the negotiations. I explained that I am now 
Berkeley Chancellor and that Kerr is very anxious that the matter be pursued 
and has asked me to do so. After our conference in his office began, he 
warmed up considerably and by the ena I even had difficulty breaking away. 

He and the trustees of the Booth estate are sore because Booth didn 1t get an 
honorary degree from UCB. (Booth went to UCB some three years but I don 1t 
think he got a degree.) Herm Phleger has been a contact in these 
negotiations. The Booth estate has some $30 million set up in some kina of a 
foundation (much in IBM stock) and the income available for various projects 
is determined by the three trustees--Chamberlain, McRitchie and Murtagh. At 
present the income is rather small because of the IBM stock. (Booth made his 
money by inventing Hotpoint Iron and by collaborating with Tom Watson on IBM.) 
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I told Chamberlain about the Calvin Lab and our need for half of $1.2 million; 
the other half to be funded by NSF. He said that $500,000 would .be their 
limit, since they have recently committed $500,000 each to two other 
projects. He said that the main problem will be to sell the other two 
trustees, who retain some dislike of UCB because of the honorary degree 
matter. It was agreed that I should meet with the Trustees during a future 
visit to New York. I am also to write a letter, addressed to McRitchie with 
copies to Murtagh and Chamberlain, which should begin along the 1 ines, "Kerr 
told me about Willis H. Booth's interest in UC8, communicated to him when he 
sat next to Booth at a luncheon in New York a couple of years ago ••• " and go 
on to say that there are some UCB projects I would 1 ike to present to them, 
citing in particular the Calvin Photosynthesis Laboratory.· During the course 
of the conversation I assured Chamberlain that the Photosynthesis Laboratory 
would be named in honor of Booth, in the manner suggested by the trustees, 
which seemed to be a very important point to him. Obviously, it woula be a 
tremendous advantage if Kerr and I could manage to meet together with the 
trustees. 

After this appointment I joined Ron Brightsen for dinner at Oscar Delmonico's 
and then returned to my room at the St. Moritz Hotel. I then called Helen in 
Lafayette, who told me that yesterday morning she went to the home of f\'1rs. 
Morton (1530 Euclid Street, Berkeley) to address invitations to the College 
Tea and this morning she attended a neighborhood coffee hour at the home ot 
Anna Mary Peery, our neighbor across the street. 

Saturday, September 12, 1959- New York- Atlantic City 

Today I attended the annual meeting of the Board of Directors of the National 
Educational Television and Radio Center in Room 1590, 10 Columbus Circle. The 
meeting began at 9:45 a.m. and was presided over by Chairman Ralph Lowell. 
Also present were Directors Everett Case, Norman Cousins, Ken Oberholtzer, 
Mark Starr, George Stoddard, John F. White and Raymond Wittcoff, Richard Hull 
and Lloyd f\'iichael. Also present from the staff were Robert Hudson, Warren 
Kraetz er, James Robertson and Kenneth Yourd. 

Most of the meeting, interrupted by a luncheon, was devoted to considering 
grants that have been received or are being applied for, to support the 
activities of the Center and to a discussion of the various programs that are 
being supported by the Center. 

After the meeting I travelled by train, accompanied by Jim Cobble, to Atlantic 
City to attend the semi-annual meeting of the American Chemical Society. I 
checked into the Jlrnbassador Hotel (Stenton Place ana Boardwalk). 

Sunday, September 13, 1959- Atlantic City 

Today I attended a luncheon for the Scientific Advisory Board of the welch 
Foundation held at their suite in the Shelburne Hotel given by Trustee Wilfred 
Doherty and Director of Research W. 0. Milligan. Then in the evening I 
attended a dinner with the same group in the same place, followed by a short 
meeting to discuss Welch Foundation business. 

Late in the evening I took a stroll along the boardwalk. I ran into Bill 
Young of UCLA, who brought up the Pierovich (football player) case and I told 
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him the whole story as I have learned it from Pierovich and Pete Elliott. 
Also he asked me about Weiner (Berkeley recruiter) and his basketball team and 
I told Bill that Weiner had told me about his unwillingness to give this up 
because of his monetary investment in it. Bill said that he does not think 
that this matter should go through IAAC machinery again and that is also 
Wilbur Johns• view~ but that he brought it up because of the UCLA coach•s 
agitation. He told me that the UCLA Athletic Board report didn•t seem too 
helpful and, therefore, he· didn•t send me a copy. However, he will go over it 
again and if it seems worthwhile, he will send me a copy after his return home 
to UCLA on September 22nd. He is meeting with UCLA alumni early in October; 
we decided that we should continue our discussion and we will meet either at 
the time of the All-University meeting at UCLA October 16th or at the time of 
the Regents Meeting at Davis October 22-23, or he will come up to Berkeley or 
we may confer by phone. 

I again spent the night at the .Ambassador Hotel. 

Monday, September 14, 1959- Atlantic City- Washington~ D.C. 

In the course of the day, as· I attended the .American Chemical Society 
meetings, I talked to Art Cope and Ken Pitzer and others, seeking their 
support and regarding steps to be taken in order to successfully nominate 
Isadore Perlman for membership in the National Academy of Sciences. In my 
conversation with Art Cope at 5:15 p.m. at the Dennis Hotel, we agreed that it 
might be best to nominate him as an intersectional candidate (Chemistry and 
Physics sections) this year, preparing the nomination papers before the 
October 1st deadline. He suggested that Perlman be put up for a caucus vote 
in the Chemistry Section before the final election takes place and indicated 
that Ken Pitzer can handle this. 

During the evening I flew to Washington, D.C. on Allegheny Airlines Flight 
#804, which left Atlantic City at about 8 p.m. and arrived in Washington at 
about 9 p.m. I took a taxi to the Statler Hilton Hotel (16th and K Streets), 
where I checked in. 

Tuesday, September 15, 1959- Washington, D.C. 

After breakfast in the Statler Hilton Hotel I walked to the nearby Executive 
Office Building to attend in Room 220, beginning at 9:30 a.m.~ a meeting of 
the President•s Science Advisory Committee. We met in Executive Session until 
noon to hear a review· by George Kistiakowsky (PSAC Chairman) of the various 
problems that he faces in his office as Chairman. He gave us a rather gloomy 
picture, emphasizing the lack of support fran PSAC members, except for a few 
who do give him some help. 

At 11:30 a.m. I had a conversation with Detlev Bronk regarding candidates for 
the chancellorship of the University of California, San Diego. I asked him 
about 1) the administrative ability, 2) the breadth of interests, and 3) the 
public speaking ability of Ed Purcell, Norman Ramsey and Lyman Spitzer. He 
said that he would rate them according to ability in the listed order. 
However, he does not know about Purcell•s public speaking ability and he 
doubts that Ramsey would want to bother with day-to-day administration. He 
also said that he doubts that Spitzer has the basic capacity for the job. He 
spoke highly of Fred Seitz, who is doing a good job with NATO, possibly a 
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better job than Ramsey did. He doubts that Jim Fisk possesses sufficient 
exuberance (in public representations) or sufficient health. (He has some 
kidney trouble.) He spoke highly of McGeorge Bundy of Harvard. 

Then from noon until 1:30 p.m. we had a briefing by Jerry Wiesner on air 
defense which led to a very vigorous discussion. The discussion focussed on 
the question of whether it makes sense to have a defense against airplane 
attack on the assumption that no missiles will be directed against the target 
when in fact missiles may be abundant and could actually be the primary 
threat. It was concluded that a centralization of air defense such as that 
termed 11 Super-SAGE 11 makes very little sense. 

From about 1:30 p.m. to 2:30p.m. the members of PSAC had lunch in the White 
House mess. During lunch I spoke to Hugh Dryden (Deputy Administrator of 
NASA) who gave me the bad news that NASA will not support a Space Sciences 
Laboratory at Berkeley (or any other university) due, basically, to the 
uncertainty of future continuing support and the cut in their 1959-60 budget 
request (from some $560 million to $500 million). NASA will support projects 
on a short term basis; he is writing me a letter to this effect. 

Also at lunch I had a discussion with George Kistiakowsky on the Panel on 
Basic Research and Graduate Education of which I am to serve as Chairman. I 
am to write the letters of appointment after consultation with George. He 
said Alan Waterman was originally worried about this panel because the NSF has 
been making some study and are making a report. We agreed to invite Waterman 
to be a member of the panel and also to have a member or associate member from 
HEW. We also agreed that McGeorge Bundy of Harvard would be a good panel 
member and Kistiakowsky will approach him if the opportunity presents itself. 
He indicated that perhaps the panel should have about eight members. 

I also asked him about the qualifications of Purcell and Ramsey in regard to 
a) administrative ability, b) breadth of interests and c) public speaking 
ability, with respect to serving as Chancellor of the San Diego campus. He 
said that Ramsey has much more experience on (a), that Purcell probably rates 
highest on (b) and he doesn•t know Purcell•s ability on (c), but Ramsey is not 
fluent, only adequate. I also asked about Spitzer, whom he does not know. He 
said he thinks Fisk is good on essentially all counts but would certainly not 
be available •• (In general conversations in the PSAC meeting as a whole, I got 
the impression that Spitzer is not qualified for this kind of a job.) 

After lunch we returned to Room 220 in the Executive Office building for the 
continuation of the PSAC meeting. Jay McRae was scheduled to give a report on 
the recommendations of his panel on defense matters; however, Kistiakowsky 
suggested instead that we go over to the White House to watch the arrival of 
Soviet Premier Nikita Khrushchev for his meeting with President Eisenhower. 
(I learned later that Chairman John McCone of the AEC had objected to the 
presentation of the report on the considerations of the McRae panel in such an 
open meeting of the PSAC and that Kistiakowsky had decided that this was not a 
suitable subject for briefing in an open session.) 

While we were waiting on the White House lawn for the Khrushchev visit, at 
3:10 p.m., I had a conversation with Herb York. We discussed possible dates 
for his return to Berkeley following the completion of his assignment as head 
of Defense Research and Engineering in the Department of Defense in 
Washington. He said that the summer of 1961 is most probable, but, of course, 
he is not certain. He said that he is willing and, in fact, would enjoy 
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returning to his Physics professorship for at least a year or so before going 
on to another assignment. I told him that I may appoint a short term Dean of 
Engineering (say, two or three years) in the meantime, but, of course, with no 
commitment as to the identity of the next dean after that, implying that he 
hopefully might be a candidate for this position. He seemed to be aware of 
the existence of administrative possibilities in the expanding University of 
California system. Hugh Dryden joined us and we discussed further the 
situation with respect to the decision of NASA not to support a Space Sciences 
Laboratory at Berkeley. 

We watched with interest the arrival of Premier Nikita Khrushchev at the White 
House. 

After we returned to Room 220 for the continuing meeting of PSAC, I had a 
conversation with Alan Waterman at 4 p.m. I pointed out that Harry Kelly•s 
NSF meeting on the Improvement of Teacher Training October 19th-20th conflicts 
with the PSAC meeting at that time, so that I could not appear and perhaps 
this applies to others as well. He said that he will point this out to Kelly 
and that they may alternatively set a dinner and evening meeting on October 
19th. 

We discussed my Panel on Basic Research and Graduate Education and he said 
that he will cooperate and will give or send me their reports on this 
subject. I invited him to join the panel and he accepted. I also said that I 
will talk to Lawrence Derthick about a member from HEW and he promised to get 
a recommendation from Kelly for this. He suggested as members Ernest Allen 
(NIH), Bill Baker and Manny Piore. He told me that Dick Bolt (Harvard 
physicist) has taken Bob Brode•s position at NSF. 

It seems to me my thoughts for the membership of my Panel on Basic Research 
and Graduate Education are shaping up as follows: Bill Fretter (secretary), 

·Caryl Haskins, McGeorge Bundy, a biologist (perhaps George Beadle?), an HEW 
representative, Fred Terman or Athel Spilhaus (an engineer), Alan Waterman, 
John E. Willard or Henry Eyring and Doug Brown. 

During the remaining part of the afternoon session of PSAC, Kistiakowsky 
discussed Federal Council of Science and Technology matters, such as materials 
research and federal policy for provision of facilities at universities, PSAC 
assistance on analysis of five-year projections, and the need for a committee 
of the Federal Council for international science programs. 

In the course of the day I also discussed with Detlev Bronk, Jim Fisk and Hans 
Bethe my hope for and plans for nominating Isadore Perlman for membership in 
the National Academy of Sciences. 

I once again spent the night at the Statler Hilton Hotel. 

Wednesday, September 16, 1959- Washington, D.C.- Santa Barbara 

After breakfast in the Statler Hilton Hotel I walked to the Executive Office 
building to attend in Room 220 the continuing meeting of the President•s 
Science Advisory Committee beginning at 9 a.m. The meeting began with a 
report on the deliberations of the PSAC Panel on Computing given by its 
Chairman, Manny Piore (Director of Research at IBM). Other panel members are 
Samuel N. Alexander (Chief Data Processor at NBC), Frederick P. Brooks, Jr. 
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(an engineer at IBM), David R. Brown (Department Head, Mitre Corp.), John P. 
Eckert, Jr. {Vice President for Engineering, Remington Rand, Inc.), J. H. 
Relker (an engineer at American Telephone and Telegraph), Dr. Ralph E. Meagher 
(Head of the Digital Computing Lab at the University of Illinois), Ralph L. 
Palmer (Director of Engineering at IBM) and Willis H. Ware (Assistant 
Department Head of the Numerical Analysis Department, Rand Corp.). In an open 
session Piore gave a very interesting and sound evaluation of our relative 
position in computing vis a vis the Soviets. Although the latter appear to be 
a couple of years behind us, we need to place more emphasis on ideas and less 
on hardware if we are to maintain our lead. 

Paul Weiss then gave a report on the Resources Study Proposal. He urged PSAC 
to concern itself with conservation and utilization of natural resources. 

In the course of the meeting I raised the question of the need for more 
research support in low energy nuclear physics (to keep this in balance with 
high energy nuclear physics) and in particular, ~ emphasized the need for a 
high flux nuclear reactor (to give a flux of 10l neutrons per second per 
square centimeter). 

As one of a number of status reports, I told them my plans for the PSAC Panel 
on Basic Research and Graduate Education, indicating that this will be 
conducted with cooperation with NSF and HEW and I got .a number of suggestions 
for Panel members. 

At 11:20 a.m. I had a conversation with Wallace Brode (Science Advisor for the 
State Department and triplet brother of Bob Brode of Berkeley). I told him 
about the trouble we are having in getting Russian visitors into the Radiation 
Laboratory and showed him a copy of the letter of August 24th from P. Axel to 
Geoffrey Chew (given me by Ed McMillan) telling about the State Department 
refusal of a visit of Baldwin, et. al. Brode said he will look into it and 
will discuss it with the Atomic Energy Commission and with Ellen Gavrisheff 
(of the East-West contacts staff at the State Department). He said that this 
is a matter of obtaining AEC permission, but I said that the AEC blames the 
State Department and someone has to break the bottleneck. 

At 11:30 a.m. I stepped out to make a phone call to Roy M. Hall (Office of 
Education). He told me that there will be a meeting of the Title VII Advisory 
Committee in Washington on October 21st and 22nd; I asked him to confer with 
Derthick and advise me on a possible member from HEW for the PSAC Panel on 
Basic Research and Graduate Education. He told me that they have contacted 
Thomas Steele Hall (Washington University in St. Louis) who is working on a 
proposal on my idea to prepare a good college course on science for 
non-scientists; they will send me a copy of their proposal. He told me that 
there is a movement afoot in Washington to create a sort of super-agency to 
cover Educational Dissemination Media, that is, to pool all the efforts 
together, and indicated that perhaps my PSAC Panel should consider the 
advisability of this. 

At 12:15 p.m. we went into Executive Session and Kistiakowsky described to us 
the difficulties he is having with McCone about the McRae report. McCone 
avers that there is a security weakness in PSAC and that several security 
leaks are due to this. It was agreed that this is not true and there was a 
unanimous reaction from PSAC that Kistiakowsky should take a strong stand, 
that is, accept the fight with McCone. 

I then had a couple of other conversations with PSAC members. Paul Weiss at 
12:35 p.m. suggested that there should be a biologist on the PSAC Panel on 
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Basic Research and Graduate Education and he volunteered to serve himself. 

At 1 p.m. I discussed with Bill Baker the proposal by Ken Pitzer for the 
establishment of an Inorganic Materials Laboratory at Berkeley. He told me 
that after checking with his AEC contacts, he agrees that the best source of 
support for the Laboratory is from the AEC and that I should answer the 
Admiral, expressing interest in his proposal to support the Laboratory, 
sending blind carbon copies to AEC Commissioner John Willams, along with a 
letter to Williams reiterating our preference for AEC support. · 

I left the meeting, picked up a quick sandwich at a hamburger joint on K 
Street, then took the limousine to the Friendship Airport in Baltimore. Here 
I boarded TWA Flight #61, which left at about 3 p.m. and arrived at Los 
Angeles International Airport at about 5 p.m. I was met there by a University 
driver and driven to the Santa Barbara Biltmore Hotel, where I checked in. 

I then went immediately to the dinner meeting of the CCCO, which was held in 
the Biltmore. Among the items covered were the following: 

1) A memorandum will be issued by President Kerr•s office to the effect 
that department chairmen may be reappointed on a year-to-year basis with 
review for reappointment to a second term after three to five years. 

2) A directive regarding student loan funds was adopted, which will 
liberalize the rules. 

3) Proposals which would introduce radioactive materials into the 
environment will require only the approval of the local health officer; they 
will not require the invitation of the City Council or the Board of 
Supervisors. 

4) Possible rate changes in residence halls were discussed and there was 
some sentiment for dormitories of the cooperative type. 

5) A new directive was adopted concerning appointment and review of 
directors of instructional or organized research units which is similar to 
that governing deans. 

6) The use of the University name in political activity by faculty and 
staff was discussed and revised policy,. which will be reviewed by CAAC and 
AAC, will be drafted by Stan McCaffrey. 

7) Use of the campus by secondary schools and junior colleges will be 
under a liberalized policy with respect to expenses for meetings related to 
education or research. 

8) On pending items, high priority is to be given to the question of 
administrative stipends and inter-campus exchange. I asked for high priority 
on the matter of the administration of summer sessions. 

I spent the night at the Santa Barbara Biltmore Hotel. I phoned Helen and she 
told me that she attended on Monday morning a meeting of SOS (an organization 
of faculty wives organized to help students) and a luncheon at the home of Kay 
Brownell (wife of the Dean of the School of Education) at 701 Spruce Street in 
Berkeley. She also attended a meeting of the University YWCA Board yesterday 
morning and this evening she went to a meeting of the AAWU, presided over by 
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Mrs. Eugene Honett (Building Blocks TV Editor) at the Women•s Clubhouse in 
Walnut Creek. She told me that Lynne visited with her friend, Laurann Burr, a 
fellow Brownie, after school today. 

Thursday, September 17, 1959- Santa Barbara 

Just before attending the meeting of the Regents Building and Grounds 
Committee in Room 1131 of the Classroom and Offices Building on the Santa 
Barbara campus, I had a talk with Clark Kerr. I told him about my 
conversation with Tom Chamberlain in New York last Friday concerning possible 
support for the Calvin Photosynthesis Laboratory. 

He tel d me that there wi 11 be a lunch for Mrs. Pat Brown at University House 
on the day of the Notre Dame game, which will be also attended by Father Ted 
Hesburgh (President of Notre Dame), which he will not be able to attend 
because he will be in the east. 

I told him about the National Learning Media Institute of Continental 
Classroom, Inc. and John Ivy•s role in this and I described the airborne TV 
project at Purdue University. 

I told him about the problems of UCLA Ph.D. training using San Diego State 
faculty. 

We discussed the reception line problem of the new faculty orientation 
reception scheduled for next Monday. I said that Helen and I will attend the 
reception for Nikita Khrushchev in San Francisco and then come somewhat late 
to the new faculty orientation reception. 

I told him about the PSAC Panel on Basic Research and Graduate Education and 
he suggested Doug Brown (Dean of the Faculty at Princeton University) as a 
member. 

Then, beginning at 9 a.m., I attended the meeting of the Regents Committee on 
Grounds and Buildings. Present were Regent committee members Steinhart, Boyd, 
Carter, Chandler, Hansen, Hearst, Smith, Storke, Pauley, Mclaughlin and Kerr, 
and Regents Canaday, Naffziger, Sullivan and Watson; also present were Bill 
Forbes, Secretary and Treasurer Underhill, General Counsel Cunningham, Vice 
President Wellman, Vice President-Executive Assistant McCaffrey, Vice 
President-Medical and Health Sciences Stull, Controller Kettler, Chancellors 
Gould, Knudsen, Mrak and Spieth, Provost Saunders, Deans Aldrich and Sheats, 
Director Revelle, Assistant Vice Presidents Miller and Oswald, Engineer 
Weaver, Architect Evans, Budget Officer Groff, Deans Stafford L. Warren and W. 
W. Wurster, Robert B. Walen and Robert E. Floyd of the Office of Architects 
and Engineers, Supervising Landscape Architect Pincknev, Supervising 
Architects Luckman and Killion, Andrew J. Hamilton of the Office of Public 
Information and Elizabeth 0. Hansen. 

Of particular interest to me was the action on my recommendation that the 
Regents authorize the return of a portion of land at the corner of Telegraph 
Avenue and Bancroft Way to the City of Berkeley to serve as a 11free speech .. 
area. President Kerr moved that the Treasurer of the Regents be authorized to 
negotiate and the Officers of the Regents to execute a deed granting to the 
City of Berkeley a parcel of land approximately 23 feet by 39 feet, lying 
north of the intersection of Bancroft Way and Telegraph Avenue for use solely 
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as a public plaza in order to minimize pedestrian ana vehicular traffic 
congestion at the campus entrance; and that it be subject to immediate 
reversion to the University it not used for this purpose. The motion was 
seconded by Regent Pauley and carried. I spoke in favor of this resolution, 
stating that the main problem has to do with outsiae speakers and that it is a 
great help to the administration if these people can hold the meeting 
off-campus on City property. The Regents then voted to approve this item. 
Regents Carter and Hansen did not vote, and Regents Mclaughlin and Steinhart 
voted 11 n0. 11 Regent Steinhart, explaining his 11n0 11 vote, said that he is 
reluctant to give up any land held by the University, to which President Kerr 
commented that the University has returned land to the City in the past. 
Regent Hansen advised that he is still concerned about a possible gift of 
public funds in the transfer of the property. I regard this as an extremely 
significant step forward. 

An application to the federal government for a loan to build 500 units of 
housing for married students (increased from 300 units) on the Gill Tract in 
Albany was approved for the Berkeley campus. Also, the 1960-61 capital outlay 
program was approved. 

After a quick lunch, there was a meeting of the Educational Pol icy Committee 
of the Regents in the Classroom Building on the Santa Barbara campus. Present 
were Regents Carter, Chandler, Boyd, Canaday, Hansen, Hearst, Steinhart, 
Mclaughlin and Kerr, as well as Vice President and General Counsel Cunningham, 
Vice President-Executive Assistant tv'lcCaffrey, Dean Sheats, Controller Kettler, 
Chancellors Knudsen, Gould, and Mrak, Director Revelle, Associate Secretary 
Woolman, Assistant Vice Presidents Oswald and Miller ana Professors uennes, 
lazier and Webb. 

Important policy statements were adopted on a) student government (to be 
issued by the President's Office), b) on student organizations- oefining 
recognized organizations and their privileges and so forth, ana c) on the use 
of University facilities, adding an 11 equal opportunity .. program so that 
candidates for office can appear on campus. The 'issue of the question ot 
removing the compulsory aspect of ROTC was discussed and there is every 
indication that a move in this direction will be made within this acaoemic 
year. 

As this meeting'was getting underway I talked with Sam Gould about Bill 
Wurster's inquiry regarding machinery from the Santa Barbara Industrial Arts 

-as it goes out of existence. Since Wurster has an interest in preserving 
this, possibly for display at Berkeley, Gould suggested we write him making an 
inquiry, but added it may be several years before this machinery is available, 
since the school will take some time to close out. 

Also, in a conversation at 1:10 p.m., I inquired of Harry Wellman the status 
of the report on bright young scientists; he told me that it has been referred 
to the Northern and Southern Divis ions' Educational Pol icy Committees. 

At 2 p.m. in the same room I attended a meeting of the Regents Committee on 
Finance. Present were Committee members Regents Pauley, Boya, Carter, Hansen, 
Mosher, Naffziger, Steinhart, Mclaughlin and Kerr and Regents Brown, Canaaay, 
Smith, Sullivan and Watson; also present were Bill Forbes, Vice 
President-Secretary and Treasurer Underhill, Vice President and General 
Counsel Cunningham, Vice President Wellman, Vice President-Medical and health 
Sciences Stull, Vice President-Executive Assistant McCaffrey, Controller 
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Kettler, Chancellors Knudsen, Spieth, toU-ld and Mrak, Dean Sheats and Aldrich, 
Provost Saunders, Director Revelle, Associate Secretary Woolman, Engineer 
Weaver, Architect Evans, Assistant Vice Presidents Miller and Oswald, Budget 
Officer Groff, Director of the Pension System Tyndall, Dean Warren and Andrew 
Hamilton of the Office of Public Information. 

Amendments to the PRAS were approved, liberalizing death and disability 
benefits. 

I described progress throughout the nation in educational TV and deplored the 
lack of progress by the University of California. Ralph Brown (Speaker of the 
Assembly, State Legislature) was present and heard me and requested that I 
write him a letter giving my recommendations. (It seems to me that we should 
write him a letter similar to the one that I sent to Governor Pat Brown and 
Lieutenant Governor Glenn Anderson.) As a result of my presentation the 
Finance Committee voted that the University Extension Division take another 
look and come in with a bigger budget for educational television for 1960-61. 

The 1960-61 operating budget for the University of California was approved. 

I took advantage of the presence of D. Gordon Tyndall (head of the University 
retirement system) to ask him to again look into my retirement payment 
situation for 1942-46 (while I was at the Metallurgical Laboratory at Chicago 
and when I was not in a position to pay into the retirement system so I do not 
get credit for these years). He said that he will look into it and let me 
know. I emphasized that I would like to make back payments for this interval 
( 1942-46). 

After the meetings I joined the attendees at a cocktail party given by 
Chancellor and Mrs. Samuel Brookner Gould at the Hope Ranch (4242 Cresta 
Avenue) from about 6 p.m. to 7 p.m. I then went to the Miramar Hotel in Santa 
Barbara to attend the black tie dinner given by the Citizen's Committee of 
Santa Barbara as an inaugural dinner for Chancellor Gould. 

I again spent the night at the Biltmore Hotel. 

Friday, September 18, 1959- Santa Barbara- Home again 

Just before the continuing meeting of the Committee of Finance which convened 
at 9 a.m. this morning in the Classroom Building, I talked with UCLA 
Chancellor Vern Knudsen, who suggested Henry Eyring for membership on the PSAC 
Panel on Basic Research and Graduate Education, and with Roger Revelle, who 
suggested for this Panel, Jonas Salk, Fred Terman, Athel Spilhaus, A. Kinzel 
{Union Carbide Company), George Beadle, and others. 

During the Regents Meeting Tom Cunningham admonished me to be sure that the 
Deans of Men and Women on the Berkeley campus have checked with all 
organizations on hazing regulations. It is very important to comply with 
these and Kerr wants to be sure that everyone knows about them. 

The continuing meeting of the Regents Committee on Finance was attended by the 
same people as yesterday. A proposal to solicit 5350,000 from the Atomic 
Energy Commission for the construction of a fourth floor for the Donner 
Laboratory addition was presented by President Kerr and I endorsed the 
proposal, stating that the additional space has been needed for some time and 
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the AEC has now indicated that it has the funds available and will allocate 
them for the additional floor upon terms which I consider to be quite 
reasonable. This solicitation was approved by the Committee on Finance. 
Regent Carter suggested an overall look at scholarships, loans, and job 
programs for all students, a matter that came up in connection with discussing 
the raise in the rates for residence halls. 

After this meeting we all went out on the mall in Santa Barbara to attena the 
inauguration ceremony for Santa Barbara Chancellor Samuel Gould, which was 
held from 11 a.m. until noon. This was followed by a huge lunch in Ortega 
Commons. 

Beginning at 2 p.m. in the Classroom Building I attended the meeting of the 
Full Board of Regents of the University of California. Present were Regents 
Anderson, Boyd, Ralph Brown, Canaday, Carter, Chanaler, Hearst, Kerr, 
Mclaughlin, Mosher, Naffziger, Olsen, Pauley, Smith, Steinhart, Starke, 
Sullivan and Watson (a total of 18), as well as Bill Forbes, Vice President 
and Secretary and Treasurer Underhill, Vice President and General Counsel 
Cunninghqm, Vice President Wellman, Vice President-Executive Assistant 
McCaffrey, Vice President-Medical and Health Sciences Stull, Controller 
Kettler, Deans Aldrich and Sheats, Chancellors Knudsen, Spieth, t-'lrak and 
Gould, Provost Saunders, Director Revelle, Associate Secretary Woolman, 
Engineer Weaver and Assistant Vice Presidents Miller and Oswald, with Chairman 
Mclaughlin presiding. 

The Regents voted to approve the report of the Committee on Grounds and 
Buildings having to do with the deeding of property to the City of Berkeley 
for use as a public plaza. Regents Anderson, Brown, Canaday, Chandler, 
Hearst, Kerr, Mclaughlin, Mosher, Naffziger, Olsen, Pauley, Smith, Steinhart, 
Starke, Sullivan and Watson (a total of 16) voting "aye" ana Regents Boyd and 
Carter voting "no". 

The Regents approved the appointment of Horace Albright as Regent Lecturer to 
serve a month during 1959-60. President Kerr announced that James Conant has 
accepted the invitation to serve as Charter Day speaker next year ana that 
German Chancellor Adenauer will be the second speaker on Charter Day. 

Following the Regents Meeting I attende.d at 4 p.m. a dedication ceremony for 
the gymnasium on the Santa Barbara campus and then a reception for students, 
faculty and guests there. 

I went from here to the nearby Santa Barbara Airport, where I boaraed United 
Airlines Flight #385, which left at about 6 p.m. and arrived in San Francisco 
at about 8 p.m., where I was met by a University car and driven to my home in 
Lafayette. 

Helen told me that she took Lynne to her orthoaontist Dr. George Redmona 
yesterday morning for continued work and that she had an appointment this 
afternoon with obstetrician Dr. Frank at Kaiser Hospital in walnut Creek, who 
told her that her pregnancy is proceeding normally~ 

Saturday, September 19, 1959 

I spent the morning trying to catch up on some of my reading from the 
Chancellor's Office before the swim party this afternoon. E. S. Strandh 
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(Royal Swedish Academy of Engineering Sciences) wrote to thank me for the tour 
of the Radiation Laboratory for which my graduate student, Glen Gordon, served 
as a guide. He wrote, "This left me convinced that the blank spaces in the 
periodic system will not remain un-filled much longer." 

A letter from Bishop Shinsho Hanayama and President Albert S. Kosakura of the 
Buddhist Churches of America conveyed the following sentiments from their 
Board of Directors: 

"We have always appreciated the enlightened policies of the University of 
California but we are particularly struck by your recent gesture of 
inviting our Reverend Shozen to participate at the 96th annual 
commencement exercises of the University of California in Berkeley. Your 
appointment of Reverend Naito as commencement chaplain marked the first 
time that a Buddhist priest was so honored in this country ••• tvlay the great 
liberal tradition of the University of California continue to be a source 
of inspiration to our society." 

David C. Munford (Inter-University Committee on Travel Grants) wrote in 
response to my note of September 3rd accompanying a copy of my letter to 
Academician A. N. Nesmeyanov regarding possible exchanges between our 
University and institutions in the Soviet Union. He expressed appreciation 
for being kept informed and the feeling that this "will make it ever so much 
more likely that we can help you in one way or another when the opportunity 
arises." · 

Senator Clair Engle wrote to inform me that the proposal for funding the . 
Century 21 Exposition planned for the Seattle· World's Fair has passed both the 
House and the Senate and the bill has now been sent to the President for 
signature and to express his feeling that this exposition "will be a major 
event in international scientific history." 

I read a very interesting memo from Raymond T. Birge (Physics) to Clark Kerr 
reporting that the University of California has finally caught up with Harvard 
in the number of faculty who are members of the National Academy of Sciences, 
60-60. It is interesting to note that both California and Harvard have more 
than twice the membership of those next in line and that California now has 
three times the membership of the next ranking state university, which for 
many years has been Wisconsin. · 

I read a copy of a memorandum written in my absence on my behalf by Errol 
Mauchlan to Harry Wellman proposing the amount of my Chancellor's House 
Maintenance Fund for 1959-60 as $9,575 ($2,900 for maintenance to grounds, 
equipment and labor; $4,000 for domestic help; $875 for utilities; and 3l,b00 
for furniture replacement and special entertainment equipment for both my home 
in Lafayette and the University House). 

Letters sent in my name during my absence included: letters of invitation to 
join the Chancellor's Advisory Administrative Council (CAAC) to William F. 
Shepard (Dean of Students), Earl R. Parker (Chairman of the Budget Committee), 
and Arthur E. Hutson (Secretary of the Academic Senate- Northern Section); a 
letter to Giacomo Devoto (Accademia Toscana di Scienze e Letters in Florence, 
Italy) inviting him to join our faculty as a Visiting Professor during the 
Spring term of 1960 in the Chair of Italian Culture; and a letter to the 
Director of the Division of Licensing and Regulation of the AEC suggesting 
that Thomas H. Pigford (new Chairman of the Department of Nuclear Engineering) 
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replace M. P. O'Brien (who retired June 30, 1959 from his position as Dean of 
the College of Engineering) as the Reactor Administrator for our campus and 
explaining my reasons for selecting the departmental chairman of Nuclear 
Engineering rather than the dean of the College (who, by the way, has not yet 
been selected) for this assignment. 

Beginning at 1 p.m. Helen and I hosted a swim party for a number of student 
leaders at the swimming pool next door at Iz Perlman's which we installed 
jointly with the Perlmans and the Alexanders (the neighbors on the other side 
of the Perlmans) for our shared use. The Sherriffs and the Shepards served as 
sort of "co-hosts" for this occasion. 

Sunday, September 20, 1959 

Dan Wilkes and I got together for a game of golf at the Contra Costa Country 
Club this morning. He scored 76 and I, 97. 

In the afternoon Helen and I went to the Radiation Laboratory Hobby Show. 

Most of the evening was spent in my study trying to catch up on all the 
correspondence, etc. accumulated during my absence. Among other papers, I 
read the minutes of the meeting of my Cabinet on Tuesday, which both Kitty 
Malloy and I missed. (In Kitty's absence, Maribel Montgomery took the notes.) 

The Cabinet spent some time discussing some of the public relations problems 
associated with the admission of Sharon England, a blind student. Earlier in 
the week, the Berkeley Gazette reported that Miss England had been 
accommodated in the dorms only "when public response forced the University" to 
admit her, which is not really a fair representation of the situation. Dan 
Wilkes described the efforts that had been made to arrange an interview with 
Miss England for the press. At the urging of the Oakland Tribune and despite 
Mr. England's reservations, a notice was sent out that she would be available 
for an interview at a specific pre-arranged time. However, the Oakland 
Tribune reporter was the only press person to show up. Some other papers did 
carry stories on this case and printed some accompanying pictures, but Dan's 
feeling is that the effort in this case was not really justifi~d, since it 
brought little real benefit to the University. It was suggested that Alex 
Sherriffs write a letter to the Dean of Students (based on Dean Towle's recent 
letter) recommending that the Committee on Living Accommodations release a 
statement on campus facilities for handicapped students. 

Also in the general area of public relations, Dan Wilkes asked the Cabinet to 
consider an offer from KABL radio station to let the University have an hour's 
worth of "commercials" (125 words four times in an hour to make announcements 
on coming events, etc.) in connection with a scheduled program of music. It 
was determined that the programming of the music was reserved to the station 
but that the station hoped to identify a particular time for the University 
announcements in order that interested persons would regularly tune in at that 
time. The Cabinet expressed reluctance to get involved in this kind of 
identification if the University would not be allowed some control over the 
content of the program. Ed Strong suggested that the station might introduce 
University announcements with some sort of statement that these are presented 
as a public service, with which most of the Cabinet agreed. 

September 1959- Page 32 



Dan also raised the problems associated with the current practice of preparing 
stories for publication in the Daily Cal. He does not have sufficient time 
himself nor sufficient available staff for this and so it was suggested that 
in the future, stories might be suggested to D.C. staff, who might then 
interview an appropriate member of my Chancellor•s staff for more information 
on the i tern. 

Jim Hart pointed out that we still do not have a speaker for the University 
Meeting scheduled for September 24th, since we still don•t know if Clark Kerr 
will be available. No readily available substitutes come to mind ana the 
staff is very aware of the importance of the caliber of the speaker at the 
first University Meeting of the year in attracting future student attendance. 
Jim promised to get together with Garff Wilson and try to come up with some 
ideas about an effective last minute substitute speaker. 

Apparently a discussion regarding the policy for continuing faculty past 
normal retirement age did not get very far. Ed Strong presented a memo to me 
which he has prepared urging that the proposal currently under consideration 
by the Regents• Finance Committee be amendea to allow re-appointment for three 
full years (ages 67- 70) without the necessity of reviewing each case each 
year. The problem of how to aetermine who should be allowed to remain is 
particularly sticky, since the feeling is that those who should not be allowed 
to remain are precisely the ones who will want to continue. There was some 
discussion about the possibility of requiring a medical examination before 
re-appointment and the anticipated reluctance on the part of departments to 
recommend on this basis against continuing any faculty member who might wish 
to stay on. It was agreed that the Cabinet would recommena that I pr.esent all 
of these problems to the ceca for their consideration before allowing this 
matter to be considered by the Finance Committee further ana that the 
provision for year to year review should be eliminated. 

I noted a numbe~ of appointment letters sent out unaer my signature during my 
absence- to Adrienne Koch, as Chairman of the special ad hoc committee on the 
John Dewey Centenary Observance and to other members Lew1s S. Feuer, Freaeric 
Lilge, Phillip Rieff and E. W. Strong. 

A rat~er curt memo from Harry Wellman raises a number of questions regarding 
my proposed appointment of Nichol as C. Metropolis as Director of the Computer 
Center (such as salary, means of financing such a salary, plans to incluae a 
teaching appointment, etc.) which I thought had already been covered and 
concludes with the sentence, 11 lt seems to me also, that you might inaicate in 
more detail why someone of the stature of Metropolis should be appointed to 
head a campus service unit ... My response to that question will incluae a lot 
of speculation on my part about the future importance of computers in all 
areas of academic study and administration. It seems evident to me that we 
are already embarking on a 11 computer age 11

• 

Another memo from Well man, addressed to the Chief Campus Officers of each 
campus, requests reports on the effect of the policy recommended by the 
Committee on Educational Policy of the Academic Senate that allows temporary 
quotas for admission to be established when absolutely dictated by limitations 
of staff, space or equipment, as follows: 

11 a) what limitations or restrictions of admissions, if any, graduate or 
undergraduate, are being practiced by the departments, schools or colleges 
on your campus, this semester, b) what made these limitations or 
restrictions necessary, and c) what needs to be done to remove them? 11 
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I will ask Ed Strong to draft my response before the October lst deadline. 

A note from Milt Chernin informed me that he met this week in my stead with my 
cousin, Clark Johnson•s good friend John Sweat and his son, Jon, who is here 
to enroll in Chemical Engineering and is going out for freshman football. 

Ed Strong also left me a note to let me know that he spoke with Jack Kent and 
told him about his meeting with Catherine Bauer the week before. Kent told 
Strong that staff meetings are being held to follow up on the suggestion that 
a physical planning institute be established and that they are already working 
on rough draft proposals. 

I read a copy of an interesting letter from Clark E. Center (Vice President of 
Union Carbide Nuclear Company, which operates Oak Ridge National Laboratory) 
to Samuel R. Sapirie (AEC Area Manager for Oak Rjdge). In this memorandum he 
describes how the highly neutron-irradiated Pu23Y from the Savannah River 
reactors can be chemically separated at Oak Ridge in order to obtain the 
higher transplutonium isotopes for neutron irradiation in the proposed High 
Flux Isotope Reactor {HFIR) at Oak Ridge. He points out that due to the 
radiation hazards of the products, it will be necessary to build a new 
transuranium chemical separation facility for the products from the HFIR 
neutron irradiation. He suggests that the AEC should seek the authorization 
for this transplutonium processing facility at the same time and perhaps as 
part of the authorization for the HFIR itself. 

Monday, September 21, 1959 

Today is the first day of instruction of the semester and the new academic 
year. Even though I am not feeling very well this morning, it•s impossible to 
miss feeling the excitement generated by so many young people enthusiastically 
embarking on their "college careers". Attached is a list of the new faculty 
joining us this semester. I noted with particular interest and pride one of 
the visiting professors, Donald Glaser, a physicist who many believe will be a 
serious candidate for the Nobel Prize next year for his work in inventing the 
bubble chamber. We are hopeful that we will be able to convince Glaser to 
join our faculty on a permanent basis. 

I went directly to my Chancellor•s Office this morning, plunging into what is 
always one of the busiest weeks of the year for us. A large number of· letters 
and memoranda had been prepared for my signature so I settled right down to 
reading, approving and signing them. 

A memo to Clark Kerr points out that certain administrative deans and 
directors and top management personnel have not participated in either the 
academic (on July 1, 1959) or non-academic (on September 1, 1959) salary 
adjustments of 1959 and suggests that action be taken to remedy this situation. 

I also wrote to Vice Chancellor Sherriffs, Dean of Students Shepard, Foreign 
Service Officer Blaisdell, and Foreign Student Advisor Warrick, officially 
informing them that the Foreign Service Officer post for the Berkeley campus 
has been approved on an experimental basis for a period of two years and will 
be funded through the Dean of Students Office budget and under the Dean•s 
supervision. 
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New Faculty Members- 1959-60 
University of California, Berkeley 

Agricultural Economics 

Edward F. Renshaw, Associate in Experiment Station 

Air Science 

Norman J. DeBack (Lieutenant), Assistant Professor 
Eugene J. Kraft (Lt. Colonel), Associate Professor 
Jon R. Levy (Captain), Assistant Professor 

Anthropology 

Gerald D. Berreman, Acting Assistant Professor 
Frederica deLaguna, Visiting Professor 
Clifford J. Geerta, Assistant Professor 
Nancie Solien, Lecturer 

Architecture 

Art 

Donald J. Koberg, Instructor 
Charles W. Moore, Associate Professor 
Patrick J. Quinn, Instructor 

Sidney Gordin, Assistant Professor 

Astronomy 

Ludwig Bierman, Visiting Professor 

Bacteriology 

Mary C. Human, Associate 

Botany 

Robert E. Cleland, Visiting Assistant Professor 
Philip J. Snider, Assistant Professor 

Business Administration 

Samuel R. Arnold, Associate 
Edwin R. Baltimore, Associate 
Melvin K. Bers, Visiting Associate Professor 
Wayne S. Boutell, Associate 
Julian Feldman, Acting Assistant Professor 
Malcolm H. Gotterer, Visiting Assistant Professor 
Loyd C. Heath, Associate 
Tillo Kuhn, Associate 
Francesco Nicosia, Associate 
Harry S. Schwartz, Lecturer 
Wallace P. Smith, Assistant Research Economist and Visiting Assistant Professor 
Herman 0. Stekler, Acting Assistant Professor 
Sherman P. Storer, Lecturer 



Chemical Engineering 

E. Morse Blue, Lecturer 
Thomas H. Chilton, Regents Professor 

Chemistry 

William C. Agosta~sistant Professor 
Dudley R. Herschbach, Assistant Professor 
John A. Howe, Assistant Professor 
John P. Schaefer, Assistant Professor 
Charles H. Sederholm, Assistant Professor 
David A Shirley, Lecturer 
Kenneth Street, Jr., Professor 

City and Regional Planning 

John W. Dyckman, Visiting Associate Professor 
Don B. Martin, Acting Instructor 

Classics 

Ronald Syme, Sather Professor of Classical Literature 

Decorative Art 

Peter H. Voulkos, Assistant Professor 

Dramatic Art 

Frederick Than, Lecturer 

Economics 

Irwin Bernhardt, Associate 
June K. Flanders, Associate 
Frank H. Hahn, Visiting Professor 
Dale w. Jorgenson, Assistant Professor 
Nicholas Kaldor, Visiting Research Professor 
Norman Schneider, Associate 
Philip E. Sorensen, Associate 
Shanti S. Tangri, Lecturer 
Benjamin Ward, Assistant Professor 
Donald Winch, Lecturer 

Education 

Val Amsdorf, Acting Assistant Professor 
Royce R. Ronning, Assistant Professor 

Engineering 

Jaime Amorecho, Acting Assistant Profess.or of Civil Engineering 
Charles K. Birdsall, Associate Professor of Electrical Engineering 
Georg Braun, Acting Associate Professor of Electircal Engineering 
Salomon Fraiberg, Visiting Professor, Mechanical Engineering 
Guillermo Fuchs, Visiting Professor, Mechanical Engineering 



Douglas W. Fuerstenau, Associate Professor of Metallurgy 
Arthur Gill, Assistant Professor of Electrical Engineering 
Rudolf A. Miller, Visiting Lecturer in Electrical Engineering 
Thomas H. Pigford, Professor of Nuclear Engineering 
Chang Lin Tien, Acting Assistant Professor of Mechanical Engineering 
Alvin W. Trivelpiece, Assistant Professor of Electrical Engineering 
Lotfi Asker Zadeh, Professor of Electrical Engineering 

English 

Whitney F. Bolton, Instructor 
Richard Bridgman, Lecturer 
Robert B. Clayton, Lecturer 
Motley Deakin, Lecturer 
Barbara Garlitz, Instructor 
Martin Halpern, Instructor 
Edward L. Hart, Lecturer 
Frank MacShane, Visiting Assistant Professor 
Vivian Mercier, Visiting Lecturer 
Norman Rabkin, Instructor 
Robert T. Robertson, Visiting Fulbright Lecturer 
Louis Simpson, Assistant Professor 

Entomology and Parasitology 

Ronald W. Stark, Assistant Professor 

Food Technology 

William D. Brown, Assistant Research Marine Food Technologist in the 
Institute of Marine Resources 

French 

Jean Dagens, Visiting Professor 
Manfred M. G. Sandmann, Lecturer 

Genetics 

Patricia St. Lawrence, Assistant Professor of Genetics and Assistant 
Geneticist in the Experiment Station 

Geography 

Herbert Wilhelmy, Visiting Professor 

Geology 

Mark N. Christensen, Jr., Instructor 
Stanley A. Schumm, Lecturer 

German 

Eugene K. Grotegut, Instructor 
Hunter G. Hannum, Acting Instructor 



History 

Bryce Lyon, Professor 
Grady McWhiney, Visiting Instructor 
Harry C. Porter, Visiting Assistant Professor 
Hans Rosenberg, Visiting Shepard Professor of History 

-Herbert Rowen, Visiting Associate Professor 

Italian 

Remo Ceserani, Instructor 

Journalism 

Galen R. Rarick, Lecturer 

Landscape Architecture 

Law 

Robert T. Buchanan, Acting Assistant Professor 

Jerome A. Cohen, Acting Associate Professor 
George T. Frampton, Visiting Professor 
Edward C. Halbach, Jr;, Acting Associate Professor 
Dan F. Henke, Law Librarian and Lecturer in Law 
John R. Hetland, Acting Associate Professor 
Ira M. Heyman, Acting Associate Professor 

Librianship 

Vivian Prince, Visiting Lecturer 

Library 

Russell R. Shank, Assistant Librarian 

Mathematics 

John W. Addison, Jr., Visiting Lecturer 
Karol Borsuk, Visiting Professor of Mathematics 
David S. Carter, Visiting Associate Professor 
Roger J. Godement, Visiting Professor 
Marvin J. Greenberg, Instructor 
Yitzhak Katznelson, Lecturer 
Antoni A. Kosinski, Visiting Assistant Professor 
Azriel Levy, Visiting Assistant Professor 
Arthur N. Milgram, Visiting Professor of Mathematics 
John Milnor, Visiting Professor 
Maxwell A. Rosenlicht, Professor 
Edwin Spanier, Professor 

Military Science and Tactics 

Clayton V. Fitzgerald (Captain), Assistant Instructor 
Earl L. T. Hoag (First Lt.), Assistant Instructor 
Keith H. Houlson (Lt. Colonel), Associate Professor 



Naval Science 

William C. Meyer (Captain), Professor 
Jame~ P. Miller (Lt.), Assistant Professor 

Near Eastern Languages 

Klaus Baer, Lecturer in Egyptology 
John A. Boyle, Visiting Professor of Persian 
Masud Husain Khan, Visiting Lecturer in South Asian Languages 

Nutrition and Home Economics 

Rosemarie Ostwald, Associate 

Paleontology 

Joseph J. Graham, Visiting Associate Professor 

Philosophy 

Price Charlson, Visiting Assistant Professor 
Kurt R. Fischer, Lecturer 
John R. Searle, Assistant Professor 

Physical Education (Men) 

Chester W. Murphy, Assistant Supervisor of Physical Education 
and Varsity Tennis Coach 

William H. Phillips, Jr., Junior Supervisor 
William A. Tomaras, Assistant Supervisor 

Physical Education {Women) 

Joanna R. Gewertz, Junior Supervisor 
Rose Marie Meyer, Assistant Supervisor 
Roberta J. Park, Assistant Supervisor 
Dorothy M. Wendt, Assistant Supervisor 

Physics 

Sidney A. Bludman, Lecturer 
Sumner P. Davis, Lecturer 
Donald A. Glaser, Visiting Professor 
Robert A. Gross, Research Fellow 
Frederic Keffer, Visiting Professor 
William Paul, Research Associate 
Howard A. Shugart, Assistant Professor 

Physiology 

Walter J. Freeman, Assistant Professor 

Political Science 

William Buchanan, Visiting Legislative Research Professor 
Frederic N. Cleaveland, Visiting Professor 
James C. Davies, Visiting Associate Professor 
Richard S. Wheeler, Lecturer 



Psychology 

Tom Cornsweet; Assistant Professor 
Vaughn J. Crandall, Associate Professor (visiting) 
David A. Grant, Professor (visiting) 
M. Brewster Smith, Professor 

Public Health 

Ruth E. Simonson, Visiting Professor 

Slavic Languages and Literatures 

George Gibian, Associate Professor 
Serge Kassatkin, Lecturer in Russian 
Jerzy Roman Krzyzanowski, Lecturer in Polish 
Jadwiga Maurer, Lecturer in Polish 
Lottie w. Salz, Associate in Czech 
Michael Samilov, Acting Assistant Professor 

Social Welfare 

Alice E. Boggs, Field Work Supervisor 
Eda Jean Bolton, Lecturer 
Joseph Scott Briar, Assistant Professor 
Evelyn Citrin, Lecturer 
Margaret S. Gordon, Lecturer in Social Welfare 
Irving M. Kriegsfeld, Lecturer 
Herbert Maccoby, Lecturer 
Anne B. Panaccion, Field Work Supervisor 
Irving M. Piliavin, Acting Assistant Professor 
Mrs. Elliot Studt, Lecturer 

Sociology and Social Institutions 

Robert Alford, Lecturer 
Rene Konig, Visiting Professor 
William Nicholls, Lecturer 
William Petersen, Associate Professor 
Ingeborg Powell, Lecturer 

Soils and Plant Nutrition 

Lawrence J. Middleton, Assistant Specialist 

Speech 

Wallace A. Bacon, Visiting Professor 
Paul Edwards, Assistant Professor 
Hugh Nibley, Visiting Associate Professor 



SEPTEMBER 1959 

VISITING PROFESSORS AT THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY CAMPUS 
ACADEMIC YEAR 1959-60 

Name 

Milgram, Arthur 
Dagens, Jean 
Delagune, Frederica 
Grant, David A. 
Williams, Frederic C. 
Rocklin, Raymond 
Bacon, Wallace 
Nibley, Hugh W. 
Porter, Harry C. 
Rowen, Herbert H. 
Levy, Ariel 

Crandall, Vaughn J. 
Kostlan, Albert 
Samilov, Michael 
Sandmann, Manfred 

Morray, Joseph P. 
Albert, Calvin 
Wilhelmy, Herbert 

Kosinski, Antoni 
Charlson, Price E. 
Borsuk, Karol 
Schmetterer, Leopold 

Piliavin, Irving M. 
Syme, Ronald 
Rosten, Leo C. 
Milnor, John 
Fogel, Shaul R. 
Gibian, George 
Mellon, Stanley 
Cheit, Earl F. 
Berry, W i 11 i am 
Buchanan, William 
Cajori, Charles F. 
Frampton, George 
Boyle, John A. 
Carter, David S. 
Smith, Wa 11 ace 
Drachkovitch, Milorad 
McWhiney, Grady 
Cain, Leonard 
Denegri, Enrico 
Simonson, Ruth E. 
Godement, Roger 
Gotterer, Malcolm 
Schneider, Heinrich 
Konig, Rene 
Hahn, Frank 
Bers, Melvin K. 
Hart, Edward 

Department 

Mathematics 
French 
Anthropology 
Psychology 
Mackay Professor of EE 
Art 
Speech 
Speech 
History 
History 
Mathematics 

Psychology 
Psychology 
Slavic Language & Literature 
French 

Law 
Art 
Geography 

Mathematics 
Philosophy 
Mathematics 
Science 

Social Welfare 
Classical ·Literature 
Political Science 
Mathematics 
Mathematics 
Slavic Language & Literature 
History 
Economics 
Paleontology 
Political Scienc~ 
Art 
Law 
Near Eastern Languages 
Mathematics 
Business Administration 
Political Science 
History 
Sociology 
Italian 
Public Helath 
Mathematics 
Business Administration 
German 
Sociology 
Economics 
Business Administration 
English 

Home University 

Minnesota 

Bryn Mawr 
Wisconsin 
Romeley, Cheshire, England 
Charles Seide Workshop 
Northwestern 
Brigham Young 
Toronto 
Elmira 
Hebrew University 
Jerusalem, Israel 
Antioch College 

Stanford 
College of West Indies 
Kingston, Jamaica 

Pratt Institute 
Technische Hoschschule 
Stuttgart, Germany 
Polish Academy of Science 
Utah 
Uni. of Warsaw, Poland 
Math. Inst. de Univ. 
Hamburg, Germany 
San Francisco 
Oxford, England 
Look Magazine 
Princeton 
Tel Aviv, Israel 
Harvard 
Michigan 
Minnesota 
Boston 
usc 
Cooper Union 
Stanford 
Manchester, England 
Washington 
osc 
Belgrade, Yugoslavia 
Millsaps College 
Sacramento State 
Columbia 
USPH Serivce, New York 
Paris 
Harvard 
Northwestern 
Cologne, Germany 

Carnegie Tech 
Brigham Young 



Winch, Donald 
Addison, John 
Bierman, Ludwig 
Szmcelew, Wanda 
Keffer, Frederic 
Brice, James C. 
MacShane, Frank 
Ross, Stanley 
Rosenberg, Hans 
Davis, James C. 
Cleaveland, Frederic 
Church, Alonzo 
Ratoosh, Philburn 
Simpson, William T. 
Dalenious, Tore 
Detar, Delos 
Cleland, Robert E. 
Dyckman, John W. 
John, Peter W. M. 

Ashind, Nils R. 

Economics 
Mathematics 
Astronomy 
Mathematics 
Physics 
Geology 
English 
Engineering Science 
History 
Political Science 
Political Science 
Philosophy 
Psychology 
Chemistry 
Statistics 
Chemistry 
Botany 
City and Regional Planning 
Statistics 

Electrical Engineering 

Ann Arbor 
Max Plack Institute 
Warsaw 
Pittsburg 
Wash. Univ., St. Louis 
McGill University 
Lockheed 
Brooklyn 
CIT 
North Carolina 
Princeton 

Washington 
Stockholm 
South Carolina 
Oxford 

Calif. Res. Corp. 
Richmond, California 



Following a recommendation from Everett Howe, I signed letters appointing Earl 
R. Parker {Chairman), Harold A. Johnson, and Charles W. Tobias to serve on a 
special committee to review the record of Lev Akobjanoff and to make a 
recornnendation concerning his continuing employment with the University. 

I dictated and signed a letter to Emmanuel Tsipelzon, the Russian bookseller 
who sent me the marvelous gift of the Mendeleev book, remarking that I was 
deeply moved by his gesture of friendship and will always treasure it. I 
ended by expressing my 11 Sincere hope that our countries will be able to 
perpetuate the friendship extended through such individuals as yourself... I 
sent this letter as an enclosure in a thank you note to Edward L. Freers of 
the U.S. Embassy in Moscow, asking him to assist me further in forwarding the 
letter to Tsipelzon. 

I also filled out a nomination form supporting John Rasmussen as a candidate 
for the U.S. Junior Chamber of Conmerce 11Ten Outstanding Young Men of 1959 11 

Award, concluding my glowing recommendation with the justification that he 
deserves this honor, 

•• ••• not only because he has made and continues to make such valid 
contributions to his own field of nuclear science, but because of the 
effectiveness with which he contributes his time and talent to his 
communlty. He is an unusual young man whose interests range far beyond 
the area of science. He has a keen sense of social awareness and takes 
very seriously his responsibilities as an American citizen ... 

At about 11 a.m. I went up to the Radiation Laboratory to visit with my 
students and colleagues there before joining the regular Monday brown bag 
lunch meeting of the Chemistry group. While up on the Hill I signed a letter 
to Paul C. Cross recommending Darrah Thomas for a position in the Department 
of Chemistry at the University of Washington. 

About noon it became clear that my headache was developing into a bona fide 
migraine and I had to give up the idea of getting any more work done today and 
go home to rest and try to shake it off. This was particularly disappointing 
today since I was scheduled to attend a reception at the Sheraton Hotel for 
Premier Nikita Khrushchev of the Soviet Union and had been looking forward to 
my first meeting with the colorful Soviet leader. However, when I get a 
severe migraine headache, I am really not good for anything and realize there 
is nothing to do but wait it out. Sleep is always the best prescription so I 
went to bed as soon as I got home. 

As I was feeling a bit better this evening, I dragged myself out of bed to 
accompany Helen to a reception for new faculty members and their wives at the 
Haas Clubhouse in the Strawberry Canyon Recreational Area beginning at 8 p.m. 
Following coffee and light refreshments, a very brief program was held. Ed 
Strong acted as Master of Ceremonies for the occasion. I introduced the three 
Vice Chancellors, the Dean of the Graduate Division and the Dean of the 
College of Letters and Science and then made a few brief remarks. I mentioned 
that we expect to enroll over 20,000 students on our campus this semester and 
that our faculty now number over 1,000 FTE. I enumerated the five colleges 
{Agriculture, Chemistry, En9ineering, Environmental Design and Letters and 
Science), the nine schools (Business Administration, Criminology, Education, 
Forestry, Law, Librarianship, Optometry, Public Health and Social Welfare) and 
estimated the number of departments as about 75. I mentioned the proud 
tradition of faculty self-government at the University of California, 
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commenting that I would not burden them with all of the details of how this 
works but that they will receive a faculty orientation handbook in the mail 
which will describe this system in detail. I concluded by remarking that our 
university has incredible strength in its size, because of the diversity, 
facilities and exchanges it offers, but that this size can also be a 
disadvantage by creating some impersonality and sometimes hampering the 
spontaneity of the educational process for both the students and the faculty. 
I expressed the hope that the new faculty will soon find their niche here and 
that in their teaching and advising will help the students to find theirs. I 
welcomed them to the University and said that I look forward to the 
opportunity to get better acquainted with all of them. I then beat a swift 
retreat since I was still feeling pretty miserable and not in the best spirits 
to be my most gracious self. 

This evening while we were at the reception, Pete attended a reunion with his 
friends from Camp Coder (the boy scout camp at Lake of the Woods that he went 
to last summer). Helen, who had not planned to attend the reception for new 
faculty because I had planned to be at the Khrushchev reception, chose (more 
or less at the last minute) to accompany me to the Haas Clubhouse and 
therefore, missed the meeting for parents of Eric•s kindergarten class 
scheduled at the same time. 

Tuesday, September 22, 1959 

Shortly after I arrived at my Chancellor•s Office this morning, I had a 
meeting with Dave Armor in my office. He wanted me to allow graduate student 
representation on the Executive Committee of the ASUC as an interim measure 
for next semester until their new organization 1s worked out. I said that we 
have given this whole problem more consideration than almost anything we did 
last year and we want to stand by our decision. He gave all the arguments 
about taxation without representation and I explained that this is not true 
and how the fee is used. He mentioned that there is some kind of initiative 
afoot to have a chancellor-appointed grad representation. I then mentioned 
the incident of the songs at the Executive Committee retreat and told him that 
this was not in good taste. We spent five minutes talking about his general 
responsibilities and I said that we are looking forward to his handling them 
well. The conversation seemed to go well, on the whole. 

I was a little annoyed, after Armor left, to see that this morning•s copy of 
the Daily Californian carried an article headlined 11President Armor Opposes 
Removal of ASUC Grad Reps .. and quoting him as saying that the action of the 
Chancellor•s Office in removing these graduate student representatives is 
.. extremely unfair11

• On the editorial page I received even more negative 
comments on this administrative decision: 

.. Secondly, the Chancellor•s action was an unfortunate example of what 
might be called •creeping administrationism•, extended into an area where 
student authority should have exerted itself. No doubt, the graduate 
students wanted disassociation. But the administration•s actions smacked 
strongly of benevolent dictatorship ... 

At 9:30 a.m. I met with Allen Blaisdell in my office. He made a plea for the 
administration paying more attention to the committees of the Board of 
Directors of International House. He said that a number of members have 
complained and some have threatened to resign. He told me that he has already 
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received my letter of yesterday•s date placing him under the Dean of Students 
and that he thinks this will work out all right, if there is some 
flexibility. For example, when it involves faculty, he might want to contact 
the Institute of International Relations, etc. I told him that in cases like 
that, he should send carbon copies of any memoranda to Dean Shepard. I also 
told him that I had intended to speak to him before sending my s·eptember 21st 
memo but apparently it has gone out in the meantime. We went over the agenda 
for this afternoon•s meeting and in the course of this I told him that Alex 
Sherriffs is going to make a tentative report on the place of International 
House in the University•s overall resident hall program. He said that he 
hopes that this will not be final but might be subject to discussion by 
International House committees and I agreed. 

I then left the office to keep my appointment with my oculist, Dr. Johanson, 
in the American Trust Building in Berkeley. He gave me an eye examination and 
fitted me for glasses. 

When I returned to my office, I had a few spare minutes to deal with some 
correspondence before going ahead with the day•s tight program of meetings and 
appointments. I signed a letter to Chief Justice Earl Warren, inviting him to 
give the prestigious Jefferson Lectures in 1960-61. 

I also wrote to Clark Kerr regarding the location and size of the proposed 
Undergraduate Library, agreeing with the first three of the four comments he 
pencilled onto my memo to him of July 30th (concerning access from Dwinelle, 
appropriate size and use of·smaller specialized libraries, etc.) but arguing 
that the proposed size of the Undergraduate Library is the absolute minimum 
acceptable to adequately serve the undergraduate population. I pointed out 
that the special committee appointed to study this question determined, based 
on an estimated student population of 25,000, that the library should be 
designed to seat 2,000- 2,500 students and to house 150,000- 250,000 books. I 
added that a 2,000 seat, 150,000 volume 1 ibrary requires 78,500 net useful 
square feet and, based on an estimated enrollment of 35,000, 3,000 seats and 
103,000 net useful square feet would be required. I concluded my letter by 
saying, 

11 The need for an Undergraduate Library grows more pressing constantly and 
the need for an appropriate site on which a new building specifically 
designed for the Undergraduate Library uses remains an essential need of 
this campus. Student recreational activities are now to be cared for and 
symbolized by a handsome new Union complex. It is highly desirable that 
the formal educational activities of the University be as appropriately 
housed and as handsomely and forcibly symbolized. This, I believe, can be 
achieved in a new Undergraduate Library directly to the east of the Life 
Sciences Building ... 

I read a disappointing, but not unexpected, letter from Hugh Dryden (Deputy 
Administrator of the National Aeronautics and Space Administration [NASA]) 
regarding our proposa 1 that NASA. support a Space Sciences Laboratory on the 
Berkeley campus. He apologizes for being so long in responding to Bill 
Fretter•s letter of May 15th, explaining this in part by the delay of Congress 
in passing the appropriation bill for the 1960 fiscal year (which was just 
signed at a figure some S30 million less than the President•s budget 
estimate). He went on to describe some of the individual research projects in 
space sciences currently being supported by NASA. at various universities 
across the country and to conclude, 
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"Consequently I feel that the best path to follow at this time toward the 
rapid realization of a center of activity at the University of California 
comparable to the proposed Space Sciences Laboratory is the natural one of 
expanding such individual project activity." 

At noon I popped by a meeting in 155 Dwinelle to greet people attending a 
meeting kicking off the Campus Crusade at ~hich Bob Kerley presided. 

I then held a meeting of my Cabinet, which was attended by everyone, in the 
Chancellor's Conference Room. The majority of the meeting was devoted to my 
reports on the September meeting of the CCCO, the various Regential 
committees, and the meeting of the Board of Regents. 

I also announced that Bill Fretter will be Vice Chancellor during Ed Strong's 
sabbatical absence next spring and that Bill should see Bob Brode in the 
President's Office, who is studying the organization of the Graduate Division, 
about such questions as research contracts, teaching assistants, and 
non-faculty research personnel. 

Maribel Montgomery outlined the plans for the first of the informational 
meetings for deans and departmenta 1 chairmen; Ray Bress 1 er will speak about 
the policy and procedures for promotions, budgets~ etc. and will pass out some 
mimeographed materials to serve as future references in these areas. Clint 
Gilliam will speak about procedures for making teaching assignments, etc. and 
either Ed Strong or Jim Hart will describe the functions of the CAAC 
(Chancellor's Administrative Advisory Council) and the AAC (Academic Advisory 
Committee). ~1aribel will be responsible for preparing all of the materials 
for these meetings, which Strong and I will review. 

We decided to invite Vice President Kardelj of Yugoslavia to speak at a 
University Meeting late this year. 

------------After the meeting Bill Fretter and I spoke briefly about the progress on the 
Lawrence Memorial Hall. He met with Lionel Viales last week and learned that 
the brochure should be out some time early this week. Viales was apparently a 
bit alarmed by a meeting he had with Kerr's "gift man" Joe Mixer about a 
fundraising campaign for the Hall. Bill tried to de-emphasize the importance 
of this (as I would have done) by pointing out that the Regents have already 
committed $6 million to the project and that should be enough to get us 
going. I agreed with Bill's feelings that the most important next-steps are 
to find a director and skeletal staff for the Hall and to get the 
architectural competition launched. I. suggested that we put off holding a 
meeting of the EOL Memorial Advisory Committee at a Regents Meeting until we . 
have more real progress to report--all the while urging that we make some real 
progress so that we will have something tangible to report. I am more than a 
little frustrated by how very long it took to even produce a simple brochure 
describing the goals of this important project. 

At 2:15 p.m. Bob Kerley and I met in my office by appointment to discuss 
business matters, such as equipment budgets and major land acquisition 
programs. He told me that the equipment budget for Chemistry Unit #1 has been 
red~ced from $1.7 million to $1.4 million through consultation with the 
statewide offices. Bob was concerned about how to proceed with my request 
that he speak with Petray of Anna Head School about our desire to purchase 
their property near the campus now that we have received the presidential 
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directive instructing us that the Treasurer of the Regents has sole 
responsibility for land acquisition negotiations. We agreed that he should 
draft a letter to Harry Wellman requesting that building program money for 
land acquisition be used in part for a down payment for Anna Head School but 
that actual contact and negotiations be accomplished by the Treasurer. 

Kerley reported that the price of $230,000 has been set by EBMUD for Chaparral 
Hill with the condition that they not be required to supply water. De~10nte is 
making a water study so that the Treasurer's Office can be advised of 
University plans concerning water. When this information is available, 
negotiations can resume. 

He also told me that the owners of the Mira Vista Country Club have less 
interest in selling that property than they did a short time ago since one of 
the former stockholders who was most interested in selling has disposed of his 
interest. 

He asked for some guidance from me on how he might testify at a hearing 
regarding an off-sale liquor license for which he has been subpoenaed; I 
advised him to answer their questions carefully and cooperatively, but to 
avoid taking any sort of position on the issue. (Questions concern such 
issues as the exact boundaries of the University as established by the 
Regents, since state law prohibits the off-sale liquor business in close 
proximity to the University campus.) 

At 3:10p.m. Antoni Oppenheim (~iechanical Engineering) came in to talk with me 
about the deanship of the College of Engineering and progress in recruiting 
for his department. In connection with the latter, a number of candiaates 
will be visiting the campus within the next month. Oppenheim also mentioned 
that he has talked with Ken Pitzer and Carl Helmholz about establishing a new 
School of Science and Technology. He told me, confidentially, that his 
selection for dean of such a school would be Pitzer, but, of course, he has 
not discussed this with Pitzer. 

At 3:30p.m. I presided over a meeting of the Board of Directors of 
International House. I opened the meeting by describing the work that has 
gone into our consideration of an essential reorganization of the I-House 
administrative structure, listing off a nunilier of meetings that I or members 
of my staff have attended and the number of reports we have studied to gather 
information about people's feelings on this subject. I summarized the 
conclusions that we have reached: 

1) that !-House should be integrated to a maximum degree into the_ 
University Residence Halls program; that undergraduate foreign students should 
be housed in the residence halls and that graduate students (both foreign ana 
native) should be housed in !-House according to some loose formula; that 
management of I-House will be handled by the regular campus Business Office 
and Housing Office and the !-House Board will serve as an advisory boara to 
the Chancellor; 

2) that the Director of I-House will henceforth be a member of the Dean 
of Students staff and that the program for foreign students will be the Dean's 
responsibility; 

3) that the nori-residence spaces in !-House shoula be used as offices by 
bureaus and institutes devoted to international relations (such as the 
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Institute of International Studies and the Bureau of International Relations). 

I emphasized that it is no longer necessary to rn~intain !-House as a separate 
corporation. The new legislation has taken care of the problem with employing 
foreign students and it is a great deal less difficult than it once was to 
finance cross-cultural programs, which are easily justified by the way that 
they serve to broaden the experience and enhance the education of native 
students. 

The Board voted, among other things, on the membership of a number of 
committees to assist them in various matters at 1-House. I will write letters 
appointing the following people to the Committee on Residence and Membership: 
Adrian Kragen, R. A. Cockrell, Katharine Towle, H. J. Vaux, M. L. Zeff and 
Armin Rappaport. I was also instructed by resolution of the Board to write a 
letter to Leonardus Van Dyk, passing on the resolution commending him on his 
extraordinary service to International House since his appointment July 1, 
1930 and ending only with his retirement this summer. 

When I returned to my Chancellor's Office quite late in the day, I took a few 
minutes to read correspondence before packing up the balance of journals, etc. 
to take home for my evening reading. 

A note from Bob Karplus reported that the work of the Committee on Elementary 
School Science is progressing very well. Thanks to a grant from the National 
Science Foundation, they have been able to set up an office on Piedmont Avenue 
and begin their work. Bob says that several faculty members have expressed 
great interest in their work and, in particular, Nella Pace has expressed 
interest in joining the committee. It-seems to me that it would be an 
excellent idea to appoint Pace; however, I will refer the question to Bill 
Fretter since I have delegated responsibility for this committee to him. 

A memo from Ray Bressler (former Chairman of the Budget Committee) describing 
the acceleration and salary increase patterns for faculty, is sufficiently 
intriguing to merit attaching here. This is in response to my request for 
comments on the draft report of our "Bright Young Men" Committee. It points 
out that acceleration in promotion has become much more prevalent in the last 
several years: 

"Considering promotions to Assistant Professor, Associ ate Professor and 
Professor, 26 per cent were accelerated in 1956 as compared with 35 per 
cent in 1959 ••• The major change has been in the tenure promotion from 
Assistant to Associate Professor. In 1956, 54 per cent of promotions to 
tenure involved the normal six-year period, 32 per cent were accelerated, 
and 14 per cent decelerated. In 1959, on the other hand, only 33 per cent 
were at the normal rate, 59 per cent involved acceleration, ana 8 per cent 
were dece 1 era ted." 

This evening at home in the study I read a number of scientific journals, etc. 

I also got a chance to read the University Bulletin of yesterday's date. 
Among other things, it reported the sh1ft 1n personnel and assignments 
regarding public relations functions here and at UCLA and in the President's 
Office and announced the fact that Douglas Young (formerly editor of the 
University Bulletin) is joining my staff as an Administrative Analyst. 
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Subject: Recruitk of "Bright Young Men" in the Sciences ;~I · 11i 

. v. o. ~udsen lettar, February 12, 1959 !{ : J/ 
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Dear Chancellor Seaborg: . · . · . .. . . . . '.: ! 1 1 

.lt 1ong last~ the BorkeJ.ei Budget Cooa:l.ttee aubmitli ito report·~ ll .. O.r 
acceleration and laJ.ar:r increase in the various fields ot the Barkel.V Q~pus. 
A SUIIUil817 ot tind:Jlngs is given below 1 while supporting. statistical t~le•! are 
presented in an ~endix. . · · . .· . . · . . If ; ): · 

1. Accelara~on in promotion bas become more cOmm.on. on the Ber4el~ Campus 
in the past tour fears. Considering promotions to Assistant Professcir, Associate 
Professor, and Pr'tessor, 26 per cent were accelerated in 1956 as c~1pared with 
35 per cent in 1959· The average lengths of service in rank prior ' prOmotion 
were 2.0 ,-ears ul IDatructor, 5.9 years as Assistant Professor, and .5 ~ears as 
Associate Proteesrr in l956J in 1959. these periods were 2.1, ,.3, I ,,a years, 
respectiveq. . il 

I ~ 

2. '!be major change has been 1n the tenure prCIIlot.ion from Assi , tan~ to 
Aseociate Protesspr. ID 19561 S4 per cant of praaotions to tenure i~Ol1fed the 
normal six-year ~riod, 32· par cct were accelerated, and 1h per cen1f de~elerated. 
ID 19591 · on the oth .. : er hand, onq 33. ·.per cent were .. at normal rate, ~59. '.iper

1
. ':cent in-

vol"fed accelal"ation, and 8 par cent were decelerated. ,i : . , . 
; ' .· . . :: : •!, 

3· Accelar~ed pztQilOtions ar~ distributed throughout. the entir: c ·. us, but 
thq .are most comilaon in such fields as the P~ical Sciences, Math tic~, and 
Chaaistry. Dur:l.Df the tour-year period 19$6-1959, 28 pel" cent of a1 pr~otions 
involved sme acc~laration. The proportion with acceleration in the: Pey'sical. 
Scimces and Ma~tica vas 53 per cent, however, while in Cheuistr: it;1

jWa& 

4S per cent. othF abova-avel"age fields incl .. uded the Social Science.. ~:tl 31 p. er 
cent and PD&ineertnc with 33 per ceat. The DUIIlbers ot promotions in: an'(l field 
1D a part.tcular 7~ &1'e too •all to penlit clear~ signiticant con: lu ons, 
but there is SCIIlel evideace that during the tour-year period the prev, . e of 
accelerated prcmo~on increased in the ~sical Sciences and Math c . 
Chfllliatr7, the SoCial Sciences, aDd in Buaineaa Jdministration. i 1 

4. It is kcult to obtain meaningful aUIIIIlarJ' statistics th~ r ,: ate the 
rate ot sal.ar,- ~&Dee cd prom.otion to the levels of initial appoinptelit, y,t 
it is clear that ··Youn& Ph.D.•• are n011 be:l.nc· appointed as Assistant fl'of'~sors 
rather than IDatJrlJctor• 1n IUIDJ' t1elda. COnsidering the whole c8111p~, ~~t2 per 
cent ot acldsaic~ladder tacult,- msbers were Instructors in 1955-56; thi!l propor
tion hid declin .. to 4.2 per cent in 1958•59· In terms ot promotio . ac~ons', 
21 per cent ot aljl·: Berkele;y promotions JUde effective in 1956 were ~~.,' tructor 
to Aaai•tant ~ssorJ ~ 16 per oct were 1D this category in l !59 •! · The 
nidence by t1el.cle 1• aaaadlat abiguous, but there is some indica .on 1 at this 
rank is still us •'; frequently in the Jlamaa1ties and the Arts. The urr~t Cata-
logue o~ DepU'ta ~ at Berkeley,. tor U811ple, .Usta 40 .·Instructors [!, rr.:ting 

IJJ.4Jd?t~ ·~ C.z;:;.-;k .. ~J,~ .. ~~(()A:_ if'A!/s-9 
./£(Sa~ rot7r, #~-- ~rs g~w /oj,"J;-9- ... :_ ~~~- / 
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. ChancenoJ: GlEIUl T. Seaborg -2- , Sep :, er 9!, 1959 

'i, . 'l'l 
:1 'I 

Instruc t,or' (exclusive of 18 Instructors and Clinical In.st ;tors i '1 Nursing 
and in OptPIIletry): 17 ~n the Language Group--English, Frenc ~ Get.' 1 Italian, 
and Spanis~-Portugese; lD in the Arts--Architecture; the rEIIl,: nder argell;y 
scattered ~oughout such departments as Anthropology, Astro , pmy, ochemistry, 
Chemical ~nearing, Geology, Physical Education, and Public iJiealt ~ An im
portant exbeption is Mathematics, where five Instructors tt-e burr8llj~ly l.iJsted. 
Chemistry,! while not listing Instructors at present, has~· t.req~t u~e of 
this rank ll.n recent years. In these tvo cases, the ability attract men as 
Instructor.& mq be related to the. re. putation of the departm~'ft, coup.' led 'Wii.th a 
history of!' more-rapid-than-normal advancement after the init ap . 'ti.ntment. 

. .': . . . . t, i . ! ·. 

5. S~ advances above Step III . of the Professorship · i whil81' not directly 
involved i' the competition tor outstanding young men, are sif' itic ' t in the 
total picture. <h the Berkele;y _Campus, 69 per cent or all " . .gib " Professors-
defined as I those who have been at or above Salary Step III t at 1 ast three 
years-hav' moved into the above-maximum steps •. In 1958-591 223 professors fell 
in this e¥-gible group; 67 ot thi. a group .. remained at St~ I:Ql~ wbil" 1.46 were in 
the abova-,~axillum steps with levels ranging t.raa 1 to _8!. at~~ abov~ maximum; 
the aver• tor all eligible professors waa 2.2 steps above ~um'i- Data by 
tielda indfLcate that advanceaent above the regular salary rB9e is ~despread. 
throughout11 the Caapus. The largest proportions in. the abov~aximu* ranges, 
however, :te found in Lair, Cheiatr,y, Business .&dministratio~ an!d\the Physical 
~~a:ur T ScienceaJ. the average atepa obove .,.- are al ~ hi ~~in ~se 

· 6. ~tailed studies ot the rate ot advance for all fac ty m ;,; ers in 
Chemistry,i Physics, and Mathematics tor the period since 194 

1 
indiq~te thjat the 

average ¥ructor vas appointed at age 27 or 28. years. The j;&ver~~ age 'When 
advanced. ~the "above-maximUJil" salary steps ot the Prof'essCJ!;ahip w-as 39 in 
Chaaiat.rJ, 4la in Physics, and 47 in Mathematics. The averag~ 11ab~~a.x:i,llUII" 
Professor . Chemistry' has been 1D that classification f'Or a~. ut l<JLyear~ and 
is about ai% sal.ar7 steps above maximum; in Fhysics, the aveli!'ages ~e ll years 
and tive atepsJ in Mathematics, 4 years and three steps. St.ted i~! another way, 
normal progress tram Step I Instructor through Step III Professor involves a 
total or ~3 years; on the Berkeley Campus, the average Chaai~t has igone through 
these r. in CO per cent ot the normal time~ the average Plb'sici~~ in 75 per 
cent, aDd the average Mathematician in 82 per cent of the no~al t.'Lfe. These 
rapid rates ot advance have continued into the above-1Jlaximum!salarY.jj ranges. 

7 •. k is dii'ficult to compare the advance in Chemistry!, Physics, and 
Mathaaa~wi th that in Law because the latter School is on i!a sub~antially 
di.f.t"erent aai s. In Lair, the typical lllinimua. appc:lntmen~ is il as Lecturer or 
Acting iate Professor at sal&r7 equivalent to Step III ¥ the Associate 
Professor . P• Praaotion to Professor occurs atter one ora·o year~, and the 
nomal. nine-;rear period ot the Salary Steps I, n, and III e covered in three 
or tour ,.ears. The typical Lall Professor, aa a consequence, is in !the above
ma::dmum salar.y range; the averages tor this group are 43 1 ,s ot .e wh~n 
ad-vanced to the above-maximum salary steps, 6 years in above"F-axim* ranges, 
and 6.3 s~ary steps .above maximum. Perhaps the most meani~~ eqrtparison is 
in terms ~t the age distribution ot Professors when advanced~.:ito th1! abov~
maximum scale: In taw, this rmgea trca 33 to 56 year&J. in l.:flards'9t"1, f'l'cm 
31 to 46 l'fears; in fh1sics, !Tom 3S to S6 years; and in Math.atic~, f'rcm 41 
to 54 yeas. While the special status ot the Law School hasf· '~~ted appoint
ments in the loww ranks, it appears that the above-maxf.mum . of'es ors in Chem
istry, Physics, ancl, to a somewhat lesser extent, MatbEIIlatic . are ~latiV.ely on 
par with ~eir Law School counterparts. 1 ·, 
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a. Fin~. it sP,ould be emphasized that the promotion process ls elridently 

discriminating. Accelerated promotions, while more common in some £i;~ldsil than in 
others, are found in all areas o£ the Canpus. Distinguished pro£ess<ts ate ad- . 
vanced high into the above-maximUDJ sa.l.ary ra.nges in virtual4r all £i~s1;.: By the 
same token, some individuals in all fields advance at a rate slower $ani pormal, 
and some never go above the regular top £or the Professorship. Whil=onnal ad-
vance is character:i.stic or more than half' o£ all promotions, the sys oc faculty 
and administrative reviell results in a signi.t.icant spread above and ''; 1~1 this 
normal rate. l, ~~~· 
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Statistical ApPendix 

:lil i 

·ji ·i !.i 

1
'11· 

"'' !i 
'I' '! ·!I 

Rates ot pranotion and salary increase in the University ot Caltfornia have 
i 

varied tran time to time as the general economy has passed through depre~sion, 
! . 

war prosperity, and postwar inflation. As a consequence, any study basJ on the 
i! i ' 
H I ; 

::r•T~=~i=~ ;ec: :~::=~;.·:.:~::::: :: +=l:ad-
. Ti , 

recent yearss (1) a SUDIIlBry ot all promotions made effective during ,;i:,he tour-
' . . . ·... ·. -J .· 

year period 1956-1959; and (2) detailed studies ot all advances sincei 1945' tor 
· .(1 I 

'i,·j 

all academic-ladder starr maDbera in Chemistry, Physics, Mathanatics!f and Law. 

The major results ot these studies are sUlliiiUlrlzed in the following t~les. 
:I 



f, 

-5-

q 
'i' I 
·I, 
.I 
I,· 

TABLE 1 ~ ' 
~ . 

i I 

Percentage Distribution of Accelerated, Bormal, I. 
' 

aDd Delayed Promotions, by Rank 
Berkeley Campus, 1956-1959 1, 

i.:i i 
Rank from which promoted J I 

Associate Assistant ' 
lUw ' 1: 

Period Professor Professor Instructor ., All r 
,, 
i 

1222::12~2 
I ; 

h~ 

Accelerated 26 39 I 8 2t j, ' 

I il 

I 86 I' 

i 
Bomal. 52 52 ~~ ! 

j!; il 
' Delayed 22 9 I 8 l~j I I 

i :ilj ! 
~ I '!j' ; I i 

' I ! Accelerated 21 32 I 12 2~~~ I 
' I 
' I 

5'11: I 
!lor..l 112 54 : 76 

l 
I Delayed 3l 14 12 1S

1 

' I I I l I 1:222 
28 l 3' Accelerated I 59 0 

; i l Bomal ! 6o I 33 93 I 5~! ; I 
I ! ! ' I ''J 

i i i lC ;! Delayed I l2 i 8 l 7 ., I I l i 
i I 

; I . I 
! ' 
; 

' 
t 
'ji 
\I 

j ~ !· 

il: , .. 
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i; 
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TABLE 2 

hrcentap Distribution ot Accelerated, lfonaal, ud Delayed. Promotiona 
Be~keley Campus, 1956-1959 

Letters and Science 
Bueineea Pbyaic&i · 

! ties &D4 . Social Sciucea Batura!. . Aaricul~ Adain1.. Chela-

-, 

ED81· Other pro- All 
Period ' Arts ; Sciences and Math . Sciences ; Other , Total , ture 1 tration , 1stry 1 neering , teaaional , campus t 

19~12~ 
Accelerated 19 37 53 22 9 31 15 28 45 33 13 28 

Bormal. 65 50 36 71 JK) 43 ' 70 66 55 54 65 58 

Delayed 1.6 13 u 1 45 26 15 6 0 13 22 14 

~ 
18 Ito 29 0 Ito 29 14 50 44 0 26 Accelerated 17 

Bormal 64 50 •~to 57 33 51 42 86 50 44 75 55 . 
Delayed 18 33 20 14 67 9 29 0 0 12 25 19 

~ 
64 Accelerated· 20 50 14 0 3 0 67 67 36 29 35 

Bormal · i 70 22 33 1 86 100 92 67 33 33 57 71 55 I 

Delayed i ~ " 17 0 0 5 ! 33 0 I 0 7 0 10 
I -·· ··-. 

... ··- - - _,-- ' . -· ... ··-··· 

, 

• 0'\ 
I 

·1 
:_~---------~ .. ,_.... -- - -----~ ~-:.~~ -:~~--"'!'" ~-'"~"""'"""'"'""'·c·c_:__;_._-______ 2..:__~~=o,': ---~ ···"- .. c·.c=;-c·.-·~:~--~ · .... :: ., ..... ···· .. c. ::·---~. 



TABLE 3 

Averqe Years ill Bank Prior to Promotion 
Berkeley Campus, 1956-1959 

.-~-- -~-uers-&iid8c1ence -- --------
Year ot ltiwanJ. JibialC&l - Bua1De88 

promotioa to · tiea and Social Sc~c•• · •atunl .Agricul- Mm1nt a- Chela- Engi- Other pro- All 
higher rauk 1 Arts I Sciences I and Math I Science• • Other ~· !otal I ture I traticm , istq . ueeriDg I teasional I C!U!l,PUS 

1956-1959 
Associate 
Professor 

Assistant ... 

6.2 

Protesaor 5.7 

Iut~tor 

~ 
· Associate 

Professor 

Asaistaut 
Professor 

IDatructOJ' 

2.0 

6.2 

5.9 

2.0 

5.8 5.7 5·9 8.0 

5.4 5.1 5·7 8.5 

2.0 2.0 a.o 2.2 

6.3 '·' 6.0 12.0 

6.0 6.0 5·3 12.0 

2.0 - .... 2.0 

6.1 

5.6 

2.0 

6.4 

6.2 

2.0 

6.7 

6.0 

1.8 

7.4 

6.0 

1.8 

5.6 5.5 

5-7 5.0 

2.0 2.0 

6.0 5.5 

5.8 5.0 

2.0 2.0 

6.1 6.2 6.1 

5.9 6.6 5.7 

2.0 2.0 2.0 

6.0 6.5 

5.1 6.7 5.9 

2.3 2.0 2.0 

• .....:j 
I 

' 

i 1959 . - . i 
: AasocJ.ate. --~----·-~ --,.,-.. ---~~=·=,---~~=-=--===~-- c-•=---~~c_-._,~~=···="--"'·"'·=·""'""" -.~o'''C_oo"C:-"'=""=--· ··-' ...... ,_, ;.""-:_.J 

~feasor 5· 7 5.8 6.2 5. 7 6.0 5.8 6. 7 4.5 6.0 5.6. 6.0 5.8 l 

Aaaiatant 
~~~··r~~~.H§Ol" --~- 5!4 ••·'--- 4.8 ····· 4~3 ·· .. 6.0 · '-.. .. --:-~--4.9 ·'---••. 6.0--- 4.5 •. _§_~§ .. __ 5.3 5e3 
~"F-j-W..,.,_,.,... --:..:=-:::=..=:--·-;... .. ·----\....:.: .. -··-, :.:..:.....:... . ..:...--'-=-·--- . -=-E~.-~.------:._ . ..:....::;---:. ·-- ····- ---··-· _-_-::;:::::.__ ~-··c.-.-~---:,::::_~.;~,~=-:·· -•.:... ...... -. - v=- :-::::·--·------·-----·. 

__ -~--- _w~n.o1!9~-~-- _ ~~.l,.-... . -a.o . 2 .. 0. 2.0 --- ·-------· .a.l ===-'-='--- ·::.,;..:~=---- --~ - .. --- -.2.,1==~~--

..L.________ _______ _________J_____ l 
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TABLE 4 

Percentage DistributiOA of Promotions, by Bank 
Berkeley Callpus, 1956-1959 

Letters ~SciiPCe 
Bank frail Bumani• PhysiC&i Business 

' 

which pro- ties and Social Sciences Jfatural Asricul• Adminia- Che&- .&lgi• Other pro- All 
aoted . . Arts ~. Sciences , and Math , Sciences , Other , !otal , ture , tration , istry , neerins , fessional , c:~us 

1956-1959 
Associate 
ProfesaQI' 

· •. · 

Aa.aiatant 
~eseor 

Instructor 

. .ill2 
Associate 
Professor 

Assistant 
Professor 

Instructor 

~ 
.4aaociate 
:frOfeesor 

39 

35 

26 

29 

59 

12 

4o 

35 

50 

15 

50 

17 

33 

36 

Jt2 

47 

u 

60 

4o 

0 

42 

39 

47 

14 

57 

43 

0 

43 

116 . 39 

18 

36 

33 

34 

33 

100 

41 

20 

42 

45 

13 

41 

51 

31 

18 

36 

43 

21 

100 

39 

39 

22 

14 

57 

29 

67 

28 

36 

36 

24 

38 

38 

33 

39 

52 

9 

22 

45 

33 

50 

48 

35 

17 

0 

75 

25 

57 

4o 

41 

19 

33 

40 

21 

lt6 

' '. 

I 

f> 

I ,. 
! . 
I 

i 
i· 

-- ·- ~ ·:~~~!::!··~---"27:c:c=~~'· --~;7-· ___ ; .. ·-50·,~---:-,:-~-. ---·i4~=~~,~=~---'(f"'~·==-36·"~'·-----~=o'''~'-"="~~ -33''-=··=tif- · ···5o----··-· ~3=::_:·~:-=""'')ff"--'~~ -~ 
I 

I Inetructo:_ L- 33 7 8 43 0 23 ! 0 0 0 o---
j 
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0 16 
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TABLE 5 

Bank and Age Characteristics of Faculty 1D Chemistry, 
P~sics, Mathematics, ~d Law 

Berkeley Campus!/ 

Jhemistrz 
. Instructor 
' Assistant Professor 

Associate Professor 
Professor 

1: Above •x1mra 
I· (Steps above) 
I> 

~hysics 
! Instructor 
' AasistaDt Protessor 
· .Aasoc1ate Proteasor 
I 
I Protessor 
i Above wx1•• 
'I (steps above) 
I 

lfatheatics 
. : Instl'UCtor ,,, 

:l: AaaistaAt. Professor 
1! Associate Proteaaor 

Protessor 
Above wx1•• 
(Steps aboft) 

2-3 
4-6' 
l-7 
2-12 
1-10 

(1-5.5) 

A 

27 
29 
'4 3 ' 
36 
39 

28 
29 
34 
36 
44 

28 
31 
36 
4o 
47 

rl ~ li 
!r! 
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Where de~ts are grouped 1n this report, the fol.lowiDg cal'·, gories tiave 
been used. 

I :I 
Letters 8DCl Science: 1 

I: 
1. HUIIaDi ties &lld Arts !i 

. I /J 

All lallguages, classics, philosophy, speech, jOUl'llalism~. art, 
decorative art, 111lpis:tics1 IIUSic, subJect A. [/ 

2. Social Sciences ~:r 
ij 

.· . l.f 
PeracaalityAssess.ent Illstitute, Social Science Integrated Course, 
Illteraatioll&l Studies Institute, political science, histPry, eco-
11C111ca, geography, psychology, BDthropology, sociology, lu. c. 
Archaeological Survey, Bureau Business &lld EconOIDics Re 'earch, 
B8ller Committee tor Research ill Social Economics, B Develop. 
ment Illstitute, Industrial RelatiCDs Institute. 

3. Physical Sciences aDd Hath 

Matbematica, statistics, physics, astrCil~, radiation borator,y, 
COJIPUtiD& cuter. j 

4. •atural ScieD.Ces . · · · · ~~· 
. r 

1 1~ 

VirolOQ 1 vertebrate zoology, geology, zoology, ~t~ ·~d physi-
olog, bacteriology, biochelllistry, botany,. med1cal phys~s, Experi
-tal. Bioloaical Illatitute, paleODtology, caDcer reseaJfch, Fisheries, 
li'omcae Research Laboratory. /II 

5. Otar Letten ODd So'"- , 1 I: 

Phpical educati0111 cit7 aD4 regiOil&l pl.almillg, ili sci~Dees tactics, 
ldlitar;y acicmce aa.d tactics, Bureau Public Ada1111strat 

1 
Cll. 

Colleges &Del Profesaiaaal Schoala: 

6. 

7-

8. 

9. 

10. 

u .. 

Aaricultun 

Builleaa MJt1ntstratioa 

Cbew1•t1'7 

BD&1neer1Ja& 

L&v 

Other Proteaaioaal: 

Cz1•1ncilogr1 architecture, educati0111 optaaet171 public health, 
IIOCial veltare, zwraing, Ubrari&Dship. 

. . . ...• ~ .·... · ...... ·.·_ · .. ·: . :. ~ - -



Another report released by the Council for Financial Aid to Education reveals 
that American corporations contributed 23.5% more to higher education in 1958 
than in 1956 and with fewer strings attached! Gifts in the unrestricted 
category far outweighed any other type of giving, aggregating 34.1% of the 
$48,771,277 given by 352 companies. 

An interesting article on the recommendations of the Library Council for 
improving the use of library resources led off with the assumption that by 
1965 the University will have an enrollment of upwards of 75,000 students on 
nine general campuses. Among other recommendations was the St.Jggestion that 
the Berkeley and Los Angeles 1 ibraries develop complementary, rather than 
duplicate, collections of special research material • 

.. The Council also expressed its concern at what it termed the 'isolation' 
of librarians from the centers in University administration where academic 
policy is created or reviewed. It was recommended that 'local 
administrations make a conscious effort to develop connective tissue' 
between their chief librarians and the policy-making centers ... 

Also of particular interest to me was the announcement of the selection of the 
site for the Laboratory of Radio Astronomy and the appointment of Harold 
Weaver as Director. The Laboratory will be established in Lassen National 
Forest (Shasta County) near the town of Hat Creek ana will feature an 85-foot 
radio telescope that will 11 Seek out information on the universe which is 
unobtainable by visual observation ... A smaller 33-foot radio telescope will 
be used principally for research and development on various electronic systems 
applicable to radio astronomy. They expect the smaller instrument to be in 
operation by December of this year and_ the larger (hopefully) by next June. 

Wednesday, September 23, 1959 

This morning I went directly to the Radiation Laboratory to attend a meeting 
of the Associate Directors at 9 a.m. I then spent a few minutes visiting with 
my graduate students on the Hi 11 before going on to hear a lecture by E. 
Gluekhauf (Harwell Laboratory, United Kingdom). 

The meeting of the Chancellor's Advisory Administrative Council began at 12:15 
p.m. in the Chancellor's Conference Room. Present were M. Chernin, D. Coney, 
J. P. Danton, L. A. DeMonte, W. B. Fretter, C. F. Garland, C. C. Gilliam, J. 
W. Cowee (for E. T. Grether), J. D. Hart, A. Hutson, R. Kerley, E. M. 
McMillan, M. W. Morgan, N. M. Munaell, K. S. Pitzer, W. F. Shepard, c. E. 
Smith, E. W. Strong, H. J. Vaux, D. M. Wilkes, 0. W. Wilson and W. W. Wurster. 

I opened the meeting with a report on the September meetings of the Council of 
Chief Campus Officers and of the Regents. I then made a series of 
announcements: 1) that the Welcome University Meeting will be held tomorrow; 
2) that Jacques Soustelle will give a public lecture on campus on October 9th; 
3) that Charter Day will be March 21st and that James B. Conant will be the 
speaker for that occasion; and 4) that, following the suggestion of the CAAC 
last year, several orientation meetings for department chairmen ana their 
staff have been organized. 

We then went on to a discuss ion of the arrangements for commencement exercises 
next spring. The question has been raised whether commencement exercises 
could be held in the morning (rather than in the afternoon, as has been the 
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G. Seaberg, Chancellor {Chairman) 
W. A. Brownell, Dean, School of Education, 207 Haviland 
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custom for some time.) Arguments in favor of this change are that it would 
not be so hot, that the Alumni Luncheon would not be so rushed, and that it 
would be easier for various schools, colleges and departments to have 
receptions of their own in the afternoon after the exercises. The possibility 
of moving the June 13th date for this year's exercises closer to the end of 
classes and examinations was also brought up. There was some discussion about 
the possibility of holding commencement exercises on the same day on all the 
campuses, with the President appearing at a different campus each year. I 
promised to continue exploring all of these possibilities and, especially, to 
bring up the latter suggestion with Kerr. 

In the absence of Alex Sherriffs I then made a brief report on student 
affairs. I summarized the history of the housing crisis this semester, 
explaining that students were admitted to the residence halls conditionally 
and were told that we would let them know by August lOth whether their 
admission could be confirmed. One of the units was not completed in time so 
that half the students had to be informed on August lOth that other housing 
would be found for then. I expressed my feeling that such circumstances are 
certainly regrettable; however, by pushing the building program we did manage 
to provide 840 new spaces (which should be ready for the Spring Semester and 
would not otherwise have been available). 

Jim Hart announced that the Western College Association accreditation 
committee will visit the campus November 9th-11th and that the same dates have 
been arranged for the visits of the State Board of Education accreditation 
committee and the National Architectural Registration Board. He informed the 
group that there will be a reception on the afternoon of November lOth to 
which a 11 deans wi 11 be invited. I then stressed the importance of these 
visits; we would like to show the committees every courtesy and assist them as 
well as possible in their work. 

Ed Strong then initiated a discussion of the August 4th memorandum fran 
President Kerr requesting comment on possible steps to be taken to continue 
one-half of the faculty in service for an additional three years beyond the 
retirement age of 67. Ed voiced his objection to the suggestion of annual 
review in all such cases, citing the difficulties this might create in making 
continuing commitments (e.g., service on dissertation'committees), hiring new 
staff, etc. It was suggested that some individuals could be appointed for an 
additional two or three years and others on a year-to-year basis. I am 
certain that this matter will be under discussion for some time before any 
policy can be formulated which will satisfy a majority of the faculty, since 
this is a rather sensitive issue. The meeting adjourned at 3 p.m. 

The meeting of the Academic Advisory Committee always follows the CAAC in the 
Conference Room after a 15-minute break. · Today I was delayed ·for a few 
minutes by a telephone call from Howard P. Robertson (CalTech) who called to 
inform me that the PSAC Panel on Limited Warfare (of which, I learned,. I am a 
member) will be meeting in Washington on October 21st and 22nd and to ask if I 
will be able to attend. I said that I will be in Washington on those days for 
another meeting and will try to divide my time. I did mention, however, that 
I might not come to Washington because of a personal problem. (Our new baby is 
due at about that time.) 

I then joined the AAC meeting in the Conference Room. Present were: members 
W. R. Dennes, S. Elberg, W. B. Fretter, L. M. Grossman, J. D. Hart, A. E. 
Hutson, G. Mackinney, J. W. MacSwain, E. W. Strong, and ~. Moonitz (for 
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Parker) and S. A. Mosk (for Stewart). 

Ed Strong had already opened the meeting with a discussion of a problem that 
has arisen with the use of the title "Visiting Scholars" for postdoctoral . 
fellows in the Mathematics Department. These individuals, who were nominated 
for appointment without stipend by the department, are viewed by the Graduate 
Division as· "Research Associates" or "Research Fellows". The latter titles 
involve full appointment formalities, including the signing of the Levering 
Act (Loyalty Oath) affidavit. There is objection to the affidavit requirement 
and one individual has refused to sign. 

Assistant Dean Mosk explained that the decision of the Graduate Dean was based 
on the criteria of the Graduate Division which reserved the title of "Visiting 
Scholar" for distinguished postdoctoral visitors not engaged in definite 
research projects on campus. Moreover, he believed the lack of formalities 
attaching to Visiting Scholar appointments to be irregular, particularly as he 
understood the fulfillment of the affidavit requirement to be necessary as 
concerned 1 iabil ity coverage. However, since in this case no ment-ion of the 
affidavit requirement had been made in communications to the Fellows prior to 
their arrival on campus, it was decided that the Graduate Division shoula, as 
a matter of expediency, approve the appointments as Visiting Scholars for the 
Fellows in question. I committed myself to raising with the Presiaent•s 
Office the larger issue of liability for and affidavit applicability to 
postdoctoral visitors. · 

After a discussion of the revised Academic Plan for the Department of 
Biochemistry (which largely concerned space requirements and funding 
arrangements for indiv idua 1 projects), I introduced the subject of the faculty 
review of undergraduate and graduate programs in the School of Criminology, 
emphasizing that the report before the Committee is informational, to make 
clear the background and .status of the review of the Criminology programs in 
relation to recent unfavorable publicity in the press. I mentioned that we 
propose circulating this report with the call for the next meeting of the 
Berkeley Division of the Academic Senate. Ed Strong noted that it is evident 
from the events connected with the submission of the Cline Report that lack of 
consultation with the faculty of the School has been a main source of faculty 
concern about review procedures. Gordon Mackinney indicated that the 
Educational Policy Committee will take up this matter at their November 1st 
meeting, which was agreeable to the Committee members. The Committee also 
instructed the Committee on Courses to continue with its estab 1 ished program 
involving review of Criminology courses, but collaborate closely with the 
Educational Policy Committee. 

The meeting concluded with a discussion of the proposed policy for 
re-appointing faculty beyond age 67, a discussion very similar in content and 
feeling to that conducted in today•s CAAC meeting. 

After the AAC meeting adjourned at 4:50 p.m., I dashed over to the plaza 
outside of the Chemistry Building to participate in a reception welcoming new 
graduate students in the Chemistry Department. 

I then returned to my Chancellor•s Office to pick up a large stack of papers 
to read at home this evening and drove home in time to have dinner before 
attending a parents• meeting with Helen at Stanley School (where Pete and 
Lynne are students) at 7:30p.m. 
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After the school meeting I stayed up quite late in my study, reading 
correspondence, etc., which I did not have time to handle in the course of 
today•s busy schedule of meetings. I re~d a memo from Harry Wellman informing 
me that I may proceed to open discussions with John A. Simpson regarding his 
possible appointment as Director of the Space Sciences Laboratory and 
Professor of Physics--

"provided you are willing to finance the appointment from endowment funds 
available only to the Berkeley campus until such time as State funds can 
be obtained, and provided further, that no commitment as to salary rate is 
made without first obtaining the approval of the President." 

A letter from J. E. Mack (a·stience officer with the U.S. Foreign Service) 
passes on a request to study the unpublished Hoaglund papers from Olof 
Arrhenius, a soil chemist interested in methods of interpreting archaeological 
remains. I referred this to Jim Hart for his attention. 

Bob Rippen of NBC sent me a copy of the periodic table (attached) to be used 
for "Continental Classroom", the physics program for which I recorded a lesson 
with Harvey White. 

I also read a letter from Gordon Tyndall (Executive Director of the Academic 
Retirement Office) in response to the question I posed to him last week in 
Santa Barbara about restoring service credit to me for the years that I was on 
leave from the University to work at the Met Lab. Tyndall writes that the 
Governing Board has turned down several similar requests for retroactive 
payment in recent times (including a lengthy and well-thought out request from 
Paul Taylor of Economics) and that since I will reach the 80% limit at age 67 
in any case, he does not think it would be worthwhile to pursue this. Tyndall 
offers to follow up on this, if I choose to do so, but I don't think, based on 
his advice, that there is any real point in doing so. 

A rather long letter from Hardin Jones makes very clear his feelings of 
frustration about the administrative structure and lack of faculty support in 
the Institute of Human Development. Jones is very anxious to establish 
associations within the University and with outside experts in the field of 
aging so that the Institute might truly become the multidisciplinary, 
interdepartmental research unit it was designed to be. The fact that his 
letter ends with the suggestion that he be allowed to withdraw from the 
Institute if there are no changes indicated in the immediate future 
demonstrates the urgency of this problem in his mind and distresses me. 

A very interesting letter from Walter Horn (Chairman of the Art Department) to 
President Kerr (with copies to me and Lincoln Constance) informs us that the 
Hearst Foundation has, crated away in cases in one of the warehouses of San 
Simeon, the timbers of a roof and some of the masonry of the supporting w~lls 
of an English monastic tithe barn of the 14th century. The original structure 
was used .. alternately and interchangeably as a barn, as a feudal banqueting 
hall, as a market hall, as stables, and even as a college hall ... Horn further 
points out that this particular building is of an earlier period (less ornate 
and truer to the original design traditions) than those surviving college 
halls of Cambridge, Oxford and similar institutions and suggests that we might 
acquire the building as a gift from the Hearst Foundation and re-erect it on 
one of the University's campuses (expressing, naturally, a personal preference 
for the Berkeley campus). I think this is a rather intriguing idea; although, 
I admit that I have no idea what costs might be involved in erecting such a 
building and restoring it. 
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I then read through and signed a number of letters prepared for my signature 
today which I will return to the office in the morning for mailing. To Mrs. 
Anson'Blake I wrote a letter asking for her written permission to build a 
medium-size greenhouse on her property for the Department of Landscape 
Architecture, as has already been arranged informally, and thanking her for 
her generosity. 

I signed a letter to Geoffrey B. Bodman, appointing him Acting Dean of the 
College of Agriculture during Dean Ryerson's absence (9/27- 11/30). 

I wrote to Rear Admiral John E. Clark (Advanced Research Projects Agency) 
expressing pleasure that that agency is interested in our proposed Inorganic 
Materials Laboratory while emphasizing our preference that this Laboratory be 
supported by the Atomic Energy Commission and closely related to the Radiation 
Laboratory. I also wrote to Commissioner John Williams of the AEC, enclosing 
a copy of my correspondence with Clark and underlining our desire that the AEC 
support the Inorganic Materials Laboratory. 

Thursday, September 24, 1959 

Since the traditional Welcome University Meeting of the new academic year is 
scheduled for 11 a.m. this morning (for which all regularly scheduled classes 
and activities on campus have been cancelled) and the combination of that 
ceremony and the luncheon following it with this afternoon's full program of 
appointments and this evening's reception for new students will not allow me 
much time at all to deal with correspondence and other regular business in the 
Chancellor's Office, I buckled down to a couple of hours of work in my 
Dwinelle Hall office. 

I signed a letter (drafted by Dan Wilkes) to Marge Madonne (Editor of the 
DailX Californian) commending her on the editorial against hazing in this 
morn1ng's paper. A USC student choked to death yesterday on a piece of raw 
liver he was attempting to swallow as part of his fraternity initiation. The 
situation was made a lot worse by the fact that his fraternity brothers lied 
to the doctor who was called to the house and insisted that the boy was 
suffering from a "nervous spasmodic attack", which may have prevented the 
doctor from saving his life. I enclosed a copy of the Dean of Students Office 
September 9th statement to fraternities about hazing and suggested to Miss 
Madonne that she might want to print something about this action to make sure 
there is no doubt about the administration's position on hazing. 

I also signed a memorandum to departmental chairmen ·passing on the suggestions 
of a special committee of the Academic Senate, Northern Section, regarding 
preparing documentation for candidates being recommended for appointment to, 
or promotion in, the academic ranks of the University. This memo was 
carefully phrased as suggestions to avoid any implication that it might 
represent the policy of the University, since it is designed solely for the 
Berkeley campus and not for all campuses, following a strong recommendation to 
that effect from Harry Wellman. 

I dictated letters to John A. Sproul and his brother Robert G. Sproul, Jr. in 
response to their letters regarding athletic policy here. John Sproul wrote 
several weeks ago to say that Robert had shared a copy of my earlier 
correspondence with him on this subject and to express his own views, as 
follows: 
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11 Although it is seldom that two lawyers agree on any subject, I find 
myself in complete agreement with the views which he has so well 
expressed. It was bad enough to have a great University (University of 
California at Berkeley) meekly acquiesce when a coalition of Los Angeles 
sportswriters and Los Angeles Regents engineered the dissolution of the 
Pacific Coast Conference. It was worse when the advent of the AAWU was 
heralded with pious pronouncements from Berkeley about a saner athletic 
program and competition with institutions of comparable standing (like 
Texas and Notre Dame?) The new athletic program seems to be the final 
blow. In this connection, I notice that a gentleman from Texas named Hunt 
is interested in forming a second professional football league to run 
competition to the NFL.· Perhaps the AAWU would be a ready-made vehicle 
for him. 11 

I answered John •s letter by describing my view of what caused the demise of 
the Pacific Coast Conference--unwillingness to compromise on the following 
three points: 1) low entrance requirements (a 11situation where teams were 
imported by certain northern schools from California and composed of boys that 
could not come anywhere near meeting the correct entrance requirements of 
schools in California .. ); 2) round robins (we wanted to establish freedom of 
choice, while the Northwest schools were able to keep mandator.}' round robin in 
effect); and 3) financial aid (the 11 pegged work wage rate of $2.00 ~n hour was 
more or less the going rate in California, but twice the going rate at some of 
the northern schools; in effect this meant that a boy could earn his complete 
way at a northern school while this was not nearly possible in the California 
schools 11

). I pointed out that the schedules with teams 1 ike Texas and Notre 
Dame were drawn up about five years ago and that essentially our only choice 
after the dissolution of the PCC was to go independent or join a new 
conference like the AAWU, which seems preferable. 

Yesterday I read a second letter from Robert Sproul, adding to what he had 
already written in his August 21st letter, an observation: 

11 0n athletic policy, my Father was also a good man but, in my op1n1on, 
somewhat misguided. I have always believed that the Pacitic Coast 
Conference, even with all its glaring defects, was still a shield against 
the types of athletic problems with which you are now faced ••• [concluding 
that] most of the pressure for the Big Time Schedule comes from the sports 
writers and a few influential but idiot alumni, and that the bulk ot 
students, alumni and faculty are against it ... 

Since Robert specifically asked that I not bother to reply to his letter, I 
dictated a brief note to him enclosing a copy of the letter I sent to John. 

At a little before ll a.m. I walked across the hall to the Chancellor's 
Conference Room to join the other participants in the University ~eeting 
gathering there. The ~ieeting took place in the plaza .outside of Dwinelle 
Hall. When the band stopped playing their opening number, we took the stage. 
I opened the meeting by making a few welcoming remarks to the students, 
assuring the new students in particular that once they get past the confusion 
of finding their way through our bureaucracy and around campus, they will soon 
find their own place in the University community, discovering the fine 
teachers on our faculty and enjoying the experience of exchanging ideas with 
other bright students. I went on to describe some of the physical changes in 
the campus recently, the additions of Kroeber Hall for Art and Anthropology, 
Campbell Hall for Astronomy, Mathematics and Statistics, the Strawberry Canyon 
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Recreational Area, and the new residence hall (about which I digressea a few 
minutes to explain the problems associated with the completion of one of the 
units and to apologize for the inconvenience this caused· some students who had 
to look for alternat,i.ve housing at the last minute). I outlined the plans for 
the Student Union complex- and refrained from making any statement about its 
estimated date of completion~ 

I then introduced Robert Scalapino (Political Science) who spoke for about ten 
minutes about his experiences in Asia (titling his talk "Challenge to 
Americans in Asia"). The Glee Club then sang a few songs, before I introduced 
Arleigh Williams (the newly appointed Dean of fv'len), Oliver White (the newly 
appointed Director of Activities for the ASUC), and Dave Armor (ASUC President 
for 1959-60). Clark Kerr then spoke for 15 minutes. His talk had been 
advertised as "Challenge to Americans in Africa" through some miscommunication 
between our two offices, but Clark spoke on a more general theme about youth 
around the world, emphasizing international ism. We concluded the meeting by 
singing the University alma mater, "Hail to California" • 

. I then walked with several of the participants to University House where I 
presided over a pleasant luncheon meeting, speaking again on the theme of the 
challenges of the year ahead. 

I returned to my office a few minutes late for my 1:45 p.m. appointment there 
with Knowles Ryerson (Dean of the College of Agriculture). Ryerson mentionea 
his concern about the delays in accomplishing alterations to the Home 
Economics Building, which he would like completed in time to be in good shape 
for his successor. He suggested that his successor, he ana I get together 
next spring to talk about various problems in the College, such as relations 
with the Agricultural Experiment Station. Once again he raisea the question 
of investigation of curricula by ad hoc and other committees, voicing his 
objection to the fact that he was not consulted in the Home Economics affair. 
I reassured him as to ·the future and I think things are all right now. 

At 2:30 p.m. I met with Wi 11 i am Brownell (Dean of the School of Education) to 
talk about the Kellogg proposal for a center for preparing junior college 
administrators. Brownell feels strongly that this center shoula be locatea at 
Berkeley; however, he told me that Lemar Johnson has no standing and that 
Stanford has no one with a reputation in this fiela. He does not feel that a 
cooperative Berkeley-Stanford program is very feasible and suggestea instead 
that students could work here and get their degrees at their own 
institutions. I told him I would like to look into this a bit more to make 
sure that there are no problems with UCLA and Stanford nor conflict with 
statewide if we pursue this. 

We then talked about funds for a commemorative volume on the opening of the 
new Education-Psychology Building, which would include discussion of 
philosophy as the basis for education, psychology as the basis for education, 
curriculum, administration, etc. He said that Frederic Lilge, a very thorough 
scholar, would be in charge of the book, which should be written this year ana 
would cost about ~750- $1,000 for the volume (and some additional expenses for 
meetings to discuss it). 

I then met with Lincoln Constance (Dean of the College of Letters ana 
Science), as I continue to do every week, to discuss the many issues which 
come up concerning his huge College. we began by discussing various 
appointments of departmental chairmen in L&S. Lucretia Nelson has asked to be 
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relieved of the chairmanship of the Department of Decorative Art on the basis 
of health reasons and Constance has received a petition signed by all the 
staff members in the Department over the rank of Instructor, asking for the 
appointment of Charles~. Rossbach (who served as Acting Chairman last year). 
Constance and I agreed that, assuming the concurrence of Dean William Wurster, 
I would accept the petition in lieu of the regular preference poll and make 
Rossbach's appointment official. 

Lincoln also reminded me that William Dennes has asked to be relieved of the 
chairmanship of the Philosophy Department next year and would like his 
successor to be designated as soon as possible so that he might "intern" as 
Vice-Chairman this year; I told Constance to go ahead and take a departmental 
preference po 11. 

Constance told me that I. Lyon Chaikoff (Physiology) has expressed a desire to 
be full-time on the Berkeley campus, which would mean that we will need to 
find .25 FTE and an appropriate fraction of his salary. I promised to 
investigate the possibility of having both the FTE and salary transferred back 
from the San Francisco School of Medicine. Such an arrangement would fall 
under the original agreement that there would be initial flexibility in 
interchange in the area of Anatomy and Physiology between Berkeley and San 
Francisco, while adjustments are being made. 

We discussed the renewed plea from Charles Aikin (Chairman of the Political 
Science Department) to use salary savings to continue the Graduate Honors 
Program. I told Constance that Errol Mauchlan told me that Clark Kerr has 
been fairly negative about using salary savings for this purpose. However, I 
said that I will ask Kerr to read the latest appeal, to see if there has been 
any change in· his thinking on this point. 

We reviewed the letter from Edward N. Barnhart (Speech) asking for teaching 
assistants in order to carry out the requirements of the Seabury Committee 
report with regard to strengthening Speech lA-B to make it more nearly 
comparable to English lA-B. The present overflow in English makes this more 
urgent. Constance said that he will take this matter up with Mauchlan, 
indicating that I am at least mildly favorable toward making a token gesture 
in this direction. 

We also talked about the objections of Lewis Feuer (Social Science Integrated 
Course) to the decision of the Committee on Space that he will not be allowed 
a private study in addition to the administrative office shared with 
associates in this course. I will refer this problem to Ed Strong for his 
handling. 

We also discussed Yakov Malkiel's well-documented appeal for additional funds 
to expand Romance Philology. I expressed the opinion that we simply cannot 
afford to do anything at present. Constance said that he would try to find 
the proper agency (perhaps the Senate Editorial Committee or a subcommittee?) 
to review this sort of proposal and ask them to look into it without implying 
any financial commitment. · 

As soon as Constance left, Dean William Wurster of the new College of 
Environmental Design came into my office for his appointment, for which Ed 
Strong joined us. We talked in general about the development of the new 
College and in particular about the appointment of departmental chairmen. 
Wurster agreed that we might accept the petition from staff in the Department 
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of Decorative Art urging the appointment of Charles Rossbach as Chairman for 
the remainder of the academic year and I said that I will get a letter out to 
him immediately. We also agreed to appoint Vernon DeMars Chairman of the 
Department of Architecture for the remainder of 1959-60. 

I left my office and drove home in time to'listen to the KPFA broadcast of the 
speech I made to the Citizens Advisory Committee last month. 

After dinner I drove back to the campus to host, along with President and Mrs. 
Kerr, the annual reception for freshmen students in the Hearst Gymnasium, 
during which we shake hands, in the receiving line, with thousands of 
students. Helen did not join us because Kay Kerr doesn't think it appropriate 
for students to see such an obviously pregnant woman, an attitude which 
greatly amused Helen. 

Friday, September 25, 1959 

My first appointment in my Chancellor's Office this morning was not until 10 
a.m. so I spent the first part of the morning reading journals and . 
correspondence and signing routine letters. The letter to Vernon DeMars 
appointing him Chairman of the Department of Architecture was sent out today. 

At 10 a.m. I met with John Whinnery, who said that he would emphasize a 
~cientific engineering program, and offered him the position of Dean of the 
College of Engineering. He told me that if he accepts this position, he 
would do so only for a limited term and would reserve the right to resign 
before the end of that term. We left it that he wi 11 let me know soon. 

At noon I attended the luncheon for the Statewide Alumni Conference at the 
Alumni House and gave them a talk very similar to the one I gave a couple of 
weeks ago in New York, describing the growth of the campus and some of the 
attendant planning problems as well as giving the usual pep talk on what a 
great University this is. · 

I then took the rest of the afternoon off to play golf with Dan Wilkes at the 
Claremont Country Club as part of a 11 Big C11 special event. Wilkes• score was 
82 and mine, 93. The 11 Big cu tournament at the Country Club was followed by 
cocktails at 5:30 p.m. and a stag dinner at 7 p.m •• 

When I got home, Helen told me that she hosted a coffee hour for the wives of 
new faculty members at University House this morning at 10 a.m. and then 
attended an orientation meeting of the Section Club at Gertrude Chernin's 
house. 

Saturday, September 26, 1959 

Helen and I drove into Berkeley to the campus at about 11 a.m. so that I might 
join the luncheon meeting of the California Newspaper Publishers Association 
Workshop, where I had promised to make welcoming remarks, before going on to 
the football game against the University of Iowa in Memorial Stadium. I 
stopped by my Chancellor's Office briefly to pick up a few papers (which came 
in yesterday during my absence) to read at home over the weekend. 

The luncheon, at which Clark Kerr also made some remarks, was held in the 
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Howard Room of the Faculty Club beginning at 11:45 a.m. I opened my remarks 
teasing the assembled group by saying, 

11 I understand that you have completed your formal business today, and now 
you have only me to dispose of before you can get on with the football 
game in Memorial Stadium. I also am a football fan, I might advise you, 
so you are in good hands. If I have timed this speech properly, we will 
all be in Memorial Stadium long before the end of the first half of 
p 1 ay... perhaps even by the start of the second quarter. 11 

I then went on to speak briefly about the responsibilities of the press and to 
throw out a few words about one of my pet ideas, the need for scientific 
literacy in our general population: 

11 I am talking about the need for citizens to know more about fundamental 
principles of science which are controlling in national decisions. A 
knowledge of these fundamentals, although not of the intricate detail, is 
necessary for us to make good, democratic decisions today and tomorrow. 
Whatever you can do to equip yourselves and to assist in equipping the 
public to make wise decisions in these areas will strengthen our 
democratic institutions in a time of decisive evolution of world society." 

I then described the tremendous growth of the Berkeley campus and the need to 
prepare for an expected enrollment of 25,000 in the next few years, mentioning 
also that we share this challenge with UCLA and will soon do so with other 
University of California campuses. I outlined the resulting problems of this 
increased enrollment: 1) financing construction of needed facilities to 
accommodate the increased population; 2) securing adequate top-quality 
teaching and research staff and increasing salaries in order to retain our 
present faculty in the face of competition from other institutions prepared to 
pay higher salaries; 3) providing better working and living conditions for 
students, especially improving housing; and 4) developing new ways to help our 
students establish meaningful relationships 11 0n a campus which is as large and 
complex as a good-sized Pmerican city11

• I am pleased to note that my remarks 
concluded in ample time for the group to make its way up to Memorial Stadium 
before the game began at 1 :30 p.m. 

The University of Iowa Hawkeyes defeated the Bears, 42-12. Wayne Crow (Bear 
quarterback) ran 36 yards to score a touchdown in the third quarter (the 
longest run made by a Bear all afternoon). 

After the game Helen and I stopped by the reception for alumni at the home of 
Dick and Jan Erickson (he is Executive Manager of the Alumni Association), for 
a few minutes, as I had promised Dick I would. 

Sunday, September 27, 1959 

Today is the day for our annual party for members of the staff of the Nuclear 
Chemistry Division of the Radiation Laboratory. Helen has been very busy all 
morning preparing for it. 

At 10:15 a.m. I reached Vasily Emelyanov (head of the Soviet Atomic Energy 
Commission) by telephone at the Statler Hotel in Washington, D.C. I told him 
that I am sorry that I missed him in California, to which he apologized 
because he was only here for less than one full day. 
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I asked him how he is enjoying himself and he said very much. I then told him 
about Darrah Thomas• case. After I had described it, mentioning that Darrah 
wants to work with G. N. Flerov at Dubna, Emelyanov recalled the case and the 
name. I reminded him that Thomas is from our lab (UCRL) and mentioned that we 
don't know why his visa was refused. I also said that although Dubni is 
Thomas• first choice, he would be happy to work elsewhere; however, the case 
is really urgent because Thomas has been waiting for two weeks already in New 
York. EmeJyanov told me that he is flying to Moscow tonight and that he will 
take Thomas• case up right away, probably with Aleksandr Topchiev (Vice 
President of the Soviet Academy of Sciences). In the course of the 
conversation, I explained that the USSR counterpart to Thomas is to go to the 
University of Washington and how very successful we feel the exchange at the 
University of California last year was. I mentioned the talk he had with 
Edward Teller and the mutual desirability of exchange in the nuclear field and 
how pleased I was to receive the autographed copy of Mendeleev•s book from one 
of his countrymen. 

Our guests from the Rad Lab, the Chancellor's Office, etc. began arr1v1ng at 
about 3 p.m. Present were: Dorothy M. Abrams, G. Akoyanoglou, John M. 
Alexander, Jonas Alster, Frank Asaro, John D. Axe, Sylvia M. Bailey, Paul A. 
Benioff, Horacio Bosch, Harry Bowman, Thomas E. Bowman, Libbi Brecher, LeRoy 
Bromley, Richard V. Brower, Mel Brown, Doral Buchholz, Donald F. Buchla, 
Robert H. Burkett, Amado Y~ Cabezas, Roger Cason, Joseph Cerny, Richard N. 
Chanda, Yung-Yee Chu, John G. Conway, Homer E •. Conzett, Charles A. Corum, 
Vitor P. Crespo, Maurice K. de Villers, Richard M. Diamond, Donna Dinsdale, 
Anna Carol Dudley, John H. Duffin, B. Elbet, Eileen J. Flamm, Arlene L. 
Fregulia, E. C. Fuller, M. Fran Gallagher, Nels Garden, Roberta B. Garrett, 
Raymond C. Gatti, Albert Ghiorso, Norman K. Glendenning, Jose Gonzalez-Vidal, 
Glen E. Gordon, Ross Grazier, B. Gridsworthy, Frank S. Grobelch, John B. 
Gruber, James N. Haag, Eldon L. Haines, Jane H. Hall, Donald N. Hanson, 
Bernard G. Harvey, Jack M. Hollander, Patricia A. Howard, Pat Howe, Edward L. 
Hubbard, Eugene H. Huffman, Earl K. Hyde, Monte Lee Hyder, George J. Igo, 
Quintin C. Johnson, William Jolly, Wilfred P. Kimlinger, Ralph G. Korteling, 
Ru-Tao Kyi, Robert M. Latimer, Donald Lebeck, J. Lindgren, Edgar Lipworth, 
Carolyn A. Lovejoy, Ronald D. Macfarlane, Gilbert Mains, Hans J. Mang, Samuel 
S. Markowitz, Dick Martin, Francis T. McCarthy, Douglas E. McHugh, Ralph D. 
Mclaughlin, Denis B. McWhan, Helen V. Michel, Maynard C. Michel, James F. 
Mollenauer, M. Luis Muga, N. Newby, Amos B. Newton, William Nierenberg, A. 
N~o, John R. Padilla, Thomas C. Parsons, Isadore Perlman, John 0. Rasmussen, 
Paul L. Reeder, Herman P. Robinson, Harold Rothacker, Helena W. Ruben, Mark 
Rubenstein, Carl P. Ruiz, Robert L. Sani, James F. Schooley, Aldo F. 
Sciamanna, George V. Shalimoff, David A. Shirley, Harold J. Silvas, W. 
Stewart, John A. Stone, Kenneth Street, Frederick J. Strieter, E. Thomas 
Strom, Donald Strominger, Vishnibhotla Subrahmanyam, Michael P. Sweeney, David 
H. Templeton, Stanley G. Thompson, Charles W. Tobias, Mab I. Tocher, Yoshi 
Uchida, John P. Unik, Victor E. Viola, Sylvia J. Waters, Bert C. Watkins, Dan 
Westfall, David C. Whitney, Bruce D. Wilkins, Frank Wilson, Jr., Joseph 
Winocur, Lester Winsberg, Randolph P. Wong, Edward Woo, Roger M. Wright, John 
M. Yatabe and Gardner Young. There were also a large number of people from 
Livermore at the party. Many of these guests, of course, brought their 
spouses or dates with them. All told we invited almost 400 people. It was, 
as always, a crowded but pleasant occasion, of which I enjoyed taking movies 
and snapshots. 
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Cocktail Party in Patio- September 27, 1959 

L to R: Allen Zalkin, Glen Gordon, Unknown, Connie Gordon 
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L to R: Unknown, Unknown, Bill Nierenberg, Unknown, LeRoy and Bernice Bromley 

L to R: Iz Perlman, Barbara and Tom Parsons, Unknown 
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L toR: Amos and Elizabeth Newton , and George Barton 

L to R: Harry Hicks , Earl Hyde , and Helena Ruben 
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L toR: Ken Street, Unknown, Manny Lindner 

L to R: Unknown, Unknown, Ken Hulet, and Burris Cunningham 

September 1959- Page 55 



Monday, September 28, 1959 

I spent the morning at the Radiation Laboratory visiting with my graduate 
students and associates there and discussing with them our ongoing research at 
the Laboratory. At noon I attended the regular Monday brown bag lunch 
meeting, which lasted until after 2 p.m. 

I then returned to my Dwinelle Hall office in time to make a brief tape 
recording for Encyclopaedia Brittannica, a 11 testimonial 11 about the value of 
the encycloped1a wh1ch they say they 1ntend to use to inspire their staff in 
the future. (They may also write up what I say to use in a booklet promoting 
the encyclopedia, if I agree to this.) I spoke for only a couple of minutes, 
saying that I used the Encyclopaedia Brittannica as a student to prepare term 
papers and to satisfy my curiosity and that I now feel great satisfaction in 
contributing articles about my own specialty to the publication. 

Walter Freeman (Physiology) paid a courtesy visit at about 3 p.m. He said he 
called to see what makes a chancellor tick. He was very impressed by my 
letter asking faculty to pay attention to the advising of students. We 
discussed the size of the Berkeley campus and our efforts to make it appear 
effectively small to the students and the faculty. He explained to me his 
work on measuring of electrical potential in the brains of cats, the field of 
research in which he is engaged as a neuro-physiologist. He said he would 
watch the progress of my administration with interest. 

I then met in my office with Alexander Grendon, who told me there is going to 
be a meeting of the Advisory Committee on Atomic Energy on October 6th in 
Sacramento. This committee includes Willard Libby, Edward Teller, John 
Lawrence and John Gofman. He said he wants to know whether I have any ideas 
as to what the state might undertake in the field of atomic energy, 
particularly in the area of public works and he would like to receive this 
advice by this weekend at home, if possible. I will ask Bill Fretter to 
discuss this with Iz Perlman, Earl Hyde and others at UCRL who might have 
valuable ideas, before getting back to Grendon. 

John Whinnery had the next appointment in this busy afternoon. He accepted 
the position of Dean of the College of Engineering under the terms we 
discussed last week. 

At 4 p.m. I was interviewed by Gordon S. Chappell (Assistant Night Editor of 
the Daily Californian) who asked me a lot of prepared questions on my 
reactions to the chancellorship and my continued role in science, etc. He is 
going to call me so I can check the story before it appears. 

I then spent some time dealing with correspondence, etc. I signed a letter to 
Jacques Soustelle, expressing my delight that he will be visiting our campus 
to give a public lecture and meet with graduate students in Political Science 
on October 9th and regret that neither I nor President Kerr will be in town on 
that date to meet him. 

I also wrote to Dr. Abba Eban of the Weizmann Institute of Science in Israel, 
regretting his invitation to deliver a lecture there at the 1960 International 
Conference on Science in the Advancement of New States being planned for next 
July. 
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I signed a letter to Dave Armor, inviting him to serve as Chairman of the 
University Affairs Committee (as President of the ASUC) and informing him that 
the other members of the Committee are as follows: faculty members fv1ark 
Rosenzweig, Armin Rappaport·and Alex Sherriffs; aaministration members Lincoln 
Constance, Robert Kerley, William Shepard, Arleigh Williams and Katharine 
Towle; alumni member Richard Erickson; Director of ASUC Activities member 
Ollie White; and student members Patricia Anglim, Keagle Davis, Joe 
Giavanazzi, Edwin fv10yl es, Fernando E. Rondon, Joann Thebolt, Sandra L. 
Baskett, Pete Damato, Anthony Johnson, James Riding, 11 Pokey 11 Schuab ana Margot 
Weaver. (Additional ex-officio·student members are Willis D. Hawley, Gail 
Trowbridge and Marjorie Madonne.) 

I then drove home to pick up Helen. She told me that Mrs. Gladys Smith began 
her job as our maid today to help her in preparation for the new baby •s 
arrival. Helen also had quite a busy day toaay. At 10 a.m. she attended a 
coffee hour at University House at which Kay Kerr, Gertrude Chernin and Carrie 
Grether spoke. She then dropped by the orientation meeting for volunteers at 
Cowell Hospital and took Lynne for her appointment with Dr. Redmond at 2:15 
p.m. 

We drove to the campus to the Women •s Faculty Club for a 11sherry hour 11 at 6:30 
p.m., which was followed by dinner at 7 p.m., after which I spoke on 11 The 
Nuclear Age 11

• There were a large ·number of people at this occasion (inaeea I 
was told that requests for reservations far exceeded the number of seats 
available in the_dining room) and my talk seemed very well-received. 

Tuesday, September 29, 1959 

This morning I held a Student Office Hour with fviilt Chernin in my office from 
10 a.m. until 11 a.m. Jean Elliott, the daughter of our frienas the Norman 
Elliotts of Brookhaven Laboratory, came in to introduce herself. After 
exchanging pleasantries, she posed the problem of how she, as a minor, coula 
get out of paying out-of-state tuition by establishing residence. I did not 
encourage her about the possibility of accomplishing this, but Chernin did 
tell her that she might see the Attorney for Residence Matters and investigate 
further. 

Another student, Malcolm Bird, showed me a copy of his letter to me of August 
30th and Chernin's reply regarding his case involving Dean Constance's 
non-acceptance of some.units of credit in a correspondence course for the 
natural science requirement in the College of Letters and Science. I tal d him 
that this is a matter for Dean Constance to decide and suggested that he call 
and see Constance to discus.s it with him in a very diplomatic way. He agreed 
to do this. 

Mark Landsberg, a transfer from L.A. City College with 57 units of credit ana 
8 units of credit for military service in lieu of ROTC (which have not yet 
been transferred) came in to complain about the rule which says that since he 
has less than 60 units this semester he will come under next semester's new 
plan for language requirements (12 units in one language). He feels that an 
exception should be made (which would allow his 8 units each of Latin and 
Italian to satisfy language requirements under the old plan) since his 65 
units are in the process of being transferred. I told him that this decision 
will rest with Dean Constance. He left very reluctantly ana seemed sao that 
the Chancellor could not resolve his problem. 
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Beginning at 11 a.m. I met for about an hour with Ann Ruggeri and Marge 
Madonne (editors of the Daily Californian) who interviewed me on my 
expectations for. this academic year, the growth of the campus, etc. They then 
met with members of the Chancellor•s Cabinet in the conference ~oom across the 
hall for about 15 minutes prior to the start of our weekly meet1ng. 

Present at the meeting of the Cab~net were Chernin, Fretter! Hart, Mallo~, 
Mauchl an Sherriffs, Strong and W1lkes. I announced that B1ll Fretter w1ll 
act as Secretary for the Panel on Basic Research and Graduate Education of 
PSAC, which I am chairing. Ed Strong suggested that Will Dennes would be 
helpful as a consultant for this study. 

Among other things, we discussed at some length the problems created by the 
numerous questionnaires and surveys received by deans in recent weeks. Kitty 
reported that Dean Charles Smith called 11 in a screaming fit 11 today, saying 
that he spends so much time responding to these things that he has no time to 
teach, no time to get acquainted with students, no time to consult with his 
staff about accreditation, promotions, etc. He listed a sample of some of the 
surveys he has received in the recent past: a letter from Registrar Clinton C. 
Gilliam (asking for projected number of degrees 1965-70), Dean Morris 
Stewart•s request for projection figures, Donald Coney•s request for 
information on the effectiveness of library services, Allen Blaisdell•s 
questions on student advising, a letter from the Bureau of International 
Relations, etc., etc., etc. It was agreed that all directives to deans and 
departmental chairmen from this office should also go to all members of the 
Cabinet and that I will mention this problem at the next CAAC meeting and at 
the three meetings we have scheduled for departmental chairmen. It was noted 
that many inquiries are originated from the Statewide Office and that all 
directives from the Chancellor•s Office should refer specifically to the fact 
that the inquiry is for the Statewide Office, if this is the case. I 
instructed the staff to ask the President•s Office the reasons for requesting 
material in each case and said that I will bring this matter up with Clark 
Kerr in our next meeting. 

I announced, confidentially, that John Whinnery will accept the deanship of 
the College of Engineering and that the recommendation will be made from this 
office at the October Regents Meeting. Dan Wilkes will prepare the 
announcement, which will include the idea that the program for Engineering 
will continue toward scientific engineering- an evolution, not a revolution. 

We talked at some length about the sad situation of the Art Gallery. Clark 
Kerr has directed that no funds be used for remodelling the old Power House so 
as to avoid prejudicing the proposed creation of an Art Center. It was agreed 
that the Committee on the Art Gallery should be asked to make recommendations 
about what can be done about this situation and to recommend someone from 
campus to act as Director of the Art Gallery upon Winfield Sc.ott We 11 i ngton • s 
retirement. We also decided to ask Grounds and Buildings to clean up the 
place, which has indeed fallen into poor repair. Jim Hart will follow up on 
this. 

Errol Mauchlan informed the Cabinet that there may be significant changes in 
the 1960-61 budget because of the difference between the estimated enrollment 
and the actual enrollment figures. 
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At 2:15 p.m. Don Redmond, an 11-year-old sixth grader, came in to interview 
me, accompanied by his mother. He asked me a number of questions which he had 
prepared in advance and which I happily answered. Don is very interestea in a 
career in chemistry and I am always happy to encourage scientifically-oriented 
youngsters. '· 

At 2:45p.m. I kept an appointment with William Bascom and Alfrea L. Kroeber 
of Anthropology. Kroeber explained that a Northern California Indian friend 
of his, a woman he has known for almost 60 years, will give some ceremonial 
regalia to her children in her will and her heirs may be willing to sell these 
to the University. He thinks that the price should be in the neighborhood of 
$5,000 and that this would be an excellent opportunity without precedent for 
the University to acquire some important material. He told me that he 
realizes that we would probably have to find this money through private donors 
and mentioned the possibility of approaching Mrs. Catherine Hearst. I asked 
him to send me a written account of this matter and promised that we will look 
into it, suggesting also that he might wish to speak with Jim Hart about other 
suggestions for possible donors. Since Kroeber is leaving in a few days for a 
two-month stay in Chicago, Bascom will follow up with Hart on this. 

I had an appointment at 3:15p.m. with Captain William C. Meyer, who came to 
pay his respects. He told me that he graduated from Berkeley with the Class 
of 1936 and was on a tour of duty here 1951-1954, which he regarded as the 
best possible assignment for shore duty. He mentioned that he was aisturbed 
by the article in this morning•s Daily Cal reporting Dave Armor•s adverse 
views on compulsory ROTC. I told h1m that this question woula probably come 
up but that there is quite a lot of feeling that a student•s time in ROTC 
could better be spent on modern matters relating to missiles and hydrogen bomb 
technology, perhaps such a thing as a course in elementary physics. He also 
commented that the coffee hour which Mrs. tv1eyer attended last t"ionday was · 
regarded by her as the best thing of this sort that she has ever attended. 

Bob Connick and I got together at 4 p.m. at my request. I explorea his 
interest in the deanship of the College of Chemistry (which Ken Pitzer would 
l ike to give up ) • 

I met with Acting Dean of Engineering Clyne Garland at 4:30 p.m. He told me 
that he will soon send a memo summarizing his arguments with respect to 
curtailment of enrollment in Engineering. He said that out of the bottom 
quartile about one-third have failed to make the grade and that of the 185 
that were rejected this fall, all would be below this and a very high fraction 
would fail to make the grade. He said that if the aecision was made that all 
applicants should be accepted he is sure that the college would go along but 
that they would also need an increase in staff. I explained that the increase 
in staff for 1960 is based on projected enrollment deduced from enrollment 
this fall and, thus, if this decision is made, we will have to be sure to 
estimate enrollment for 1960 on a different basis, taking into account this 
lowering of entrance requirements. 

I spent a few minutes reading correspondence and signing letters before 
leaving my office for the day since Helen and I have a dinner engagement this 
evening and I will not have the opportunity to get any work aone at home 
tonight. 

I read a short note from Darrah Thomas, who is waiting at Brookhaven for some 
word from the Soviets about the possibility of his working there for one 
year. Darrah writes, 
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11 For reasons that are beyond my comprehension they (the Soviets) don•t 
seem to want me to work either at the Joint Institute for Nuclear Studies 
at Dubna or at the Atomic Energy Institute at Moscow or with Flerov. 
Also, they claim that there are no facilities suitable for what I want to 
do at Moscow State University ... 

I am hopeful that my conversation with Emelyanov the other day will have some 
effect. Darrah is obviously feeling restless waiting at Brookhaven for 
further word. 

I signed a letter drafted by Alex Sherriffs to ~lortimer Smith requesting from 
the Council of the California Alumni Association nominations for alumni 
members to serve on the Intercollegiate Athletic Advisory Board ana the 
Memorial Union Advisory Board of the Berkeley campus for the academic year 
1959-60. I noted that there is no fixed limit on years of service on these 
committees and that I will welcome nominations by the Council of both 11 0ld 
hands .. and 11new blood ... 

I also read two very interesting memos from Bill Fretter, one describing the 
progress of the Lawrence Memorial and one regarding the meeting of the 
Statewide Space Sciences Committee held here last Friday. Fretter says that 
Lionel Viales is making good progress on setting up the architectural aspects 
of this project. Eldridge T. Spencer has agreed informally to prepare the 
material for the competition and has estimated the cost for a national 
competition at $60,000- $75,000. He also has a list of ten possible directors 
and will present their names and biographies to us soon. Fretter raises a 
number of questions about the way that I wish to organize the selection 
process; I selected the option of establishing an ad hoc committee. Bill also 
says that Viales wants to have some space on campus to get away from 
conflicting commitments to the Rad Lab and to have better contact with Louis 
DeMonte, the architects, etc. I approved both requesting assignment of office 
space from Clinton Gilliam and payment of the salary of his secretary from the 
Rad Lab through Memorial funds so that she might move off the Hill with him. 
I a 1 so approved the draft of a 1 etter to members of the f'i1emori a 1 Committee, 
transmitting the new brochure. 

Present at the meeting of the Statewide Space Sciences Committee were Harold 
Urey, Bob Brode, Carl Eckart, Willard Libby, Horace Magoun, Isadore Perlman, 
Louis Slichter, Edward Teller and Albert E. Whitford. 

Fretter reported that he described current space science projects at Berkeley 
and Urey did so for the Los Angeles campus. f'i1any of the projects at UCLA are 
in the Institute of Geophysics, but there are others in fV!eteorology, 
Astronomy, Physics, Chemistry, Engineering and in the f'i1edical School {which is 
studying the human brain under stress). 

At La Jolla there is great interest in the moon, but others are working in 
such fields as x-ray fluorescence on lunar surfaces, gamma ray spectrometry in 
space, etc. He described in the briefest outline some of the research 
projects that are now underway at the different campuses and at Los Alamos. 
Some of these, like Project Orion, 11 an A-bomb propelled inter-planetary 
hotel .. , sound 1 ike something out of one of the boys • comic books; however, I 
am certain that some of my own research interests in nuclear science would 
have sounded just like that to an earlier generation. No conclusions about 
the establishment of a Space Sciences Laboratory were reached; the Statewide 
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Committee simply committed itself to holding symposia which would facilitate 
the exchange of information between scientists working in this general area at 
our different campuses. 

Helen and I attended a dinner party at the home of Ed and fv1itz i Teller. 

Wednesday, September 30, 1959 

I went directly to the Radiation Laboratory this morning to attend the meeting 
of the Associate Directors at 9 a.m. After the meeting I stayed up on the 
Hill, talking with Iz Perlman, Doral Buchholz and my graduate students Glen 
Gordon, Vic Viola and Marshall Blann. I was pleased to note that Paul Benioff 
(Iz Perlman's student, on whose dissertation committee Carl Helmholz and I are 
also serving) has filed his thesis in satisfaction of the requirements for his 
Ph. D. 

A copy of a note from George Pappas to W. B. Harford contained less gooa news; 
Pappas calculated the cost of decontaminating and rehabilitating the HILAC aue 
to the spill of curium last July at $36,472. This does not include the 
add-itional loss of 288 hours "on beam" time, to recoup which b.Y adding a third 
shift on Saturday-s and Sundays would cost approximately $32,000 more. 

I then went down to the campus to participate briefly in a rather silly 
ceremony associated with the publication of the latest issue of the campus 
humor magazine, the Pelican. I stood at the top of the Dwinelle Hall steps, 
to which a delegation of four men students carrying on their shoulders Patty 
Parish and led by Pelican editor Joe McCord, proceeded solemnly. The young 
men stopped at the bottom of the steps, lowered Miss Parish ana rolled out a 
red carpet from her to me. She then presented me with the first copy of the 
Pelican formally arranged on a bright orange cushion (much in the manner in 
which a butler might proffer a calling card on a silver tray}. I purchased 
the magazine, trying valiantly to preserve the sol~mnity of the occasion ana 
resist breaking into a grin at their antics. 

Beginning at 12:15 p.m. Helen and I hosted a luncheon for members of the ASUC 
Executive Committee at University House. 

At 2 p.m. Paul Taylor and Thomas Blaisdell of the Institute of International 
Studies came to my office by appointment to raise the question of how to 
approach the Ford Foundation for a renewal of their support of the Chinese and 
Southeastern Asia Studies at the expiration of the present fiscal year. They 
feel that they cannot proceed directly as they did in the past because of 
Kerr's recent interests in dealing with the Ford Foundation on a statewide 
basis. They left a memo with me describing their question in greater aetail, 
which I referred immediately to Ed Strong (who will discuss it with Jim Hart 
and one or the other will carry on) • 

.A.t 2:45 p.m. I met with Carl Helmholz and Bill Fretter to discuss staffing in 
the Department of Physics. Helmholz and I hope to get Ben ~cttelson to accept 
a professorship here if the Department will make an offer sutficient to 
attract him. 

Bill Fretter stayed on for my 3:15p.m. appointment with Regent Jerd 
Sullivan. Sullivan is the new chairman of the Regents Committee on 
Educational Television and he wanted suggestions as to a buaget for the 
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$250,000 that is being requested in place of the previously budgeted $50,000. 
Fretter will get in touch with Ted Sherburne and Paul Sheats (Chairman of the 
Statewide Radio and Television Committee) and be sure that Sul1ivan has this 
material before a possible meeting of the Regents Committee on Educational 
Television at the time of the October Regents Meeting. We discussed a broad 
range of uses for TV, such as 1) broadcasts through stations like KQED of 
University lecturers and Extension Division courses, etc., 2) the tying 
together of the campuses of the University by closed circuit TV so as to 
utilize the professors of one campus at another and so as to aid 
administrative conferences, and 3) the use of closed circuit TV on campus as a 
teaching aid and as means of sending cultural events, athletic events, etc., 
to the student dormitories. 

After they left I dictated a letter on this subject to Ralph M. Brown (Speaker 
of the Assembly of the California State Legislature). I suggest that a State 
Educational Television Commission (or something of that sort) be created-

11 to undertake the advancement of educational television ana to prepare to 
submit requests to the Federal Government under national statutes either 
already passed or under consideration, such as the Magnussen Bill. 11 

I then went on to describe some of the projects that might be supported by 
such a commission, remarking that educational television is largely supported 
by private funds in California and, 

11 The State of California should, I think, enter more actively into the 
program, both in terms of planning and financial support ... 

I 

I signed a letter drafted by Bfll Fretter to Lee A. DuBridge (President of the 
California Institute of Technology) informing him that we intend to approach 
their faculty member Matthew Meselson in the hope that he will be interested 
in accepting a position in our Biochemistry Department. This follows the 
informal agreement between California universities regarding rules for raiding. 

Another letter, drafted by Fretter, to Hugh Dryden (Deputy Administrator of 
NASA) expresses our disappointment that NASA has decided not to support 
centers of activity in the space sciences and reiterates our reasons for 
feeling that a Space Sciences Laboratory, such as we had proposed, 11 Would be 
more efficient, both scientifically and financially, in the long run... I said 
that we still intend to expand on our activities in this area and will 
continue to send him proposals for support of this research on the Berkeley 
campus. 

I read a letter from David Z. Beckler (Executive Officer of PSAC) asking me to 
indicate my preferences on a list of people being considered for the six 
vacancies on the Committee. I underlined the following names on the list as a 
means of doing so: George Beadle (Biology, CalTech), Harvey Brooks 
(Engineering and Applied Physics, Harvard), Harold Brown (Applied Physics, 
Livermore), Donald Hornig (Chemistry, Princeton), Wolfgang (Pief) Panofsky 
(Physics, Stanford) and Alvin Weinberg (Physics, Oak Ridge). I also read a 
letter from Robert N. Kreidler of the White House staff apologizing for not 
having written earlier to offer his assistance in establishing the Panel on 
Basic Research and Graduate Education, which George Kistiakowsky has asked him 
to help staff. Bob offers to visit the West Coast to discuss the work of the 
panel with me prior to the next PSAC meeting. 
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I then walked over to the Golden Bear in the Student Union to watch on 
television part of the first World Series game between the Chicago White Sox 
and the Los Angeles Dodgers played in Chicago. Chicago•s pitchers Earl Wynn 
and Gerry Staley shut out Los Angeles, 11-0. Ted Kluszewski of the White Sox 
drove in five runs with two home runs and a single. 
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DAILY CALIFORNIAN 
September 30, 1959 
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Thursday, October 1, 1959 

I began the morning in my Chancellor•s Office reading correspondence and 
signing a number of letters. I dictated a short note to Vice President 
Richard Nixon, enclosing copies of the correspondence regarding the gift of 
the Mendeleev book and thanking him for his "part in instigating it." 

I also sent Chancellor Vern Knudsen of UCLA a copy of the report on 
accelerated promotion of faculty on the Berkeley campus prepared by the Budget 
Committee as part of the discussion of "Bright Young Men" and asked him if 
similar information about UCLA acceleration rates is available for comparison. 

Quite a long letter to L. L. Medsker (Vice Chairman of the Center for the 
Study of Higher Education) raised a number of questions about the study of 
this year•s entering class being conducted by the Center. I noted that a 
number of complaints about the survey have come to my attention and that as a 
result of these, I have only recently requested and received a copy of the 
questionnaire, in which there are indeed some questions which might 
legitimately disturb students who might think that they have to answer them. 
I asked that the questionnaires be deposited with my office after the study 
or, better yet, that the names be removed from them to protect the students• 
confidentiality. I hope that this will minimize any dissatisfaction that 
might impair the success of the study, from which many of us expect such 
valuable results. 

At 10 a.m. I went to Room 142 of Dwinelle Hall to attend the first of three 
orientation meetings for deans and departmental chairmen planned for today and 
tomorrow. Each will follow essentially the same agenda as this morning's: 1) 
opening remarks by me (describing the purpose of these meetings, emphasizing 
the importance of their functions in the University system, outlining the 
scope of the meeting and introducing members of my staff); 2) Ed Strong's 
presentation on the functions of the Chancellor's Administrative Advisory 
Council (CAAC) and the Academic Advisory Committee (AAC); 3) Ray Bressler's 
presentation on the work of the Budget Committee (in his role as past 

.Chairman), appointment and promotion procedures, merit increases, etc.; 4) 
Registrar Clint Gilliam's presentation on the. work of his office, including 
distribution of teaching assignments, scheduling of class hours and 
supervision of reports to appropriate University officials; and 5) discussion 
and question-and-answer period. The meeting lasted for the entire two hours 
we had scheduled. 

Present at this morning's meeting were the following departmental chairmen and 
deans, almost all of whom were accompanied by their departmental secretaries/ 
administrative assistants: from the College of Agriculture- Dr. Geoffrey B. 
Bodman (Acting Dean), George L. Mehren (Chairman of Agricultural Economics), 
William C. Snyder (Vice Chairman of Plant Pathology), C. R. Grau (representing 
the new chairman of the Department of Poultry Husbandry, who has not yet 
transferred from Davis); Charles A. Fleschner (Chairman of Biological 
Control), and representing the Department of Soils and Plant Nutrition and the 
Kearney Foundation of Soil Science, Theodore C. Brayer, C. C. Crittendon, E. 
B. Haskell and Perry R. Stout; from the School of Criminology- Dean Orlando W. 
Wilson; from the School of Law- Assistant Dean William Keeler! 

Before the meeting began, I had an opportunity to speak with Earl Parker (new 
Chairman of the Budget Committee) with Ray Bressler present. I just told him 
about my desire to work in harmony with the Budget Committee like I did with 
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Bressler and his committee last year. (Bressler and I agreed that we had 
worked together quite well; I said that, if anything, the Budget Committee had 
probably been a little more conservative than I in the matter of promotions.) 

At noon I went to the Men•s Faculty Club to host a luncheon honoring 
Assemblymen Don Mulford and Bruce Allen for sponsoring the legislation which 
enables foreign students to work for the University. Unfortunately, Allen was 
not able to attend. However, Mulford, six foreign students {who have 
subsequently been hired by the University) and I posed for publicity 
photographs which will be sent out with a press release prepared by Dan 
Wilkes. I think Mulford appreciated the importance of this legislation all 
the more after meeting the students it has aided. 

Beginning at 1:30 p.m. Lincoln Constance and I held our regular weekly 
meeting. Constance reported on a conference he held yesterday with David D. 
Boyden {Chairman of the Department of Music) regarding promotions in his 
Department and left with me a memo summarizing Boyden•s intentions and 
justifications in that area. 

We also talked about Esmond Snell•s request that Horace A. Barker be appointed 
Vice Chairman of the Department of Biochemistry. I decided that I will 
approve that recommendation. 

At 2 p.m. I went ~o Room 15 Dwinelle Hall to attend the second orientation 
meeting for deans and departmental chairmen, which followed an agenda 
identical to this morning•s meeting. Present at this afternoon•s meeting were 
the following deans and departmental chairmen (accompanied once again by their 
secretaries and/or administrative assistants): from the College of 
Environmental Design- R. Burton Litton, Jr. (Acting Chairman of the Department· 
of Landscape Architecture), Francis J. Violich and T. J. (Jack) Kent, Jr. 
{Chairman and former Chairman of the Department of City and Regional Planning, 
respectively), Harold Stump (Assistant to the Dean); from the College of 
Engineering- Howard D. Eberhart {Chairman of the Department of Civil 
Engineering), Percy H. McGaughey and Joe W. Johnson {Hydraulic and Sanitary 
Engineering Division), Egor P. Popov (Structural Engineering and Structural 
Mechanics), William N. Kennedy (Transportation Engineering), John R. Whinnery 
and Robert M. Saunders (Electrical Engineering), E. Paul DeGarmo (Industrial 
Engineering), Clyne F. Garland (Mechanical Engineering), Samuel A. Schaaf 
(Aeronautical Sciences), Ralph A. Seban {Heat Power Systems), James L. Meriam 
(Mechanics and Design), Joseph A. Pask (Mineral Technology), Henry A. Schade 
(Naval Architecture), Thomas H. Pigford and Lawrence M. Grossman (Nuclear 
Engineering); and from the Department of Education- Chairman William A. 
Brownell. This meeting also ran the full two hours. 

I returned to my office just in time for my meeting with Nella Pace (Chairman 
of the Academic Senate Committee on Athletic Policy). I asked Pace for the 
advice of his committee regarding the proposal that administrative 
responsibility for athletics be transferred from the ASUC to the Chancellor•s 
Office~ On the whole, he appeared to favor this idea personally; however, he 
said that he would bring this matter up at the next meeting of his committee 
and let me know as soon as possible what their collective attitude toward this 
suggestion is. 

When I returned home, Helen told me that she took Pete for his appointment at 
Dr. Redmond•s this morning at 9:45a.m. and then dropped by the coffee hour 
hosted by our neighbor, Mrs. Fredericks. She then attended the College Tea at 
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the Women •s Faculty Club from 3 p.m. until 5 p.m. In the evening Helen drove 
Pete and Lynne to their dancing class at the Lafayette Veterans Hall. 

Friday, October 2, 1959 

-Before going over to Sproul Hall to speak to the Dean of Students staff, I 
spent some time in my Dwinelle Hall office signing letters, etc. I wrote to 
Clark Kerr, suggesting that the following people be appointed to an ad hoc 
committee to consider the utilization of funds from the Martin J. Heller 
estate and other problems related to the future of mining at Berkeley: John G. 
Bradley (President of the Bunker Hill Co. and UC Class of 1 33), Louis C. 
Graton (Professor of Mining Geology at Harvard and member of the Board of 
Directors of Cerro de Pasco Corporation), Ira B. Joralemon (mining geologist), 
Joseph A. Pask (Chairman of our Department of Mineral Technology) ana Lys le E. 
Shaffer (Professor of Mining here). I suggested that the committee be chaired 
by Donald Mclaughlin (whose advice I sought in preparing this list). 

I formally referred the proposal from six faculty members for the 
establishment of an Institute of Human Learning to the Committee on 
Educational Policy (in accordance with the relevant policy on organized 
research units). I made a special note to Gordon !Viackinney (Chairman) that 
Leo Postman (who has taken the leading role in preparing this proposal) wishes 
to use his sabbatical leave in the Spring Semester to begin to approach 
foundations for extramural funds to support this research and asked that his 
Committee make an effort to submit its report by the end of this semester to 
facilitate this. 

I signed a number of letters forwarding advance copies of the brochure on the 
Ernest Orlando Lawrence Hall of Science to all members of the EOL !Viemorial 
Committee, President Kerr and other interested parties. I made special note 
that although the Regents will make available "a very substantial fraction" of 
the $10 million needed for this project, we will have to seek additional 
financial support. I also emphasized the need to select a director for the 
Hall at the earliest possible time and mentioned our decision to have an 
architectural competition for the design of the building on the site above the 
Radiation Laboratory'with a spectacular view. 

I also signed a memo to department chairmen, deans, directors and other 
administrative officers, passing on an amendment to the presidential directive 
of June 22, 1959 "with regard to the recruitment of members of the faculty at 
overscale salaries and with regard to recruitment at tenure rank in general .. , 
as follows: "No administrative officer shall institute commitments, formal or 
informal, for the recruitment of any individual ••• without the prior approval 
of the President having been obtained by the Chief Campus Officer." rather 
than "No administrative officer shall institute negotiations ••• " This is an 
important change because the previous version prohibited us from even putting 
out any feelers and essentially tied our hands. 

At 9:30a.m. I went to Room 201 Sproul Hall and spoke to the assembled members 
of the Dean of Students Office staff about future plans for the development of 
the Berkeley campus, etc. 

I then walked over to the Life Sciences Building (Room 2003) to greet the 
chairmen of departments in the College of Letters and Science attending the 
third and final orientation meeting and to introduce Dean Lincoln Constance, 
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who is 
people 
here. 
seemed 

conducting this meeting for his College. There were approximately 100 
at this meeting, representing 42 departments, so I will not list them 
I stayed for a while to get a sense of how the meeting was going, which 
to be very well. 

At noon I walked over to University House to attend a luncheon Helen and I 
hosted for members of the Publications Board of the ASUC (which includes 
students, faculty and administrators). It was a pleasant occasion and I 
enjoyed the chance to visit with the students in a social setting. 

I then took the afternoon off to play golf at the Claremont Country Club with 
Dan Wilkes and Stan Thompson. As always, Dan played a good game with a score 
of 75. Stan scored 96 and I, 90. 

Helen told me this evening that before the luncheon for the Publications 
Board, she attended a meeting of the Board of the .Section Club at Gertrude 
Chernin's and after the lunch, she took Pete to the doctor's for a shot. 

Saturday, October 3, 1959 

I spent the day at home today. For a short time I worked in my study on 
papers from the Chancellor's Office and read some scientific journals. A note 
from Jim Hart informed me that Joe Mixer came to see him yesterday to express 
concern about the way that the fundraising drive for the Earl Warren Legal 
Center is developing. Mixer feels that the campaign is progressing without 
sufficient knowledge of what the costs might be for such buildings {the Legal 
Center and the Law School Residence Hall). Jim suggests that Sandy Elberg 
and/or Louis DeMonte should be involved in getting estimates from an 
architect, etc. He expresses the opinion that it would not be wise to bring 
the Campus Planning Committee into the discussion at this time "for it might 
disturb Don [Mclaughlin] to discover that the Regents have underwritten 
matching sums for and authorized a Center whose components and costs are not 
yet clearly determined." I tend to agree with this recommendation; I asked 
Jim (by a note on the memo) to handle this himself. 

Our football team played the University of Texas today at Austin. Beginning 
at about 1 p.m. I listened to the game on KSFO radio. Texas beat us badly, 
with a score of 33-0. They rushed 395 yards, while we only gained 111 yards 
in rushing. Distressingly, two of Cal's quarterbacks (Wayne Crow and Larry 
Parque) were inJured during this tough game. 

Sunday, October 4, 1959 

Today was another quiet day at home. I spent some time playing with the kids 
and also worked in my study, working on the speech I will give at Augustana 
College this week as part of their centennial observance. 

Monday, October 5, 1959 

Almost as soon as I arrived at my Dwinelle Hall office, it was time for me to 
picked up to go to San Francisco to the Sheraton Palace Hotel to attend the 
1959 Conference on Public Personnel Administration, at which I was scheduled 
to give the keynote address at the Opening Session at 10 a.m. When I arrived 
at the Gold Ballroom in the hotel, it was extremely crowded; in fact, there 
was "standing room only''. After the usual opening ceremonies (introductions, 
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etc.) I spoke for about 30 minutes on the subject of nuclear energy, 
emphasizing the importance of pursuing a vigorous program of nuclear power 
development for industry because such power will be needed eventually. 

I asked the driver of my car (courtesy of the Public Personnel Association) to 
take me up to the Radiation Laboratory when we arrived back in Berkeley so 
that I could attend -the regular Monday luncheon meeting of the Chemistry 
group. I remained on the Hill for some time after our meeting ended to talk 
with my graduate students and colleagues there about the progress of our 
research. 

When I returned to my Chancellor's Office at about 2 p.m. I immediately 
settled down at my desk in the hope of finishing up some correspondence before 
leaving on my trip tomorrow. 

I wrote to Bill Dauben to congratulate him on receiving the Ninth Annual 
California Section Award and to regret that I will not be able to attend the 
dinner on October 12th as I am scheduled for another dinner that night (as is 
the case so many nights now~) 

I also signed letters to Gordon Mackinney, Kenneth Pitzer, John W. MacSwain, 
James C. Stone and Helen Nahm, informing them that the Western College 
Association, the Committee on Accreditation of the State Board of Education 
and the National Architectural Accrediting Board for the Department of 
Architecture of the College of Environmental Design will all be visiting our 
campus November 9-11, 1959. Since I will be out of town, Jim Hart will 
conduct a meeting that is being planned at Alumni House on November 9th to 
give the visitors a general overview of the campus and I asked each of these 
faculty to make a brief (5-minute) presentation at that meeting on their own 
area of activities. 

I also signed a letter to Captain W. C. tv'leyer with whom I met on September 
29th, welcoming him officially to the Berkeley campus and appointing him 
Chairman of the Department of Naval Science. 

I signed a letter, drafted by Bill Fretter with the concurrence of Ed Strong, 
to Harry Wellman in response to his memo 6f September 8th concerning the 
College of Engineering's special admission requirements. In this letter I 
address Wellman's specific questions about such requirements as trigonometry 
and mechanical drawing, as well as the more general question of special 
advising needs which might result from a change in subject requirements. The 
practices of Engineering in setting special admission requirements have become 
quite a sens.itive issue--one that Whinnery will certainly have to deal with 
soon after he assumes the deanship. 

At 3:15 p.m. I spoke with Alexander Grendon (Atomic Energy Coordinator for the 
State of California) and told him that I discussed his problems with people 
like Ed McMillan, Ed Teller, Iz Perlman, Bill Fretter, Harold Fidler and Wally 
Reynolds and that Teller will pass on our thoughts at the meeting tomorrow. 

I then immediately walked over to University House to host (with Helen) a tea 
reception for Ambassador Mohamed Sopiee {Federation of Malaya's Mission to the 
United Nations), accompanied by his wife and two children, which was also 
attended by a group of students from Malaya and various members of our faculty 
interested in Southeast Asia studies. 

October 1959- Page 5 



I returned to Dwinelle Hall just in time to meet with this year's group of 
seven exchange students from the Soviet Union, who were escorted to my office 
by Charles Jelavich and greeted there by Jim Hart. We mainly exchanged 
pleasantries and discussed the experiences of last year• s Russian exchange 
students. I told them about the book autographed by Mendeleev which I 
received as .a gift from one of their countrymen and how pleased I was by it. 
One of the students, Mikhail Bulanin (who is studying chemistry under George 
Pimentel's guidance) asked if he might tour the Rad Lab sometime during his 
stay and I promised to arrange it. 

At 4:30 p.m. John Whinnery came in to discuss further the conditions under 
which he is accepting the deanship of the College of Engineering and to talk 
over some of the problems in the College. 

This evening Helen and I attended a meeting for parents of third graders at 
Happy Valley School. (Steve is in the third grade there.) 

Tuesday, October 6, 1959- Chicago- Rock Island, Illinois 

I was picked up at home at 6:30 a.m. by a University driver and driven to the 
San Francisco Airport. At 7:45 a.m. at the airport, while waiting for the 
plane to depart (which was late), I talked to Roscoe Weaver of the Office of 
Architects and Engineers. I admonished him to be more careful in his dealings 
for land. I said that he should check with the administration and not try to 
make deals himself. He said he did check and received Jim Hart's okay. 

I boarded TWA Flight #34, which left at about 8:30 a.m. Enroute, at about 
noon, I had a conversation with Bernhardt Weidenbaum (General Electric 
Laboratories at Vallecitos). He showed me the outline of a book on "Plutonium 
Technologi' that he is planning to write for the AEC. He asked if I would 
write a chapter or two. I was noncommital and told him to keep in touch. He 
also asked if Perlman might write some chapter or chapters. 

We arrived at the Chicago O'Hare Airport at about 5:30 p.m. Here I was met by 
Sherman Fried by pre-arrangement so that I could talk with him. He 
accompanied me from the O'Hare to the Midway Airport. I told him about Stan 
Thompson's decision to retire from supervision of the Heavy Isotope Production 
Program and of our desire to explore with him (Shennan) the possibility of 
taking over supervision of this program for a few years or so as a part-time 
job, the rest of his time to be put on his research program. He said that the 
idea intrigues him very much, that he finds Berkeley very stimulating and his 
program at Argonne not so. However, he has a complication regarding Mrs. 
Fried, who works with Jack Schubert at Argonne and enjoys it very much. We 
left it that both sides would ponder the situation further, that no hasty 
decision would be made, and that we would confer further in the future weeks. 
He will probably come out to the airport next Sunday to discuss this further 
with Perlman. 

At Midway Airport I boarded Ozark Airlines Flight #153, which left at about 6 
p.m. and arrived at Rock Island, Illinois, at about 7 p.m. Here I was met by 
Conrad Bergendoff (President of Augustana College). I had dinner with 
Bergendoff, Ernest L. Karlstrom (Associate Professor in Biology), Edwin R. 
Erickson (Chainman of the Division of Science) and others. I spent the night 
at the home of Dr. and Mrs. Bergendoff. 
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Wednesday, October 7, 1959- Rock Island, Illinois- Oak Ridge, Tennessee 

I went to the auditorium to give a convocation at 10 a.m. This is one of the 
centennial lectures in connection with the centennial year of Augustana 
College, which was founded in 1860. About 1500 students and faculty were 
present. 

I spoke on "Science and Liberal Education in the Space Age". I emphasized 
that science seems to be the most dynamic force in our world and suggested 
that unless we obtain a wider foundation of knowledge of the general nature 
and principles of science, we may in the future lose democratic control of our 
destinies. I said that through ignorance and only through ignorance, we might 
take the dark road to 1984. I indicated that a liberal education should 
include acquaintance with science, including the scientific method and the 
spirit, the cultural and aesthetic values of sciences, and should instill a 
love of and trust in the truth. I gave examples of some of the consequences 
that are accruing in our society due to a lack of understanding of science by 
the general public. I quoted from the report, "Education for the Age of 
Science", issued by President Eisenhower•s Science Advisory Committee, of 
which I am a member, as follows: 

"A democratic citizenry today must understand science in order to have a 
wide and intelligent democratic participation in many national decisions." 

I concluded with a plea that those in liberal arts colleges, large and small, 
which provide us with the bulk of our leadership and which are so closely 
identified with humane democratic principles, should ponder the task of 
instilling scientific literacy into our population. 

After lunch with the science faculty, I participated in a discussion with a 
group of about 100 students and faculty based on the thoughts expressed in my 
talk and also bringing in some discussion of the research work I am doing and 
the problems of my chancellorship at Berkeley. Following this, from 3 p.m. to 
4 p.m., I participated in a coffee hour in the Faculty Lounge. 

I took time off to call Anna Carol to dictate a letter to Father Edmund P. 
Joyce of Notre Dame saying that I am looking forward to seeing him Saturday at 
the Berkeley-Notre Dame football game. I asked Anna Carol to dispatch this to 
Father Joyce immediately, but also to give a copy to Dick Erickson to hand to 
Father Joyce when he sees him in Berkeley so that he will have a copy in case 
it doesn•t arrive in time by mail. 

I left the Rock Island Airport at about 4:40 p.m. on United Airlines Flight 
#346, which arrived at Midway Airport in Chicago at about 5:30 p.m. Here I 
had dinner with Joe Katz. I then boarded Delta Airlines Flight #439, which 
left Midway Airport at about 7:30p.m. and arrived at Knoxville Airport at 
about 10:15 p.m. I travelled by limousine to Oak Ridge, where I checked into 
the Guest House. 

Thursday, October 8, 1959- Oak Ridge, Tennessee 

In my role as a member of the Advisory Committee to the Chemistry Division, I 
attended the Chemistry Division Information Meeting in the auditorium of 
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Building 4500. Ellison Taylor (Director of the Chemistry Division) made 
introductory remarks, followed by presentations by a number of members of the 
Division. !-was particularly interested in the talk, 11 Nuclide Berkelium-24711 

by Alfred Chetham-Strode and the talk, .. Chemistry of Technetium in 
Hydrochloric Acid Solutions .. by R. H. Busey. 

I talked to Cas Borkowski during the intermission. He told me about his very 
successful use of silicon semiconductors, plated with gold, as substitutes for 
ionization chambers to detect and measure with great resolution the energy of 
alpha emitters in the presence of beta emission. He puts about five volts 
across the silicon and then sends the pulse through conventional electronic 
amplification. He thinks this also has great potential as a substitute for 
photographic plates as detectors in alpha particle spectrographs. I have the 
impression that we are doing about as well in this area. 

After lunch in the cafeteria, the members of the Advisory Committee (Clarence 
E. Larson, John B. Roberts and T. Harrison Davies and I) spent some time 
circulating individually through the divisional laboratories and talking to 
the scientists. I was particularly pleased to hear the Division's plans for a 
cyclotron and a high flux reactor, as well as a heavy isotope processing 
1 aboratory. 

After this, the members of the Advisory Committee got together to discuss the 
content of the report that we will send to Alvin Weinberg, which will be 
drafted by Harrison Davies. We agreed that the divisional program is being 
pursued with energy, scientific skill, and a sense of responsibility and that 
the general atmosphere is good. We decided to suggest that the Oak Ridge 
National Laboratory Radiation Group needs the support of a theorist of proven 
capability who is prepared to discuss and formulate research in this area. 

Then in the later afternoon I played nine holes of golf at the Oak Ridge 
Country Club with my former students Al Chetham-Strode and Bob Silva. I 
scored 48, Al, 49 and Bob, 55. 

In the evening the members of the Advisory Committee attended a dinner, 
including members of the Division and hosted by Oak Ridge National Laboratory 
Director Alvin Weinberg. I made some remarks in which I managed to inject 
some degree of humor. 

I talked to Eugene Guth, who said that his daughter is so pleased with my 
book, Elements of the Universe, that she would like to have another one for 
her school. I prom1sed to send one that can be given to her school. 

Because Don Cowen was willing to give me points, I bet on Berkeley against 
Notre Dame for the football game at Berkeley on Saturday. 

When I returned to my room, I phoned Helen and she told me that her 
appointment with Dr. Lindner, an obstetrician at Kaiser Hospital, on Tuesday 
morning went very well. Tuesday afternoon she went into Berkeley to her 
dentist, Dr. Jensen, to have her teeth cleaned and then at_tended a YWCA party 
for executives to meet the chairmen of social agencies and campus people. On 
Wednesday evening at 7:30 p.m. she attended in Freeborn Lounge (2650 Durant 
Avenue) a dessert function to support scholarships given by the Panhellenic 
and Women's Dormitory Associations. This morning she attended a coffee hour 
for mothers in the Girl Scout troop and tomorrow she has invited the lady 
members of my Chancellor's staff to bring their lunches over to University 
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House to get a look at the place now that it has been redecorated, for which 
she will provide dessert and coffee. Then she will stay in Berkeley and 
attend in the early afternoon at University House the fall business meeting of 
the Section Clubs. 

Friday, October 9, 1959- Oak Ridge, Tennessee and Home 

After visiting my friends in the ORNL laboratories in the morning, I took a 
limousine to Knoxville and boarded Delta Airlines Flight #438, which left at 
about 2:20 p.m. and arrived at Midway Airport in Chicago at about 5:30 p.m. I 
then travelled from Midway to O'Hare on the helicopter (Chicago Airways #325), 
where I boarded American Airlines Flight #37, which left at about 6:45p.m. 
and arrived at Los Angeles International Airport at about 7:45 p.m. From here 
I travelled by Western Airlines Flight #432, which left at about 10:40 p.m. 
and arrived at San Francisco Airport at 1:45 a.m. I was picked up by a 
University car and driven home to Lafayette. 

Saturday, October 10, 1959 

In the morning on the way to the game I went to the College Women's Club to 
meet with Glee Club alumni. Then Helen and I hosted, together with Clark and 
Kay Kerr, a pre-football game luncheon at the Alumni House for Father Joyce, 
an Executive Vice President of Notre Dame University, whose football team is 
appearing in Memorial Stadium this afternoon as the opponent of our California 
Bears. Among those present were our sons Dave and Steve, Alex and Mary 
Sherriffs, Dick and Jan Erickson, Stan and Beth McCaffrey, Greg and Ginny 
Engelhard, and with the Notre Dame group, Ed Manfield, Paul Cushing (both 
important members of the Notre Dame Alumni Association who live in the Bay 

. Area), Moose Krause (Athletic Director at Notre Dame), and Father John Wilson 
(head of their Development Fund). 

At the luncheon I made a few remarks and in the course of these, bet my Golden 
Bear necktie (that I was wearing) against Father Joyce's clerical collar (that 
he was wearing) that Berkeley would win the game this afternoon. 

We all then went up to Memorial Stadium to watch the football game, which 
Notre Dame won by a score of 28-6. A fight occurred during the game between 
Buoniconti of Notre Dame and Cal's Doug Graham. The only California score 
occurred in the fourth quarter, following a 56-yard run by Bill Patton. Notre 
Dame's touchdowns were scored by Gerry Gray, Bob Scarpitto, Don White and Less 
Traver. After the game I removed my necktie and presented it to Father Joyce 
in order to pay off my bet to him. Although I was sorry that we lost this 
game, I admit to being a bit relieved not to have to make an appearance 
dressed as a Roman Catholic priest. Can you imagine the reaction I might have 
got, thus garbed, had I introduced very pregnant Helen as my wife? 

Then we went to the home of Bob Ratcliff at 74 Panoramic Way to attend a 
cocktail party. 
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Sunday, October 11, 1959 

Helen and I went to University Hou.~e to attend a ore-opera luncheon, hosted by 
Clark and Kay Kerr. Regent Catherine Hearst was there. She is largely 
responsible for the financial support that made this afternoon's opera 
oossible to present. Among the others present were ~r. and ~rs. Kurt Adler, 
Mr. and Mrs. James Berdahl, Mr. and Mrs. Ernest Born, Professor and Mrs. David 
Boyden, ~r. and Mrs. John Carr, Dr. and ~rs. Jesse Carr, Mr. and Mrs. Robert 
Commanday, Mr. and Mrs. Glenn Dumke, Regent and Mrs. Gerald Hagar, Professor 
and Mrs. Fred Harris, Vice Chancellor and ~rs. James Hart, ~r. and Mrs. Edward 
Nonfeld, Mr. and Mrs. Robert Lawton, Mr. and Mrs. Charles ~oyer, Regent and 
Mrs. William ~erchant, ~r. and ~rs. Lawrence Moe, Mr. and ~rs. Garrett 
McEnerney, Regent and Mrs. Donald Mclaughlin, Regent and Mrs. Howard 
Naffziger, Professor and ~rs. Jan Poooer, ~r. and ~rs. ~ortimer Smith, Regent 
and Mrs. Jesse Steinhart, Vice President and Mrs. Harry Wellman, Professor 
Garff Wilson and his mother ~rs. Wilson, Professor and ~rs. William Wurster, 
my daughter Lynne and her friend Karen Wagner •. 

At 1:30 p.m. I talked with Mortimer Smith about his needed recommendations for 
alumni members of the IAAB. I said that I think that his plan to wait until 
mid-November is not tenable because this will be too late and he agreed to do 
something about it this week. I suggested that we should keep one or two of 
the present alumni members and he agreed. 

After lunch we went up to the Greek Theatre to watch the performance of the 
Verdi ooera "Aida", in which Leontyne Price played the lead. The opera was a 
fabulous spectacle. 

After the opera Helen, Lynne, Karen and I walked to nearby Stern Hall to 
attend a buffet supper given by the California Club for the purpose of 
entertaining students from the other campuses who attended the opera 
performance. Because we had not planned to do this, I phoned home to inform 
Estelle Brown, who was with our kids. Estelle answered the phone in a high 
degree of agitation and exclaimed that there was a fire, put the phone down 
and then I wasn't able to rouse her any more. 

Helen, Lynne, Karen and I drove home as fast as we could get there and when we 
arrived, we found the firetruck just about to leave. We went to the patio, 
where a oot of grease was smoking and then went into the kitchen to survey the 
damage. Estelle told us that she had decided to make some french fried 
potatoes, had placed the Crisco in the pot and the potatoes, then mistakenly 
Placed a cover on it. This exploded off the too and the molten grease 
ignited, flaring up and burning the woodwork and the cabinets above the 
stove. Estelle had the presence of mind to take a broom handle and carry the 
flaming pot out through the kitchen door and into the patio. 

Monday, October 12, 1959 

When I arrived at my Chancellor's Office this morning, I had only a few 
minutes to consult with my staff and go over correspondence before the day's 
Program of activities began. I called Bryce Crawford (Chairman of the 
Department of Chemistry at the University of Minnesota) to respond to his 
request for my evaluation of Kenneth Pitzer's possible suitability as 
oresident of the University of Minnesota. I told Bryce that I rate Ken's 
ability very highly, that he has a strong personality, is very intelligent and 
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understands how to get things done in a university. I also said that Ken is 
very interested in undergraduate teaching as well as graduate teaching and 
graduate research. I said that I do not know about his interests in such 
fields as the humanities and social sciences. I know that he speaks very well 
on scientific subjects, but I don't know anything about his fluency in other 
types of speeches. I commented that I doubt that he has an interest in the 
University of Minnesota presidency, but that it isn't my function to pass 
judgement on this. I pointed out that John Williams would be a good 
candidate, that he is probably being considered for other university 
presidencies and that he is doing a good job with the AEC in Washington, D.C. 

I then went to Berkeley High School, where I was the keynote speaker for a 
ceremony celebrating the school's receipt of the "Francis Bellamy Flag 
Award". Berkeley High is the 18th annual recipient of this prestigious award 
for academic excellence and a fine record of citizenship. There were over 
2,500 people in the audience at the ceremony. Guests of honor on the center 
stage included Congressman Jeffrey Cohelan, Assemblymen Don rv1ulford and Byron 
Rumford, Admiral Chester W. Nimitz, Vice President of the University of 
California Harry R. wellman, Commander Thomas A. Fhy of the American Legion, 
Carl H. Wennerberg (Superintendent of the Berkeley School District), Thomas L. 
Nelson (former Superintendent of Berkeley schools), UCB Professor Wendell 
Stanley, UCB Director of Admissions Herman Spindt, members of the Bellamy 
family, and a number of Berkeley High School alumni, including Katharine Towle 
(Class of 1915 and UCB Dean of Women). After the introauctory ceremonies 
(invocation, pledge of allegiance, etc.), Mayor Claude B. Hutchinson greeted 
the assembly and then introduced me. 

I spoke on "Education in the Age of Science". I began my speech by saying 
that a colleague asked me this morning, "Why are you going to Berkeley high 
School? Be patient. All of those kids are going to be students in our campus 
in a few years anyway." I then remarked that my friend may have been 
exaggerating a bit, but that there is some truth in his observation, since on 
an average year 130 or more Berkeley High alumni enter Cal as freshmen. I 
went on to say that we are delighted to welcome the Berkeley High "bumper 
crop" since their students have such a good record. 

After this introduction, I began to speak about the critical need for 
scientific literacy in order to participate in vital national decisions as 
citizens of a democracy and about our international responsibilities to apply 
what technology we have developed to aid in solving the problems of the less 
developed world. The plaque was then presented to Katharine Towle 
(rep\esenting the alumni) who handed it over to Berkeley High Student Body 
Pres1dent Steve Brodsky. 

I went straight from Berkeley High School to the Radiation Laboratory to 
attend the weekly lunch meeting ot the Nuclear Chemistry uivision staff in Iz 
Perlman's office. At l p.m. I met in my DNinelle Hall office with kegent Jerd 
Sullivan (Chairman of the Special Committee on Educational Television), Tea 
Sherburne and Bill Fretter to talk about our plans on the Berkeley campus for 
developing educational television programs and facilities under the NDEA Act. 
We discussed the University proposal for an "Intercampus Television" project 
and I discussed some pessimism about our chances·of getting this support from 
the NDEA; however, I promised to support it in Washington, if I have an 
opportunity to do so without appearing to favor the proposals of my home 
institution too much. 
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At 2:15 p.m. Alex Sherriffs came in to brief me on the background of the Zeta 
Psi fraternity case. Together we reviewed a lengthy memo from Thomas B. 
Dutton (Assistant Dean of Men) describing his investigation of the initiation 
ceremonies at which six students were branded on their forearms with the Greek 
symbols for the fraternity. This investigation disclosed that the branding 
ceremony was preceded by two days of initiation, during~which the neophytes 
were denied food and rest, made to sit for hours in straight-back chairs in 
closets, and asked to perform so-called 11 humorous 11 activities (which were 
actually quite harmless although not particularly funny). Dutton described 
his meetings with the fraternity president prior to these initiations, at 
which the University's anti-hazing rules were stated clearly. Dutton 
described his meeting with the president after the nature of these initiations 
became known to us, 

11 I was unable to clearly determine after one half hour_of questioning, 
why the president failed to observe the law and our policy regarding 
sleep, nourishment, etc. He could only say that he had been negligent. 
The president, vice president, and the six newly initiated members did not 
feel the branding of human beings or the other possible infractions were 
serious. The officers felt that the initiation had been improved greatly 
and that its activities were desirable. The chapter advisor, Wayne 
Snowden, expressed the same feelings and indicated that the University was 
taking this matter far too seriously. He felt that the branding of 
students should be considered an acceptable practice, and that our concern 
for other violations such as inadequate rest and nourishment was 
unnecessary. It was pointed out frequently by the members of the group 
with whom I spoke, that the branding was voluntary. They also indicated 
that every member of Zeta Psi had been branded ••. They all proudly 
displayed their brand ... 

I received a telephone call from Rix Snyder at 3:45p.m. He told me that he 
was calling in his capacity as Vice President of the 8th District of the NCAA 
and informed me that Walt Byers of the NCAA wishes to set up a high level 
committee of presidents and chancellors to deal with the subjects of 
recruiting and financial aid to student athletes and the whole problem as 
related to American higher education. This committee would study these issues 
and make recommendations. He asked me if I would like to be a member; I said 
that although the subject interests me very much, I definitely would not be 
available to do this. I recommended that he approach Clark Kerr and he said 
that he would try to contact him. Two meetings have already been tentatively 
set up: November 17th- 18th and December 15th- 16th. I have conflicts for 
both of those (the Big Game in November and a PSAC meeting in December). I 
told him that I will try to think of other people who might be good choices 
for this committee. 

At 4:10p.m. I attended the meeting of the Berkeley Division of the Academic 
Senate. I am pleased that Emilio Segr~ was nominated a~ Faculty Research 
Lecturer; the motion was passed by acclamation. 

I signed a large number of letters that had been prepared for my signature 
during my absence. I wrote to Clark Kerr, as I had promised Constance I 
would, to request that .25 FTE be transferred from the San Francisco campus to 
ours in order to allow I. Lyon Chaikoff to be full-time in the Department of 
Physiology here. 
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I signed a letter to Horace A. Barker appointing him Vice Chairman of the 
Department of Biochemistry. 

To Vice President James Corley I sent my comment on the proposal that the 
Campus Police Department report directly to the Business t-'lanager, rather than 
through the Superintendent of Grounds-and Buildings as is now the case, saying 
that I see no reason to change this satisfactory arrangement. 

I wrote to Donald Cooksey to formally invite him to serve as an unpaid 
consultant to the Committee for the Ernest 0. Lawrence Memorial Committee. I 
also wrote to each of the Committee members on the East Coast to inform them 
that Cooksey will be accompanying Lionel Viales on his trip to the East Coast 
to consult with them. 

I signed a letter, drafted by Bill Brownell, to Maurice Seay (Director of the 
Division of Education of the Kellogg Foundation) inquiring about their 
announced intention to establish programs to train junior college 
administrators,. indicating our interest in participating in such a program, 
and asking how we might proceed to apply for their support. 

I also wrote to William L. Laurence (Science Editor of the New York Times) to 
tell him how much I enjoyed reading his book, Man and Atom, in proof. I sent 
him my Yale Silliman Lectures book, The Transuranium Elements, calling the 
chapter entitled 11 The Plutonium Story 11 to his attention for his interest. 

I received a note from Edward L. Freers (American Embassy i·n Moscow) informing 
me that he has not received the thank you letter I wrote to Emmanuel 
Tsipelzon; I, therefore, wrote another letter apologizing for the delay and 
thanking him for the Mendeleev book I prize. 

I received a note from Charles H. Slayman, Jr. (Chief Counsel and Staff 
Director of the U.S. Senate Committee of the Judiciary Subcommittee on 
Constitutional Rights) thanking me for submitting a statement to the 
Subcommittee on 11 Secrecy and Science .. and enclosing copies of the printed 
record of the hearing on that matter. 

I read a note from Jim Hart, passing on the suggestion of Armin Rappoport•s 
CAL•s Subcommittee on Lectures that I sponsor a series of noon lectures by 
members of our faculty on current issues, national and international. Some of 
the suggested topics include a discussion of the new labor bill by Van 
Kennedy, a discussion of the current situation in Laos, issues now before the 
U.N. General Assembly, and the general question of disarmament. I suggested 
that we discuss this at a Cabinet meeting. 

I signed a letter to Kerr informing him of Paul Taylor's request that he be 
granted permission to negotiate with representatives of the Ford Founaation 
for continued support of the work of the Institute of International Studies. 
A Ford Foundation grant of $350,00 has been used in support of work in Chinese 
studies, Japanese studies, South and Southeast Asia studies, and Slavic 
Studies and Taylor has learned that the Foundation is not only interested in 
continuing support of this work but is also interested in initiating some 
study in the area of changing relations between western countries (other than 
the U.S.) and colonial nations.· I expressed my opinion that it was a wise 
move to shift the Institute of Slavic Studies from a statewide organization to 
a campus organization since this arrangement makes it easier for the local ceo 
to coordinate activities within organized research units. I intend to hand 
this letter to Kerr personally when I meet with him tomorrow. 
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Beginning at 6 p.m. I hosted a dinner for newly promoted and newly appointed 
associate professors at University House. (Wives were not invited on this 
occasion in the hope of encouraging more "shop talk".) The dinner was social 
and fairly informal. I spoke for a few minutes, welcoming the new people and~ 
congratulating those newly promoted. I emphasized my hopes for increased 
communication among faculty from different departments and invited those 
present to share their ideas for interdepartmental studies with me. Among the 
ideas I suggested was the establishment of interdepartmental seminars on a 
regular basis. 

Tuesday, October 13, 1959 

I spent the first hour in my Chancellor•s Office this morning dealing with 
correspondence. I read a letter from Vice President Richard Nixon, thanking 
me for the letter to him about the gift I received from Emmanuel Tsipelzon of 
the Soviet Union. He wrote, 

"The act of friendship which you describe is most interesting, and I am 
happy to learn that I may have had some small part in helping it along. 
It certainly confirms the impression I received on my trip that there is a 
basic feeling of friendship for the American people on the part of a great 
percentage of the Soviet people." 

A memo from William Dennes forwards a draft letter to leaders in various 
scientific fields whom we finally invite to send us nominations for the new 
Miller Fellowships. Dennes also reminds fellow members of the Institute for 
Basic Research in Science, 

" .•• if we continue to appoint eight fellows each year, and if each costs 
(with all perquisites) about $10,000 per annum as we expect, in the third 
year we would be spending $240,000 per annum on fellowships if all were 
extended into the third year and $160,000 if none should be extended. 
Considering that the income is only about $210,000 per annum, it may be 
necessary to reduce the number of fellows." 

I dictated a letter to Dean J. Periam Danton in response to his irate letter 
of October 1st, agreeing that the "uneven availability of rooms on campus is a 
most frustrating problem" and suggesting that he consult with Sandy Elberg 
(Chairman of the BCD Committee) and Clinton Gilliam (Space Assignment Officer) 
to try to find ways of resolving his problems, including possibly even 
consideration of Saturday morning seminars. 

I also wrote to Joel R. Williamson, who has requested payment of $192.26 for 
his service as a T.A. in History in 1956 prior to signing the Loyalty Oath, to 
inform him that the General Counsel•s Office has informed us that we are 
prohibited from making the payment "regardless of the equities involved." 
(This problem resulted from an administrative error in the History Department; 
execution of the State Oath of Allegiance is required before beginning 
emp 1 oymen t. ) 

At 10 a.m I met with Antoni Oppenheim (UCB) and Theoaore von Karman 
(CalTech). We talked about the general philosophy of scientific engineering 
and our system of rotating deans and von Karman agreed with these. I then 
asked him for suggestions as to future deans of Engineering on our campus and 
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during the course of our conversation he came up with the following list: 
William Pickering, Homer Joseph Stewart (NASA), Guy Stever (MIT), William R. 
Sears (hepd of the Aeronautics Department, Cornell), Milton Clauser (Space 
Tech Labs}"; Francis Clauser (head of the Aeronautics Department at John 
Hopkins) and Frank Marble (Jet Propulsion Center, CalTech). 

Beginning at 11 a.m. I held a student office hour in my office. Allen 
Solomonow came in to express again his disturbance at the way the Chancellor•s 
Office issued the directive to remove the graduate students from the ASUC. He 
said that he thinks this was done much too fast and in a somewhat preemptory 
manner, creating a lot of hard feelings. He wants to know what my motivation 
was and what my attitude will be in the future- 11 Wi 11 anything of consequence 
be left to the students or will the administration make similar moves?" I 
discussed at some length my basic concern for the welfare of the students, 
mentioned that I had been under criticism for delaying and not getting things 
done and told him that nearly all of the graduate students with whom I have 
spoken about this have expressed satisfaction with the move. I promised him 
that in the future we would go slower in consulting students and the ASUC 
Executive Committee on any comparable move if such should arise and that our 

_motivation is to work with the students and insofar as possible do things 
according to their desires. He seemed pleased by this prospect. I cited as 
an example the study of the administrative control of athletics where I said 
we are under great pressure to move faster, but I am holding back in order to 
consult student opinion. 

I took a few minutes out from the Student Office Hour to place a call to UCLA 
Vice Chancellor Bill Young. We discussed the pending decision on the control 
of athletics; he said that he has the UCLA document to send me. However, he 
has run into a technical problem with respect to the faculty. Because Ray 
Allen ignored the chairman of the Senate committee on athletics and did not 
put him on the Special Committee to Investigate the Problem of Administrative 
Control, Bill has had to straighten ou~ relations in this respect. He has 
consulted alumni and students. He is concerned about how Kerr will handle the 
announcement of any decision on the control of athletics and especially about 
the role of the Daily Bruin and the Daily Cal. The Daily Bruin is getting 
restive about lack of information. I told him that Sherriffs will talk with 
us on Friday and that I hope that we will be able to outline the coordination 
of a report. 

Hugh Barnett attended the Student Office Hour to express the hope that I could 
attend the meeting of the Order of the Golden Bear tomorrow night. I told him 
that unfortunately I can•t make it tomorrow night and also unfortunately 
neither Vice Chancellor Sherriffs nor Dean Shepard will be able to attend 
because of the meetings at UCLA. I, therefore, feel that the discussion of 
athletics might well be postponed. I said that I will make every effort to go 
to the meeting on October 28th along with Sherriffs and Shepard in order that 
we miqht discuss the administrative control of athletics at that time. I said 
that I value the Order of the Golden Bear and their advice very much and lean 
on it through the participation of Sherriffs, even though I can•t attend as 
many meetings as I would like. 

Nick Van Malen came in to explain that after four and a half years of living 
in California, his parents recently moved to Colorado and, therefore, he must 
pay the non-resident fee. He is either 21 now or about to become 21 and so 
would have to wait a year in order to establish residence in California in his 
own right. He wanted to know if there is not some way for him to get out of 
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it right now, since payment of the out-of-state fees is a tremenaous hardship 
on him. I told him that this is a matter of state law and that we cannot help 
him, expressing my regret that this is the case. 

Bill Wattenburg came in to discuss the disgraceful conduct of the rooting 
sections at the football games. He thinks we should try the device of 
identifying the individual students who are responsible and punish them. He 
also suggested that we might perhaps publicize in the Daily Cal before the 
next game that the section is on trial a~d will be given one more chance. He 
said that a factor contributing to the problem is the concessionaires and 
their sale of such things as gremlins, which, when purchased, turn out to be a 
hard cake of ice which the students throw in disgust. He said they are not 
worth the price and should be "looked into". He is also worried by the 
unsanitary handling of hot dogs by the concessionaires as a separate problem 
and thinks this should also be looked into. I told him to report these 
matters directly to Alex Sherriffs. 

Howard Karr came in to discuss the rooting section problems; he wanted to hear 
my suggestions as to what we might do about these problems because the 
Californians are having a meeting this noon which Assistant Dean of Men Tom 
Dutton and Director of ASUC Activities Ollie White will attend. I tela him 
about my previous discussions with Bill Wattenburg, whom he did not know. lie 
said that he thinks that the men from the residence halls and dorms (such as 
Smyth) are the chief culprits. I suggested that perhaps·.in their discussion 
this noon they might evolve a plan to contact the leaders of these groups to 
enlist their cooperation and also that we might make some appeals through the 
Daily Cal. I told him wattenburg's concern over the gremlins; Howard thinks 
th1s 1s a minor problem compared to the throwing of apples, etc. He thinks 
that we should forbid the fraternity social functions on Saturaay mornings 
because he feels that these contribute to the problems. 

Clark Kerr and I met for lunch in his office to go over a long list of agenaa 
items (36!~) we had each collected. Jlmong the things we aiscussea were: 

1) The need to expand the Biochemistry building by 58,000 square feet
Kerr told me that the original smaller request for the builaing expansion has 
already been submitted to the state, but if we get good documentation to him 
right away, he will consider it; 

2) Commencement date for ~he Berkeley campus- set for Saturday, June 
llth, partly as a result of Charles Smith's suggestion; 

3) Honorary degrees- I told Kerr about my discussion with Ed Pauley 
regarding awarding an honorary degree to Ike Harvey. Kerr said that he is 
already under consideration by the faculty committee and asked that we send 
other suggestions like Stephen Pepper (retired Professor of Philosophy) into 
his office as soon as possible; 

4) Interdepartmental faculty seminars- Kerr said that we can use supplies 
and pay the expenses of guests for these seminars and that we should prepare a 
proposal for the rest of this suggested program, making it "realistic" since 
there is not much hope; 

5) Space Sciences Laboratory- We should get a proposal to the Regents 
immediately, showing what grants we have applied for and what we have already 
received; 
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6) Herm Weiner- Engelhard should draft a letter to the coaching staff 
forbidding basketball players to play on Weiner•s team; 

7) My problems with getting ~service credit reinstated in the retirement 
system for my time in Chicago on the Manhattan Project- a petition will be 
submitted to the governing board of PRAS (like Helmholz•s case?); 

8) Funding of the Earl Warren Legal Center and the Cultural Center- We 
discussed the possibilities of using McEnerney (Garrett t-'icEnerney is 
especially interested in the Legal Center) and Morrison monies for these 
projects and decided that we ought to involve Bill Wurster in the early 
planning so that we might begin to develop design ideas; 

9) Candidates for Athletic Director- Kerr suggested the possibility of 
Arleigh Williams, but I feel that he is probably more valuable where he is; 

10) Attendance at IAAC meetings- Alex Sherriffs can attend in Frank 
Kidner•s absence. 

I also hand-delivered the letter regarding Paul Taylor•s desire to pursue Ford 
Foundation interest in supporting the Institute of International Studies and a 
favorable report, drafted by Jim Hart, on the experiences of Russian students 
visiting here on the exchange program with the University of Leningrad last 
year, as Kerr had requested last week; he will now present it to the 
Educational Policy Committee. 

Our meeting was interrupted briefly by a call to Kerr from Rix Snyder 
(Stanford) who asked him to serve as a member of the committee dealing with 
recruiting and financial aid to student athletes, etc. (which Rix discussea 
with me by phone yesterday). Clark and I agreed that we might work out 
something whereby he would attend some meetings and I woula attend others. 

At 2 p.m. Pete Elliott and the assistant football coaches (Gene Stauber, Buck 
~lcPhail, Bill Taylor, Mike White, Dee Andros and Bob Herndon) joined us. They 
brought up six or seven items, some statewide in character (such as 
admissions, retention policy, etc.) and some relating only to the Berkeley 
campus (such as the difficulties they have had holding football practice when 
the bulldozer was working on the field the whole week before the Texas game 
and conflicts with ROTC about watering the field to prevent injuries). They 
also complained about the impossibility of holding secret practices. (Before 
the game with Notre Dame, there were lots of scouts around.) 

They described some problems, also, with pre-enrollment. Player Tom bates was 
given a very rough time by a secretary when he triea to pre-enroll before the 
Washington game and as a result, he and others couldn•t get into the sections 
they wanted and now can•t get to practice until after 5 p.m. both Kerr ana I 
expressed our desire to help smooth out some of these aaministrative 
problems. (It will have to be handled very delicately and diplomatically so 
that we do not seem to be only concerned with looking after athletes.) 

Clark and I then went together to Stern Hall to attend the reception marking 
the opening of the new addition to the dormitory. I spoke tor a few minutes, 
remarking on the tremendous generosity of the Stern and Haas families to our 
ca~pus. (Elise Haas is the daughter of Rosalie Stern.) 
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In the evening Helen and I attended a dinner party at University House hosted 
by the Kerrs in honor of Davis Chancellor Emil t>'lrak. 

Patent No. 2,908,621, Producing Energy and Radioactive Fission Products, was 
issued this date to me, Em1l1o Segre and Joseph w. Kennedy. 

Wednesday, October 14, 1959 

I decided to stay at home later than usual this morning (since I will be away 
on travel so much of the next few weeks) and go directly to the Radiation 
Laboratory for my first appointment of the day. Before leaving home, at about 
9:30a.m., I called Mortimer Smith (President of the Alumni Association) and 
learned that he is sending a letter today with his nominations for alumni 
members of the IAAB. 

At 10:45 a.m. I met in Iz Perlman's office at the Rad Lab with fv1r. Orran of 
the Shell Oil Company Film Unit. He is engaged in making a film on scientific 
methods for the Royal Society. I pointed out the possibility of using shows 
#6- #8 of the Elements series and suggested that he talk with Ed fvicfvlillan and 
Al Ghiorso. I also introduced him to Dan Wilkes, who was at the Lab to attend 
the meeting of some members of the EOL Memorial Committee. 

Bill Fretter, Lionel Viales, Don Cooksey, Stan McCaffrey, Dan ana I met for 
about 45 minutes to discuss the progress of our plans for the Hall of 
Science. The booklet describing the project is finally ready and 3,0UO copies 
have been distributed. We decided to schedule a meeting of the full Committee 
for November 19th in Los Angeles, at the time of the Regents Meeting there. 

At 11:50 a.m. I received a telephone call from John Kincaid (Advanced Projects 
Research Agency [ARPA]) who told me that he conferred earlier today with 
people at the AEC regarding our Inorganic Materials Laboratory. He says the 
AEC position is fuzzy and ARPA wants more information regaraing this. He 
feels that we could set up a long-term contract, which might include recovery 
by ARPA of the cost for the building in a period longer than five years 
(perhaps 10 or 15 years amortization, as a good starting point). Kincaid is 
sensibly leery of interfering with UC-AEC relations; he suggestea that we send 
a letter with this information to Roy Johnson. 

I then rushed down to the campus to preside over the meeting of the 
Chancellor's Advisory Administrative Council (CAAC) beginning at 12:15 p.m. in 
the conference roan. Present were W. A. Brownell, fv:i. Chernin, D. Coney, L. 
Constance, J. P. Danton, L. A. Det-'lonte, W. B. Fretter, C. F. Garland, C. C. 
Gilliam, E. T. Grether, J. D. Hart, A. E. Hutson, R. Kerley, N. M. fvlundell, E. 
Parker, W. L. Prosser, G. B. Bodman, W. F. Shepard, A. C. Sherriffs, c. E. 
Smith, M. A. Stewart, E. W. Strong, H. J. Vaux, D. M. Wilkes, 0. W. Wilson and 
W. W. Wurster. Lewis Perry (Manager of the Personnel Office) was also present 
by invitation. 

I opened the meeting with my report, informing the members that my office is 
preparing new projected enrollment figures for 1960-61 in the hope that this 
will help to lessen the budget cut with which we are facea, that a decision 
about the administrative control of athletics should be forthcoming within the 
next month or so, that seven Russian students have arrived, that I have 
discussed with the President the problems caused by the distribution of so 
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many questionnaires and that the date for commencement has been set for June 
11th. I reported on the efforts to get support for a Space Sciences 
Laboratory and on the progress of plans for the EOL Memorial Hall of Science. 
There followed discussion of experiences with registration by mail this 
semester and an evaluation of the usefulness of the orientations which were 
held for deans and departmental chairmen. 

Alex Sherriffs then made a report on student affairs. He began by describing 
the developments regarding the formation of a graduate student association, 
now that graduate students are no longer a part of the ASUC, expressing our 
opinion that a movement in this direction should originate with the students 
and has been a bit slow in developing. Faculty interest in the Faculty Fellow 
program planned for the new residence halls has been very high; 89 nominations 
were received and 32 people have already agreed to serve. Alex then opened a 
discussion about how much students should be encouraged to take an organized 
interest in such matters as curriculum and faculty hiring and promotion. The 
consensus seemed to be that everyone is interested in learning more about 
student opinion, but that we probably would not want to encourage an organized 
effort to participate in decisions which rightly rest with the faculty. 

Ed Strong then led a discussion of the rules being developed for continuing 
faculty members beyond retirement age. He reported that the President•s 
Office has determined that these appointments must be made on a year to year 
basis. Grether suggested that effectiveness of teaching should be a top 
criterion for selecting faculty members to continue teaching past regular 
retirement age. 

Copies of the report on 11 NonAcademic Personnel Program Development .. were 
distributed and there followed a quite lengthy discussion, led by Bob Kerley 
with the active participation of Lewis Perry, of the rules for posting job 
openings, the use of probationary periods and the eligibility for a first 
raise, etc. 

The meeting was adjourned at 3 p.m. At 3:15 p.m., as usual, the meeting of 
the Academic Advisory Committee (AAC) followed in the same room. Present 
were: L. Constance, W. R. Dennes, S. Elberg, W. B. Fretter, L. M. Grossman, J. 
D. Hart, A. E. Hutson, G. Mackinney, J. W. MacSwain, E. R. Parker, ~~. A. 
Stewart and E. W. Strong. We opened the meeting with a discussion of the 
growth of the Mathematics and Statistics departments and the way in which this 
has affected the planning for the Math and Statistics Building Unit 2. The 
Academic Plan for this field is seriously inaccurate and out of date so it was 
determined that it should be reworked on the basis of a campus enrollment 
ceiling of 30,000 and·the question of the design of Unit 2 deferred until this 
new information is available. Ed Strong then covered more or less the same 
territory as in the CAAC meeting regarding the continuation of faculty members 
after retirement age. Next Morris Stewart initiated a discussion of the 
applicability of the Levering Loyalty Oath requirement for Visiting Scholars, 
etc. The meeting adjourned at 4:50 p.m. 

I then stopped by my Chancellor•s Office across the hall (for the first and 
last time today!) and spent a few minutes reading correspondence, etc. I read 
an interesting memo from Ted Sherburne regarding the progress of our proposal 
for a Closed Circuit Intercampus TV project under Title VII of the NDEA Act 
and another from Milt Chernin reporting on the meeting of the City of 
Berkeley-UC Systemwide Liaison Committee held last week. 
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Helen told me this evening that she attended a coffee hour this morning for 
mothers of third graders (Steve•s class) and then went to a tea for wives of 
faculty members in the Chemistry uepartment, hosted by Jean Pitzer. 

Thursday, October 15, 1959- Berkeley- Los Angeles 

I spent the first part of the morning in my Chancellor•s Office, trying to 
finish up some correspondence, etc. before leaving for Washington later this 
afternoon. I signed a letter to Madison Beeler (Chairman of the Subcommittee 
on Space Utilization) explaining how my expanded staff and Alex Sherriffs • 
need for more privacy than that afforded by glass partitions necessitate our 
using Room 3410 Dwinelle, which was formerly assigned to the Speech 
Department. These space problems are always sticky issues. 

I read a memo from Bill Fretter, passing on information learned from Richard 
F. Hartsook, regarding our efforts to obtain the Pacific Grove Asilomar site 
for our Marine Biological Laboratory. Samuel Morse (Chairman of the Boara of 
the Del Monte Corporation, which owns this site) has determined that there is 
about $2 million worth of sand on that site yet to be mined and for that 
reason, they are not interested in considering selling the land. They have 
also recorded a covenant against any buildings in the shore area. Morse 
suggests that we investigate the Navy Postgrad~ate School in Monterey or 
possibly some beach land in the Fort Ord area. Fretter thinks that perhaps we 
might want to consider the Steep Ravine area of Stinson Beach in Marin 
County. He notes that funding is probably going to come from Springer Funds 
and that cooperation with Stanford in establishing the Laboratory is now out 
of the question. 

A long memo from Errol Mauchlan discusses the IBM feasibility stuay for 
upgrading the University•s centralized data processing equipment. He 
summarizes the results of a meeting held on Monday with Bob Kerley, ~orman 
Mundell, Clinton Gilliam, fviorris Stewart, Lewis Perry, Gordon Tyndall, Herman 
Spindt, Edward Feder, HenryS. Yee (Supervisor of Payroll) and Frank S. Harter 
(Purchasing Agent). The proposed upgrading by installation of an IBM 7070 
will take two to three years to complete, including recruitment ana training 
programs. During the installation period costs are estimatea at an average of 
about $100,000 per year. In operation the rental costs will total $250,000 or 
it could be purchased for just over $1 million. 

Errol also throws out a couple of interesting philosophical questions about 
the possible effects of such a centralized computing system, referring to a 
report from Purdue University: 

..... extensive mechanization ••• has had the result of discounting the 
student and faculty element in the operation. The tight scheduling of 
classes and high classroom utilization which have been achievea leave the 
student with a narrow choice of courses and the faculty with little 
exercize [sic- fvlauchlan is a Scot] of preference in regard to classrooms 
and meeting times. ~~ore over, in respect of budget and bui 1 ding program 
the improved data seem to have proved of greater value as ammunition for 
the Legislature than as tools for campus management. It is difficult to 
appraise this possibility, but it should probably be considered ... 

At about 10:30 a.m. I received a telephone call from Jim Corley, who told me 
that a rocket fuel testing site near the U. C. Mount Hamilton Observatory is 

October 1959- Page 20 



harmful and that we need a consultant on the UC staff. I recommended Charles 
Wilke and Kenneth Street. 

At 10:45 a.m. Larry Marshall came to my office by appointment. He referred to 
our meeting in Washington, D.C. in May and said that he was checking back with 
me, as I had suggested he should do. I told him confidentially that John 
Whinnery is going to be the new Dean of the College of Engineering and that he 
should contact him after the announcement is made in regard to a position in 
the College. He inquired about other places in the University and I said that 
the same procedure would apply, that is, to apply to the dean involved. He is 
now connected with a business enterprise in Texas with Win Salisbury, but is 
still anxious to get back into teaching. 

Beginning at 11 a.m. I met with student Grove Thomas to discuss the plans for 
the Model United Nations Conference to be held here next April. He told me 
that there will be 80 schools and 800 students participating. Arrangements 
have been made to house the students in the Claremont and Shattuck hotels and 
to feed them at Unit I residence halls. Thomas wanted to discuss use of other 
campus facilities for the conference. They will need eight rooms for three 
days and would like to use three display rooms at Kroeber and some lecture 
rooms in Morrison. They wi 11 use Wheeler Auditorium on Wednesday evening and 
the gym on Saturday for the general assembly. He will send a memorandum 
outlining their plans. 

At 11:30 a.m. I met with I. J. "Ike" Harvey, Jr. (President of Flintkote in 
New York), his son Wilson Harvey (Executive Manager of the L.A. branch) and 
Bill Monahan. We engaged in pleasantries regarding the perennial problem of 
the Pelican. Harvey told me that he has just completed a merger with 
Calaveras Cement Company. I mentioned that I would like to look him up when I 
am in New York, which idea he welcomed. (He is a potential donor. I had 
erroneously identified him with RCA, but he is not connected with RCA other 
than that he knew the man from RCA whom we were trying to obtain for Vice 
President of Business Affairs of the University.) 

At noon we held the regular meeting of my Cabinet in the Conference Room. 
Present were Chernin, Fretter, Hart, Malloy, Mauchlan and Strong. I 
summarized the results of my meeting with Clark Kerr and described the meeting 
we had with the football coaches yesterday. 

"The Guide to the Berkeley Campus" was discussed again and it was agreed that 
Jim Hart, Dan Wilkes and probably Charles Smith will work on having someone, 
possibly from University Press, edit this kind of publication in the future in 
order to avoid the sort of problems encountered with this guide. Despite the 
cost, it was decided to request a new edition of the yuide. 

Milt Chernin reported that he has consulted with Jack Oswald about returning 
property at the corner of Bancroft Way and Telegraph Avenue to the City of 
Berkeley for use as a "free speech area". Chernin is still working on several 
problems associated with this proposal, then the negotiations will be handled 
by Robert Underhill. 

I met with Harvey White at 2:15 p.m. and told him about the EOL Memorial Hall 
of Science, including the history of the idea, the scope of the project and 
the people involved. I asked him if he would be willing to assist and he said 
he would. I said that this conference was his official charge to do so and 
that he should get in touch with Fretter, Cooksey and Viales and begin to work 
on it with them. 
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Lincoln Constance and I got together for our weekly conference at 2:30 p.m. 
He gave me a copy of a memorandum of his recent discussion with Leo Postman 
(Psychology) on staff promotions, chairmanships, etc. He said that he will 
determine whether or not C. W. Brown would be willing to serve as Acting 
Chairman of the Department for 1960~1 if asked to do so. 

Constance also gave me a copy of a memorandum concerning the History of 
Science program, particularly the augmentation of the program with a historian 
specializing in Biological Sciences. I suggested that we might find someone 
who would be interested in recording the 11 making of science .. here on the 
Berkeley campus, perhaps in connection with the Lawrence Hall of Science. 

At 4 p.m. I met a University driver and he drove me to the San Francisco 
Airport, where I boarded United Airlines Flight #760, which left at about 5:30 
p.m. and arrived at Los Angeles Airport at a little after 7 p.m. I took a 
taxi to the Westwood Manor Hotel (10527 Wilshire Boulevard), where I checked 
in. 

Friday, October 16, 1959- Los Angeles 

At 7:15 a.m. I received a call from Or. Thiel from Dallas, who invited me to 
speak to the Texas Academy of Sciences in Dallas on December 11th; I declined 
due to a previous engagement. 

This is the All-University weekend at UCLA. I went to UCLA to attend the 
All-University Meeting, which was held in the area between the library and 
Royce Hall at the top of Janss Steps. Here I sat on the stage along with 
Chancellor Emil M. Mrak of Davis, Chancellor Vern 0. Knudsen of Los Angeles, 
Chancellor Herman T. Spieth of Riverside, Chancellor Samuel B. Gould of Santa 
Barbara, Provost John B de M. Saunders of San Francisco and President Kerr. 
Kerr presided and introduced Knudsen, who gave a brief speech of welcome as 
Chancellor of the host campus. 

Kerr then called on me and I responded briefly as the representative of the 
visiting campuses. I began my remarks with the salutation 11 Fellow Bruins! 11

, 

which met with an enthusiastic response from UCLA students. I told them that 
we, Bruins, now have it made since we have infiltrated the Berkeley campus at 
the very top spot, that is, that of Chancellor. I said that I was surprised 
to discover that we are gathered here not to celebrate the 30th anniversary of 
my enrollment as a freshman student at UCLA, but to kick off the 
All-University weekend. I said this is the first time that I have addressed 
the UCLA student body since I left here- in fact, it is the first time even 
without such a qualification. I then praised the progress at UCLA but chided 
them that the bridge that extended westward from Hilgard Avenue to the main 
quadrangle spanning a deep arroyo when I was a student has been removed, thus 
removing the possibility of any student having such a convenient bridge to 
jump off of. 

After the meeting I talked with Acting UCLA Vice Chancellor Paul Dodd, telling 
him about our reconsideration of our mailing list for CAAC minutes. He said 
that he would look into it and let us know if he would like to have an 
exchange arrangement for our and their minutes. 
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In the afternoon Tom Davis, Bill Young, Phil Davis and I played golf at the 
Bel-Air Country Club. We played 15 holes, skipping holes #13-15 as it was 
beginning to get dark. We played a low ball- low total match (i.e., two 
points per hole) under a complicated handicapping system. Tom and Bill won 
the match, 4 and 2. 

I again spent the night at the Westwood Manor Hotel. 

Saturday, October 17, 1959- Los Angeles 

I attended the California Club breakfast honoring President and Mrs. Kerr at 
the University Religious Conference located at 900 Hilgard Avenue in West Los 
Angeles, which was attended by the chief campus administrators and their wives 
and the deans of students and their wives as guests of honor. 

I then attended a luncheon at the USC Dining Commons for Los Angeles alumni of 
the University of California Berkeley campus. During the luncheon I talked 
with Clark Kerr and told him about the AAC discussions of distinguished 
lecturers (like Hitchcock) and research scholars not signing the Levering 
oath. He agreed with my decision to maintain the status quo--that they are 
not "appointees". He also agrees that research associates and fellows (who 
are now regarded as appointees and hence fill out appointment forms and sign 
the oath) probably should maintain the status quo. If the office that handles 
the appointment forms tries to change the procedure, we should let Clark know. 

I explained to him my talks with Lincoln Constance (and through him, with 
Morrie Stewart) and Dean Smith (through Kitty Malloy) regarding Julian 
Friedman. He agreed that this is as much as we can do. He wasn't sure (and 
I'm not sure) whether he is returning to a non-tenure position or whether it 
is a question of seeking re-affiliation. 

I also described the Tonnessen situation. Kerr agreed that this is very 
serious; however, he doubts that we should discharge him, seeming to feel that 
the way to handle it is to see to it that this information is brought forth in 
considering the step to tenure position so as to prevent such a step. He also 
added that Walter Galenson (Business Administration and Economics) said he 
learned in Norway that Tonnessen and another Norwegian at U.C. (whose name 
Kerr couldn't recall) are held in such low regard in Norway that our own 
reputation is suffering there because we keep them at UCB. 

Kerr also mentioned to me t~at someone in Sacramento pointed out that Squaw 
Valley may be available as a result of its disposal by the state after the 
Olympic Games are finished. 

I then gave ·a talk to the alumni group, describing some of the changes that 
have taken place in my personal life as a result of my chancellorship and 
pointinq out many of the changes that are taking place on the Berkeley campus, 
in such areas as control of athletics, student government, rapidly growing 
enrollment, new buildings, etc. 

We then went to the Los Angeles Coliseum to attend the football game between 
Berkeley and UCLA. Cal was not able to stop the long runs of UCLA; for 
example, the 63-yard kickoff return by Gene Gaines and Ray Smith's 48-yard run 
for a touchdown. Cal made mistakes in the second half, such as a fatal fumble 
inside the five-yard line and fumbled pitchouts on their drives. The final 
score was UCLA 19, Ca 1 12. 
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There was an impressive half-time ceremony in which President Kerr walked onto 
the field accompanied by the chancellors and the student body presidents of 
each campus plus the candidates for the title of "All University Athlete ... 
Kerr introduced all of the people who accompanied him and introduced each 
rooting section. 

After the game Kerr and I went to address the 11Southern Seas 11 reception and 
then went to a cocktail buffet at the home of Ralph and Barbara Edwards at 710 
North Hillcrest Road in Beverly Hills. 

When I returned to the Westwood Manor Hotel, I called Helen. She told me that 
she attended a meeting of the Foreign Students Hospitality Committee yesteraay 
morning at Sylvia Mclaughlin's home (1450 Hawthorne Terrace) ana the Section 
Club tea at University House yesterday afternoon. This afternoon was very 
busy. She drove David, Stephen and Pete to the office of our dentist, Dr. 
Norman Betaque, in ~alnut Creek, where David had a 1:30 p.m. appointment, 
Steve, a 2 p.m. appointment and Pete, a 2:30 p.m. appointment. In the 
meantime she went to nearby Kaiser Hospital for her 1:30 p.m. appointment with 
her obstetrician, Dr. Dohner. After her appointment she returnee to Dr. 
Betaque•s office and waited until the dentist was finished with Pete, picked 
up the kids, and then took Pete to his doctor for a shot. 

Sunday, October 18, 1959- Los Angeles- Washington, D.C. 

I took a taxi to the Los Angeles Airport, where I boardea .American Airlines 
Flight #16, which left at about 8 a.m. and arrived at the Baltimore Frienaship 
Airport at about 4:40p.m. I then took an airport limousine into the Statler 
Hilton Hotel (K and 16th Streets) in Washington, D.C., where I checked in ana 
had dinner. 

I then went to the Cosmos Club, where I met from 7 p.m. until 8 p.m. with 
Harry Kelly (National Science Foundation), Arthur Roe (Department of Chemistry 
of the University of North Carolina, currently on leave to the NSF), Alfred B. 
Garrett (Department of Chemistry at Ohio State University) and Bradford R. 
Stanerson (Director of Membership Affairs of the American Chemical Society). 
They asked me to head up a group to improve curriculum, etc. in high school 
chemistry (i.e., a Seaberg Committee analogous to the Zacharias Committee in 
high school physics). This would be a $1 million- $3 million project, 
covering books, laboratory manuals, films, testing, etc. with an aavisory 
committee and working sub-committees. I said that I will think it over ana 
let them know at the dinner meeting with them at the Cosmos Club on October 
20th. They will feel out Art Campbell to be my associate airector or 11alter 
ego ... They gave me a lot of material concerning similar efforts in physics, 
mathematics and biology. 

Monday, October 19, 1959- Washington, D.C. 

After breakfast in the Statler Hilton Hotel I walked to the nearby Executive 
Office Building to attend in Room 220 the meeting of the President's Science 
Advisory Committee presided over by George Kistiakowsky. We met in executive 
session in the morning, afternoon and evening. Our meeting began at 9:30 a.m. 
and we spent the first hour in a discussion session. Then, from 10:30 a.m. 
until noon, we heard a presentation by Richard Morse (Director of Research and 
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Development for the Department of the Army) aoout the Army plans for research 
and development. 

I had a discussion with Bob Kreidler, who is going to serve as Executive 
Secretary for my Panel on Basic Research and Graduate Education. We agreed 
that he will draft letters to be sent to prospective panel members after I 
have talked to them by phone in order to ascertain their acceptance to serve 
on the pane 1. 

From noon until 1:30 p.m. we heard a presentation on Navy research and 
development program plans by James H. Wakelin, Jr. (Assistant Secretary of the 
Navy for Research and Development). 

The PSAC members ·then had lunch in the White House mess. I sat with f'l1anny 
Piore and invited him to be a member of my Panel on Basic Research and 
Graduate Education. He said that he is over-committed for the next few months 
but indicated that he will probably accept when the time comes. I also talked 
with George Kistiakowsky, who said that he thinks my panel list is okay except 
that I should add a couple of names from non-glamour institutions. He 
questions whether Henry Eyring could give it the necessary time, but I said 
that he is so good, I would want him if only for a limited time. 

We returned to Room 220, Executive Office Building, and from 2:30p.m. until 4 
p.m. we heard a presentation on Air Force research and development program 
plans from Joseph V. Charyk (Assistant Secretary of the Air Force for Research 
and Development). This was followed by a panel discussion among PSAC members 
until 5:30p.m. 

After dinner we had an evening session in Room 220 from 7:30p.m. until 10 
p.m., in which we discussed mainly our national space policy. The consensus 

·of the PSAC members was that we shouldn't withdraw from competition with the 
Soviets in space, but we should be very careful in selecting the areas of 
competition with them and we should emphasize space sciences. 

After I returned to my room in the Statler Hilton Hotel, I received a phone 
call from Ed Pauley in Los Angeles at 10:20 p.m. He said that he saw Cooksey 
and Viales today, who brought up the name of Harvey White as a potential 
director for the Ernest 0. Lawrence Hall of Science; Ed said that he is in 
favor of White. He said that he has put the subject of the Hall of Science on 
the agenda for the Regents Meeting at Davis this coming Friday because 
Governor Pat Brown will be there. 

Tuesday, October 20, 1959- Washington, D.C. 

After I returned to my room following breakfast at the Statler Hilton Hotel, I 
received a phone call from Dr. Hellwege. She wants someone at Berkeley to 
prepare decay schemes for heavy elements for the Springer volumes on nuclear 
physics using a format similar to that of Kay Way and Charlie Lauritsen, who 
are doing it for medium and light elements. She will send a sample of Way's 
format and a description of the reproduction process. I said that I will 
discuss it with Iz Perlman and we will let her know. She mentioned Jack 
Hollander as a possibility. They pay 750 marks (l mark= 25¢) for each 16 
pages. 

I then walked to the Executive Office Building to attend in Room 220 the 
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continuing meeting of PSAC. We had an open session, beginning at 9 a.m., 
lasting an hour, at which there was a report on Africa south of the Sahara by 
George Harrar (Vice President of the Rockefeller Foundation). He reported on 
the role of science and technology in technical aid to Africa south of the 
Sahara and he was joined in the discussion by Leonard J. Saccio (Deputy 
Director of ICA), Gordon (ICA) and Robert F. Loeb (of Columbia University). 
Saccio assured us that the ICA is taking the report very seriously and will 
adopt as much of it as it can. 

During the rest of the morning in executive session Administrator Keith 
Glennan and Hugh Dryden and Richard W. Porter of NASA gave us a briefing of 
the NASA rese-arch and development program plans. This was followed by a 
rather vigorous discussion in which Fisk, Purcell and others criticized NASA 
because they place too much emphasis on hardware and not enough on science. 
Glennan did his best to defend their plans. 

We then had an executive session with Herb York (Director of Defense Research 
and Engineering) which continued through lunch. He explained his approach to 
the military budget. We agreed on a general plan of action because it leaves 
us the freedom to recommend changes in the military budgets and York 
emphasized that he would welcome suggestions or changes- although they may 
have to wait later for reprogramming in order to put them into effect. 

This was followed by a briefing by George P. Sutton (Chief Scientist for ARPA) 
on the ARPA research and development program plans. 

There followed a discussion period in which we talked about new members for 
the PSAC. Most votes were for George Beadle, Harvey Brooks, Harold Brown, Don 
Hornig, Alvin Weinberg and Pief Panofsky. Kisty thinks that Brown is not well 
enough known and that Hornig won't accept this year and added the names of 
James McRae, Julius P. Molnar, John Tukey, Robert Loeb and Melvin Calvin. He 
said that Cyril Smith is resigning from PSAC. 

I gave Kisty the names that I am about to settle on for membership on my Panel 
on Basic Research and Graduate Education: George Beadle, Mac Bundy, Bill 
Fretter, Manny Piore, Athel Spilhaus, Alan Watennan, John Willard, Henry Bent, 
Meredith Wilson and Fred Tennan. Kisty also told us that he wants suggestions 
as soon as possible for the position of Director of Research at AEC and for a 
Commissioner at AEC. 

Detlev Bronk asked my opinion of Bill Nierenberg as a successor to Fred Seitz 
as Science Advisor to NATO. I said that he lacks their kind of experience but 
would probably be all right. 

In talking with Herb York, I told him about the impending announcement of 
Whinnery's appointment at the Regents Meeting on Friday. I told him, 
confidentially, about the tenure of this appointment and of our continuing 
interest in him (York). 

I told John Kincaid of ARPA that we will send him an answer to the loan 
proposition given in his phone call (regarding support of the Materials 
Science Laboratory at Berkeley) as soon as we can. He said he has talked to 
AEC about our proposition and they are still pessimistic. 

Following the PSAC meeting I went to the Cosmos Club to have dinner with Harry 
Kelly, Arthur Roe and Brad Stanerson. I agreed to serve as director of the 
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high school chemistry project. Roe called Campbell and he said that he could 
serve as associate director part-time this year, next summer in Berkeley and 
half-time next year. The contract would be made with U.C. Berkeley. Campbell 
should go to Washington and discuss the procedure for writing up the proposal 
with Roe. We should involve high school teachers (like Bob Rice of Berkeley 
High) and Robert Stollberg and some educationalists on the advisory 
committee. Leonard Nash (Harvard) would also be good and perhaps we should 
consider Joel Hildebrand, George Pimentel and Richard Powell (all UCB) and 
maybe Milton Polissar (San Francisco City College) for a subcommittee. 

Wednesday, October 21, 1959- Washington, D.C. 

I attended the meeting of the Advisory Committee on New Educational fv1eoia at 
the Office of Education of the Departm~nt of Health, Education and Welfare 
(HEW). As the meeting was getting underway, I had a conversation with C. 
Scott Fletcher, who gave me the gratifying news that he feels that the UC 
Extension Division is doing the best job of any extension division in our 
country. This has come about since we began to use regular faculty more 
regularly. 

We were given a description of the educational television experiment at 
Purdue; they have an airborne transmitter which reaches 5 million students 
over a 200 mile radius with the airplane operating out of the Purdue 
University Airport. Our plans include possibly dividing the country into 12 
such areas in order to follow up on this experiment. 

I returned to the Statler Hilton Hotel to have cocktails with Homer Babbidge, 
Roy Hall and Walter Stone. I asked them to look for chances for HEW to 
support research in humanities in universities. They said present laws forbid 
it but they are sympathetic. I told them about UC hopes for an Institute of 
the Humanities. They suggested bringing this to the attention of Robert 
Lumiansky (President of the American Council of Learned Societies) who might 
help find support. 

After dinner in the Statler coffee shop, I went to my room and called Helen. 
She told me that she attended a meeting of the Building Services Committee at 
the University YWCA on Monday morning. Yesterday morning she attenoed a 
coffee hour for the mothers of fifth graders (Dave's class) at the home of 
Mrs. Irwin (1126 Hidalgo Court). In the evening Pete went with his friends to 
a Boy Scout iceskating party in Walnut Creek while Helen attended a meeting of 
the hostesses for the Home Hospitality Committee in the University House 
ballroom (that is, lower level). This is a committee that helps entertain 
foreign students at Berkeley. This morning she brought Pete to his 
orthodontist, Dr. Redmond, at 8:45a.m. and then after Pete went on to school, 
she went into University House to attend another meeting of the hostesses of 
the Home Hospitality Committee. 

Thursday, October 22, 1959- Washington, O.C.- Davis, California 

I again attended the meeting of the Advisory Committee on New Educational 
Media in the HEW building. The meeting took place in the morning ana through 
lunch. 

Following this, I travelled by airport limousine to the Baltimore Friendship 
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Airport, where I boarded TWA Flight #61, which left at about 3 p.m. and 
arrived at the San Francisco Airport at about 6 p.m.· I was met by a 
University driver who drove me to Davis. 

He had a packet of papers from my Chancellor's Office and I read some of these 
enroute. A note from Louis DeMonte recommends that the Berkeley campus 
allocate $12,000 for a site survey of the Chaparral Hill property, use of 
which is tentatively planned for the Lawrence Memorial and other Berkeley 
campus buildinas, including, possibly, the Space Sciences Laboratory. Another 
note from Kitty Malloy informs me that the East Bay Municipal Utility District 
(EBMUD) has set a price of $230,000 while our own appraisers set the value of 
this property at Sl69,000. Therefore, there will probably be quite extensive 
negotiations. Bob Kerley is also working on the utilities problem for that 
area. 

Stan McCaffrey forwarded a copy of a letter to him from Richard ~ixon which 
mentioned how much Nixon enjoyed meeting with me prior to his trip to the 
Soviet Union and Poland, saying "you may be sure I found his extensive 
knowledge extremely helpful and constructive." 

When I arrived, I checked into the Hotel El Rancho, where I had dinner. 

Friday, October 23, 1959- UC, Davis 

In the morning before Chancellor Mrak's inauguration ceremony, I attended a 
short meeting of the Regents Committee on Grounds and Buildings in the Home 
Economics Buildina on the Davis campus. The Committee approved the 
appointment of th~ architectural firm of Kitchen and Hunt to design the Animal 
House for the Biomedical Complex and the Field-Free Laboratory in tne Lawrence 
Radiation Laboratory. 

During the meeting I had a conversation with Stan McCaffrey, who suggested 
that we consider using Bill Monahan to help in fundraising for the EOL Hall of 
Science. I told him that in view of the unavailability of Thursday night at 
the November Regents Meeting in Los Angeles for a meeting of the EOL 
Committee, we shouldn't try to meet in L.A. because it would probably fail 
again. We should think in terms of a December meeting in Berkeley at the time 
of the Regents Meeting there. 

At 9:35a.m. I was called out of the meetina to take a call from Georae Probst 
of the Edison Foundation in New York. He told me that a conference on "Mass 
~1edia and the Image of Science" will be held in Washington, D.C. on November 
6th. Their opening speaker Reuben Gustavson has cancelled and he asked if I 
would aive the opening speech; I regretted his invitation. 

Beginning at 10 a.m. I attended the inauguration of Emil Mrak as Chancellor of 
the Davis campus. The ceremony took place in the Sunken Garden area. There 
were about 1,500 people present, including an academic procession of ~00 
University faculty and representatives from 42 other California colleges ana 
universities. The special speaker was Conrad A. Elvehjem (President of the 
University of Wisconsin), who was awarded an honorary doctor ot laws degree. 
In his inauaural address Mrak emphasized the interrelation of the sciences at 
Davis in the College of Agriculture, College of Letters and Science, School ot 
Veterinary Medicine, and College of Engineering. He pointed out the critical 
importance of an understanding of history, philosophy, literature, art, etc., 
to a true understanding of man's relationship to his environment. 
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This was followed by a luncheon in Struve Hall that I attended. Herman Spieth 
suggested I read an article 11 The New Particles of Physics 11 written by J. 
Holmes in the Columbia University Forum (Spring 1959 Volume II, #3), which has 
irritated him very much because it-rs-distorted and fails to give proper 
credit to the scientists in the Radiation Laboratory at Berkeley. 

At 2 p.m. I attended the meeting of the Regents in the Home Economics 
Building. Present were Regents Anderson, Boyd, Edmund G. Brown, Ralph M. 
Brown, Canaday, Carter, Chandler, Hagar, Hansen, Hearst, Kerr, Mclaughlin, 
Merchant, Olson, Pauley, Simpson, Steinhart, Starke, Sullivan and Watson. 
Also attending were William Forbes, Vice President and General Counsel 
Cunningham, Vice President Wellman, Vice President-Governmental Relations and 
Projects Corley, Vice President-Executive Assistant McCaffrey, Controller 
Kettler, Chancellors Spieth, Mrak and Gould, Provost Saunders, Director 
Revelle, Deans Sheats and Aldrich, Associate Secretary Woolman, Vice 
Chancellor Strong, Acting Vice Chancellor Dodd, Engineer Weaver, Assistant 
Vice Presidents Oswald and Miller, Director of the Pension System Tyndall, 
Professors Dennes, Lazier and Knott, Donald Cooksey, Lionel Viales, Daniel 
Wilkes, newspaper representatives and guests, including Senator George Miller, 
Jr., Assemblyman Sheridan N. Hegland and Assemblywoman Dorothy Donahoe. 
Governor Brown presided. 

The Regents reaffirmed their previous action in authorizing the Berkeley 
campus to proceed with the establishment of a Space Sciences Laboratory, 
provided such a laboratory can be developed and supported through individual 
project funding and provided further that any director appointed to said 
laboratory shall be acceptable as a staff member of an academic department on 
the Berkeley campus. In addition, they authorized the University 
administration to explore the possibility of the establishment by the federal 
government of a regional space sciences laboratory in Southern California to 
serve industries and universities of California. 

The Regents also adopted an amendment to the Pension and Retiring Annuities 
System (PRAS), which would make a surviving widow under certain conditions 
eligible to receive one-third of her deceased husband•s (faculty member) 
salary providing the faculty member had at least eight years of service. 

Of real importance to the Davis campus was the passage of a resolution 
(

11 declaration of policy .. ) by the Regents stating their intention to make Davis 
a general campus of the University, a status, I think, long overdue. 

I returned home to Lafayette after the Regents Meeting and did some reading of 
Chancellor•s Office papers during the evening. I read a note from Frank 
Kidner, who is still in Djakarta working on the Indonesian project. He 
reports that things are going very well and that the University can well be 
proud of our efforts there. Evidently missing his duties as Faculty Athletic 
Representative, Frank wrote, 

11 I cannot help but worry about the athletic program despite the good 
hands in which you have put it. And of course I am unable, despite short 
wave radio, to discover how California has held up in its early games. 
All of this I will learn in due course, fortunately ... 

I studied the 11 directives 11 (attached) issued by President Clark Kerr yesterday 
on 11 Student Government .. , 11 Student Organizations .. , and "Use of University 

October 1959- Page 29 



Office of the President 
October 22, 1959 

During the past year the University has been undergoing substantial 

a~~nistrative reorganization. A major part of this reorganization has 

consisted of the decentralization of a~~istrative authority for the 

purpose of giving Chief Campus Officers increasing responsibility for affairs 
' 

on their respective campuses. This decentralization has itself required 

a review and reformulation of governing statewide rules and policies in 

each of the affected areas. 

As a part of this general process of reorganization, attention has 

been given during the past year to the areas of student affairs and the use 

of University facilities. Widespread consultation has been undertaken with 

a~~strative officers, faculty and students to determine the extent to 

which authority should be delegated in these areas and the appropriate state-

wide rules to govern the exercise of the authority_so delegated. As a result 

of these studies I am on this date issuing regulations on the subjects of 

Student Government, Student Organizations, and Use of University Facilities. 

The Regulation on Student Government is effective immediately. The Regulations 

on Student Organizations and Use of University Facilities will be effective, 

in 1r1hole or in part, on each campus at the discretion of the Chief Campus 

Officer, but in no event later than February 1, 1960. 

The Regulation on University Name and Political Activities by Faculty 

and Staff which is referred to in the Regulation on Student Organizations is 

currently being revie•..red nild will be issued later • 

.,Cfevvk-1<"~ 
Clark Kerr 



Office of the President 

October 22, 1959 

REGULATION ON 

STUDENT ORGANIZATIONS 

(Effective February 1, 1960 or earlier at discretion of Chief Campus Officer.) 

Chief Campus Officers have the primary responsibility for the formulation and 
enforcement of the necessarJ rules concerning student organizations. This 
responsibility shall be exercised within the policies governing the statewide 
University, among which are the following: 

1. Classification of student organizations. In order to facilitate 
uniform application of statewide policies, student organizations shall be 
classified. on each campus into three broad categories: (1) Student govern
ments and their councils, boards, commissions, committees, and similar sub
sidiary agencies; (2) Recognized student organizations; (3) Off-campus student 
organizations. 

2. Student governments. The statewide policies regarding student govern
ments and their subsidi~ry agencies are set forth in the separate statement of 
policy on Student Governments. 

3. Recognized student organizations. 

a. Recognition may be granted to any student group which meets the 
following standards: 

(i) Active membership in the organization must be restricted to 
bona fide students, faculty members, and employees of the 
University. 

(~i); The purposes and activities of the organization must be 
compatible with the educational objectives of the University. 

(iii) The organization may not have membership rules which require 
discrimination based on race, religion, or national origin, 
as set forth in the regulation adopted by The Regents on 
July 17, 1959. 

(iv) The organization must have an active adviser who is a faculty 
member or senior University staff member, except that if 
the organization is a living group it may have an adult 
adviser approved by the Dean of Students. 

(v) The organization must not be affiliated with any partisan 
political or religious group, nor have as one 9f its pur
poses the taking of positions with reference to the off
campus political, religious, economic, internationalor 
other issues of the time. 

b. Recognition constitutes permission to function as a group on 
the campus and mru~es available to the organization such privileges 
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as may be granted to recognized student organizations generally 
by the Chief Campus Officer, subject to the general limitations 
of statewide policy expressed in the regulations on Use of 
University Facilities and Use of the University Name and 
·Political Activity by Faculty and Staff. Recognition also 
imposes upon the organization the responsibility to comply· 
with all relevant University rules and regulations. 

c. Chief Campus Officers shall establish detailed procedures for 
granting and withdrawing recognition which are appropriate to 
conditions on the individual campuses. 

4. Off-campus student organizations. Student organizations which do 
not qualify for recognition, or which have not applied for it, but which 
restrict their active membership to students, faculty members, and employees 
of the University and have an active adviser who is a faculty member or 
senior University staff member, shall be known as off-campus student organi
zations. They may qualify for use of campus facilities for special meetings 
or events.under the limitatit?,ns set forth in the regulation on Use of University 
Facilities. 

~ J..cv ... ~ -1~--VI. 
Clark Kerr 



Office of the President 

October 22, 1959 

RBX}ULATION ON 

STtJDENT GOVZRNr4ENT 

(Effective October 22, 1959) 

The Constitution of the State of California confers upon The Regents of 
the University of California ":f'uJ.l. powers of organization and government" 
of the University. The Regents ba-1e provided: "The President of the Uni-· 
versity shall be the executive bead of the University, and shall have full 
authority and responsibility over administration of the academic, busi
ness and fiscal operations of. the University ... ., 

Under the powers delegated to him by The Regents) the President (through 
the Chief Campus Officers) has entrusted to student governments on the vari
ous campuses primary responsibility for the conduct of a wide range of 
University activities and for the management of extensive properties. On 
most campuses The Regents have authorized compulsory membership in student 
governments and the collection of fees from all students to support their 
activities. 

As a result of this delegation of authority, the University has long been 
noted for its fine traditions of student self-government. Through this 
mechanism students have been given valuable experience. More importantly 
they have be~n given a strong (and usually decisive) voice in the 
determination and the administration of broad areas of University policy 
of the most direct concern to students in their out-of-classroom activities. 
Continuance of this tradition is a major aspect of University policy. 

The nature of student governments in the University structure, however, 
imposes certain essential limitations upon their powers even within the 
area of delegated authority. In the first place, because they are exer-
cising delegated powers they cannot have full independence of action. · 
The Regents and the President cannot escape ultimate responsibility for 
good management of the University's a.ffairs-··including those affairs dele
gated to student governments. Nor can student governments disassociate 
themselves from the responsibilities which go with the exercise of the 
authority of the University. In the second place, the rapid turnover of 
students creates special problems of continuity of operations and policy. 
Many of the important problems with which student governments deal have 
implications far beyond the limited tenure of the students composing that 
government at any one time. Often they involve the commitment of funds, as 
in the financing of student unions, or of policy, as in the hiring of key 
personnel on long-term contracts, for years into the future. Almost 
inevitably they affect areas of academic and alumni as well as administrative 
interests. As a result, some participation by faculty, alumni and adminis
tro.tion in student go--1ern~nt must exist. 
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The President has felt no need to prescribe a detailed code governing the 
activities of student governments. Nor has it seemed necessary to impose 
uniformity among the campuses as to most aspects of student government. It 
is important, however, in a University which has grown so large and complex 
that some guide lines be established. The purpose of this directive is to 
spell out the admi~strative responsibilities fer and the essential 
limitations which have always existed on such governments. 

The following rules express the basic standards of statewide policy of the 
University with respect to student governments: 

1. Chief Campus Officers have the primary responsibility for the con
duct of student affairs on the campuses. They are responsible to the Presi· 
dent and to The Regents for the fiscal soundness of student governments and 
for the compliance of such student governments with the general rules and 
policies of the University. 

2. Existing arrangements on the campuses providing for participation 
by representatives of the faculty, the administration, and the alumni, in 
the governing boards of student governments and in the administration of the 
finances of those governments shall not be changed'.Without the approval of 
the appropriate Chief Campus Officer and the President. This approval must 
be obtained prior to the submission of proposed changes to a vote of the 
student body. 

3· The constitution of each student government shall carry the follow-
ing preamble : ''i·le, the students on the Campus of the University 
of California, by authority of the President of the University and the 
Chancellor (or Provost) of this Campus, in order to provide for the promo
tion, maintenance ·and regulation of such matters as are delegated by them 
to the student government, do ordain and establish this constitution." 

~. Student governments are established by the University for the· purpose 
of conducting student affairs on the ca~puses. Students with widely varying 
political, religious and economic vie,~oints give them financial support; 
hence it is certainly not appropriate to permit student goYernments to speak 
either for the University or for the student body with reference to the off-campus 
political, l~lieious, economic, international or other issues of the time. 
Therefore, student governments and their subsidiary agencies may not take 
positions on any such off-campus issues without the express consent of the 
Chief Campus Officer. Any questions of jurisdiction arising under this rule 
shall be determined by the Chief Campus Officer or his duly designated 
representative. 

5. Student newspapers may take editorial positions with reference to 
the issues of the day if they make it clear in so doing they do not represent 
the view of the University or of the student government. 

6. Chief Campus Officers, when necessary to the discharge of their 
primary responsibilities for student governments, may: 

(a) Make regular audits of the finances of the student governments 
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and exercise control over expenditures of student funds when and to the extent 
necessary to insure continued financial solvency of those governments, and 
especially whel·e necessarY' to insure that student unions and other student 
revenue-producing facilities are operated in accordance with sound business 
practices. 

(b) Require that all changes in the existing constitutions of student 
governments have their formal approval before being submitted to a vote of the 
student body. 

7· Special rules governing the responsibility for the conduct of inter
collegiate athletics will be separately promulgated upon completion of the 
consultations now going on looking forward to the establisrJnent of statewide 
intercollegiate athletic policies. 

~ i.evv4_ ...1<"~ 
Clark Kerr 



Office of the President 

October 22, 1959 

REGULATION ON 

USE OF UNIVERSITY FACILITIES 

The purpose of this regulation is to outline the basic policies governing 
the use of University facilities and the approval of off-campus speru~ers. 
It will supersede Regulation 17 on each campus on February 1, 1960 or 
earlier at the discretion of the Chief Campus Officer. Prior to that date 
each Chief Campus Officer shall promulgate supplementary rules and procedures 
which are necessary for the enforcement of these general policies upon their 
respective campuses. 

This regulation does not apply to regularly organized and scheduled courses, 
institutes, conferences, and other programs initiated by units of the University 
for educational, research, or cultural purposes. 

I. GENERAL POLICIES. 

A. The University recogr~zes that discussion of public problems on the 
campuses plays a significant role in pro.aoting the intellectual development 
of its students and preparing them for intelligent participation in society. 

B. Article IX, Section 9, of the California Constitution provides that 
the University "shall be entirely independent of all political and sectarian 
influence." In order to preserve this constitutional independence and to 
maintain an atmosphere in which teaching and research may be carried on free from 
interference or domination by parties, sects, or other outside agencies, it is 
essential that University facilities shall not be used in ways which will involve 
the University as an institution in the political, religious, and other contro
versial issues of the day. 

II. HHO MAY USE UNIVERSITY FACILITIES. 

A. Regularly scheduled membership meetings may be held upon University 
facilities without prior approval (but subject to local regulations regarding 
room scheduling) by the following groups: 

1. Colleges, departments, or other organizations of the faculty. 

2. Organizations of faculty members or of University employees. 

3· Student governments and their subsidiary agencies. 

4. Recognized student organizations. 

B. Special meetings or events may be held upon University facilities 
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only with prior approval by the Chief Campus Officer or his designated repre
sentative • Approval for such meetings or events shall be granted only when 
they are sponsored by one or more of the following groups : 

1. Colleges, departments, or other organizations of the faculty. 

2. Organizations of faculty members or of University employees. 

3. Student govermnents and their subsidiary agencies. 

4. Recognized student organizations. 

5. Off-campus student organizations, as defined in the regulation 
on Student Organizations. 

6. Recognized University of California alumni organizations. 

Non-University organizations, or organizations not falling under the 
classifications above, may on occasion be granted permission by the Chief 
Camp~s Officer to hold meetings or events utilizing University facilities. 

c. Hhenever off-campus speakers are invited to address meetings on 
University facilities, notification of such invitations shall be given to 
the Chief Campus Officer or his designated representative prior to the 
meetings at which the speeches are given. No off-campus speaker shall be 
invited by a student organization to address any meeting on University 
facilities without prior approval by the Chief Campus Officer or his desig
nated representative. 

D. This section of the regulation is not intended to apply to facilities 
under the control of faculty clubs or alumni associations nor to off-campus 
centers under the operational control of the Director of University Extension. 

III • POLITICAL AND RELIGIOUS ACTIVITY. 

A. University facilities shall not be used for the purpose of solicit
ing political party membership or supporting or opposing particular candi
dates or propositions in local, state, or national elections, except as 
follows: 

1. Chief Campus Officers shall establish rules under which candi
dates for public office (or their designated representatives) may be afforded 
like opportur~ty to speak upon the campuses at meetings where the audience 
is l~ted to the campus community. 

2. Chief Campus Officers shall establish rules under which persons 
supporting or opposing particular propositions in state or local elections 
may be afforded like opportunity to speak upon the campuses at meetings where 
the audience is l~ted to the campus cocmunity. 

B. University facilities shall not be used for the purpose of religious 
worship, exercise, or conversion. 
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IV. GENERAL LD1ITATIONS. 

A. University facilities may not be used for the pUrpose of raising 
money to aid projects not directly connected with same authorized activity 
of the University, except that athletic facilities may be made available 
to public agencies for athletic events to which a nominal charge is made 
for admission when adequate facilities are not available elsewhere in the 
community and except that Chief Campus Officers may authorize a limited 
number of fund-raising campaigns by recognized charitable or public service 
agencies. 

B. Student meetings or events, with the exception of regularly re
curring athletic, forensic, dramatic, or musical activities, shall not be 
open to the public without specific prior approval by the Chief Campus 
Officer or his designated representative. 

C. Sponsors of meetings or events on campus shall avoid implying 
in any way the Vniversity of California's sponsorship or endorsement of 
such meetings or events. 

D. No literature may be distributed free or sold in connection with 
meetings or events without permission obtained in advance. 

E. No special meetings or events shall be authorized which will 
result in interference with the regularly scheduled academic program of 
the University. 

~~ 1~.a.AA. 
Clark Kerr 



Faciliti~s••. Kerr feels the need to have regulations in these areas spelled 
out so that there will be no misunderstanding. He feels that the delegation 
of administrative authority to the Chief Campus Officers makes it necessary to 
define their authority and to review and reformulate the statewide rules and 
policies governing actions in these areas. It is his belief that this action 
is not a tightening of the rules, but rather in general a definition of rules 
already in effect but only vaguely understood. 

The "Regulation on Student Government" is to be in effect immediately. I am 
afraid that Section 4 of this regulation, which prohibits student governments 
"to speak either for the University or for the student body with reference to 
off campus political, religious, economic, international or other issues of 
the time" will meet with opposition from the students. 

Similarly, in the "Regulation on Student Organizations••, to be effective on or 
before February 1, 1960 at the discretion of the Chief Campus Officer, Section 
3(v), which states that any recognized student organization may not have as 
one of its purposes "the taking of positions with reference to off campus 
political, religious, economic, international or other issues of the time" 
will meet with student opposition. 

The "Regulation on the Use of University Facilities", also to be effective on 
or before February 1, 1960 at a time to be determined by the Chief Campus 
Officer, supersedes Regulation 17 and thus, in the eyes of President Kerr, 
makes it possible for off campus speakers (including politicians) to speak on 
the campus. This was not possible under Regulation 17; however, there is 
potential for student discontent here also because under Section II(C) it is 
stated that "No off campus speakers shall be invited by a student organization 
to address any meeting on University facilities without prior approval by the 
Chief Campus Officer or his designated representative." 

A formal letter from David Armor (President of the ASUC) conveys a motion 
passed at a meeting of the ASUC Executive Committee, on October 13th, as 
follows: 

"The Executive Committee believes that membership in the ASUC should be 
determined only by the students through electoral processes. Therefore, 
Executive Committee strongly disapproves of the removal of graduate 
students from the Association without formal vote of the graduate students 
on their disassociation. We urge that those agencies considering the 
future status of graduate students make provisions for graduate students 
to vote on alternative choices of 1) new associations, 2) no association, 
3) reaffiliation with the ASUC. We urge that this election be conducted 
no later than the Spring Registration." 

This does not really come as a surprise to me; I suspected something of the 
sort was in the works from statements Armor has recently given to the~ 
Californian. 

Two important documents issued under my signature during my absence are: 1) a 
memo to department chairmen, deans, directors and other administrative 
officers regarding salary savings for 1959-60, and 2) a press release 
announcing the creation of and appointment of Allen C. Blaisdell to the new 
post of Foreign Service Officer and the appointment of W. Sheridan Warrick to 
the position of Foreign Student Advisor in the Dean of Students Office. (The 
press release outlines the responsibilities of each position and observes that 
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there are now approximately 1300 foreign students on the Berkeley campus.) 

Helen told me that she attended yesterday afternoon the tea given by the 
Women's Dormitory Association and College Panhellenic Association honoring new 
housemothers at 2424 Warring Street.-~This morning at 8:30 a.m. she took Eric 
to our dentist, Dr. Betaque, in Walnut Creek. She then had an appointment 
with Dr. Lindner, an obstetrician, at the Walnut Creek Kaiser Hospital. At 11 
a.m. she took Lynne to her orthodontist, Dr. Redmona, in Walnut Creek ana then 
at 3:30p.m. she took David to our d~ntist, Dr. Betaque. This was all in all 
a pretty busy day for her. 

Saturday, October 24, .1959 

At 11 a.m. I received a call at home from Alfred Loomis in New York. We 
discussed the Ernest 0. Lawrence Hall of Science. He suggested that the $6 
mi.llion which will be available from the Regents AEC Laboratory overheaa funds 
should go for the "bricks and mortar" and the contributions that we receive 
from individual foundations and so forth should pay for the exhibits ana so 
forth. He said that he and Rowan Gaither will discuss this with me when we 
meet at the Radiation Laboratory at 10:30 a.m. next Wednesday. 

Helen and I attended a luncheon at Alumni House at which Conrad A. Elvehjem 
(President) of the University of Wisconsin and his wife were our guests. 

They then attended the football game between Oregon State College ana the 
University of California at Berkeley in Memorial Stadium in the afternoon. 
The final score was Oregon State 24, Cal 20. Cal was ahead, 20-16, in the 
middle of the fourth period, but OSC, starting from the 27-yard line, took 
five plays to get a touchdown, which occurred in a 31-yard pass to Amos ~arsh. 

A dinner, at which Bill Fretter represented me, was given in honor of 
President and Mrs. Elvejem at the College Women's Club in the evening. 

During the evening I read papers in my study. A letter from Darrah Thomas 
informs me that since there is no indication that the Russians will come 
through with a vis a, he has withdrawn from the exchange program and decided to 
spend the year at Brookhaven. 

Lewis Strauss wrote to thank me for sending a copy of the ECJL Memorial 
brochure and to comment, 

"The enterprise is inspiring and shows the kind of imagination that 
think Ernest would have enjoyed." 

A letter from Clark Kerr to all of the CCO's notifies us that hereafter the 
Ford Foundation will no longer make special grants to campuses of the 
University for area studies, but a general grant to the University. It is 
proposed that the University will request a grant of around $3 million for ten 
year support of African, Asian, Slavic; Near Eastern and Latin J.llnerican 
research studies. Plans call for local administration of research centers but 
statewide access to support and services. Allocation of funas will be 
recommended by the Statewide Committee on Area Research, just appointed, 
consisting of H. R. Wellman (Chairman), Robert Brode, Dean 1'1cHenry, J. B. de 
C. M. Saunders, Lynn White, W. R. Dennes, and Robert Nisbet. The memo 
requests rather extensive information on the history and progress of research 

October 1959- Page 31 



in area studies on each campus~ which will be submitted to the Ford Foundation 
for their consideration. 

Among the correspondence signed on my behalf during my absence were: letters 
of appointment to the ad hoc committee to advise the Lawrence Committee on the 
selection of a director for the Hall of Science to ArthurS. Kip (Chairman), 
Paul C. Mills (Director of the Oakland Art Museum), Ed McMillan and Hugh 
Bradner; a letter to James S. Moulton of PG&E, remarking that we have heard 
that PG&E has made some change in its plans for Bodega Head and expressing 
once again our interest in the site for the Marine Biological Station; and a 
memo to Clark Kerr recommending that at the commencement exercises this year 
honorary degrees be conferred on Stephen C. Pepper ( 11 founder 11 of our modern 
Department of Art), Ferdinand Diedrich Lessing (Agassiz Professor of Oriental 
Language until 1949), Alexander Marsden Kidd (Boalt Professor of Law until 
1949), and James Patterson McBaine (Professor of Law until 1952)- with the 
additional comment 11 ! understand that you wish I. J. Harvey, Jr. to be 
considered by the Committee on Honorary Degrees ... 

I also read the minutes of the Cabinet meeting held in my absence. A big item 
of discussion was the formulation of a press release on the two recent cases 
of fraternity hazing in the Theta Zi and Zete houses; it is expected that this 
will be discussed at the next Regents Meeting, in preparation for which Alex 
Sherriffs will work with Ed Strong. 

Sunday, October 25, 1959 

I spent a good part of the day today playing with the kids and enjoying some 
precious time alone with my family. I did work in the study for a while 
reading some papers from my Chancellor's Office, but concentrating on catching 
up on reading scientific journals, etc. 

Monday, October 26, 1959 

As is my custom on Mondays, I spent the morning up at the Radiation Laboratory 
"keeping my hand in11

• There was great e.xcitement today because it was 
announced that Emilio Segre and Owen Chamberlain have received this year's 
Nobel Prize in Physics. I couldn't be more pleased~~ Not only is this a 
great honor for the Berkeley campus, but Emilio is a long time research 
colleague. Chamberlain is on sabbatical at Harvard and so Emilio will have to 
deal with all the attention at this end of the country. I immediately sent 
off a telegram to Owen congratulating him and remarking that 11 The University 
of California is proud to add two more names to its list of Nobel Laureates." 

At about 9:40 a.m. I telephoned Art Campbell in Claremont, California, to 
discuss with him the National Science Foundation high school program. I told 
him that I am going to head this study up and that I would like him as 
Associate Director. We agreed to meet next Monday at the Radiation 
Laboratory. I will ask Donna Dinsdale to send him the materials I received 
from Arthur Roe and to arrange for a driver to pick him up at the Durant Hotel 
at 9:30 a.m. and bring him up on the Hill. 

At about 11:15 a.m. I conferred with Don Cooksey and Lionel Vi ales about the 
EOL Memorial Hall. We talked about Harvey White's qualifications for the 
directorship. They told me that Loomis and Gaither have suggestea an annual 
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salary of at least $25,000, which would increase his professorship salary by 
about $7,000- $8,000. I said that I will consult with Clark Kerr to see if 
this extra money might be provided through some sort of foundation. I learned 
that Regent Carter has some doubts now about the idea of the architectural 
competition; nonetheless, I am still inclined to go ahead \.Jith this. Carter 
also wants to use Brakeley for fundraising, about which I have some real 
reservations. We also talked about the proposed biography of Ernest Lawrence; 
I suggested 1) Dan Wilkes, 2) Hunter Dupree, 3) Wilkes and Dupree, and 4) 

·Irving Stone. They said that Frank Stanton of CBS has some ideas about this, 
which Ed McMillan (with whom I discussed this earlier) might discuss with him 
at some Rand meeting. 

After the regular Chemistry staff luncheon meeting in Iz Perlman's office, I 
went down to the campus to my Chancellor• s Office. My first appointment there 
was at 2:15 p.m. with C. W. Brown, who wants to be sure that when the new 
Environmental Design building is built, it will not blotk the northern light 
in Kroeber Hall. I promised to take this matter up at the Campus Planning 
Committee meeting later in the week. Since Kroeber (although officially the 
Anthropology Building) is used for art classes, it is essential that northern 
light be protected. 

At 2:50 p.m. Ed McMillan called to inform me that Vasily Emelyanov (Chairman 
of the Soviet S.tate Committee on Atomic Energy) and other members of the 
Soviet Academy ·of Sciences, along with the obligatory diplomats and security 
people are expected to arrive here on Wednesday, November 11th, to tour the 
campus and the Radiation Laboratory for a couple of days. I will host a 
dinner for them at University House one night and McMillan will entertain them 
another night; we will offer the remaining night to Clark Kerr, if he wishes. 
Ed told me that the AEC has proclaimed that the Soviet visitors may not see 
Biology and Medicine, Fuel Element Fabrication, Chemistry, Metallurgy and 
Plowshare departments. He told me that in a conversation with Chairman John 
McCone this morning, he expressed our extreme displeasure that the visitors 
will not be allowed to visit Biology and Medicine and Chemistry, in 
particular. We agreed that he will call McCone tomorrow to say we can't do 
this. 

Beginning at 3:10 p.m. I attended the meeting of the Representative Assembly 
in Room 155 Dwinelle Hall. The meeting, which adjourned at 4:05p.m., was in 
large part routine. One issue which received some attention was the faculty's 
review of the recent presidential directives. After motions back and forth it 
was decided that a special meeting of the Assembly should be called at the 
earliest possible date and that the Committee on Academic Freedom should be 
prepared to make a report on the directives at that meeting. 

Ed Teller and John Kelley met me in my office at 4:30 p.m. They told me that 
in addition to the appointment of Nick Metropolis as Director of the Computing 
Center (.5 FTE), they would like to bring in Abe Taub (University of Illinois) 
to serve as Associate Director. This would be a fairly expensive appointment 
(around $20,000). Teller offered to pay the other .5 FTE through Livermore 
for both Metropolis and Taub. Taub would want a job of teaching, research and 
University service. I told Kelley to write a strong letter and to get 
together with Errol Mauchlan with respect to the effect of this on the ratio 
of faculty to students. A great deal of NSF money will be available (probably 
at the ratio of 2 to 1). A memo should go to Wellman building up a good case 
on this; we must also ask Wellman for approval to negotiate an overscale 
salary with Taub. Teller and Kelley both feel that Louis Henyey needs 
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immediate assistance in administering the Computing Center and we talked about 
means for finding him an assistant, agreeing that we should try for someone 
already on campus and see what we can do to dig up a stipend. 

Teller brought up the question of undergraduate teaching at Livermore once 
again; I took him in to see Ed Strong, who will work with Lincoln Constance on 
this. 

There was quite an incredible stack of correspondence for me to deal with in 
the Chancellor•s Office. Rather than 11 burn the midnight oil 11 in my 
Chancellor•s Office (especially now, with the baby due any moment), I bundled 
it all up and staggered home to go over it all in the study in the evening. 

In my study this evening, I signed a letter to Robert M. Saunders appointing 
him Chairman of the Department of Electrical Engineering, succeeding John 
Whinnery who will assume the deanship of the College. 

I also signed a letter, drafted by Bill Fretter, to Harry Wellman in response 
to his questions about the appointments of Nick Metropolis as Director of the 
Computing Center arid Professor of Physics and John A. Simpson as Director of 
the Space Sciences Laboratory and Professor of Physics, enclosing also a copy 
of a letter from Carl Helmholz (Chairman of the Department of Physics) 
supporting these appointments. The Physics Department has requested that 
eight new positions be included in the budget for their department for 1960-61 
and Helmholz expresses a willingness to utilize one FTE distributed between 
Metropolis and Simpson if the eight FTE•s are made available to them as 
requested. 

However, this seems unlikely since I will have to eliminate 42 FTE•s 
campuswide in the Instruct ion and Research budget as a result of the current 
enrollment projections for 1960-61. I, therefore, request of Vice President 
Wellman, that if it should prove necessary, he approve the special provision 
of two .5 FTE positions for the Department of Physics for 1960-61. Finally, I 
answered his specific question about the appointment of Metropolis to a 
.. campus service unit 11 by saying that although it is intended that the 
Computing Center continue to provide service to the campus, it is also 
understood that under Metropolis• direction, the Center will undertake 
specific computer research projects. 

I also wrote Wellman to let him know that Kerr has asked me to determine the 
price and payment schedule for acquisition of the Anna Head School property 
and then to consult with him (Wellman) about amending the Capital Improvement 
Program. I express reluctance to take this action because of the presidential 
directive of August 24, 1959 which says that such negotiations are the sole 
responsibility of the Office of the Treasurer and because I understand that 
Treasurer Underhill has already initiated these negotiations. I, therefore, 
suggest that Underhill renew the negotiations and state that when information 
about price and term payment schedules are available, I will then seek 
Wellman•s assistance in amending the land acquisition funding. 

Another letter to Wellman, drafted jointly by Errol Mauchlan and Sandy Elberg, 
concerns the Minor Capital Improvements Program and the closely related . 
program of normal preventive maintenance, 

11 ln the view of the campus, the relationship between the minor capital 
and major repairs and alterations programs budgeted under Grounds and 
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Buildings is extremely close. Therefore, in the circumstances of a 
perennially inadequate provision for minor improvements, the drastic 
reduction for 1959-60 of the operating fund known as Major Repairs and 
Alterations, and the threat of its complete elimination in the future, on 
the basis of analyses and definitions which ignore many aspects of the 
actual program funded therefrom in recent years, represents an extremely 
serious blow at the overall program of maintaining effective operating 
conditions in classrooms, laboratories, offices and other areas for 
teaching and researc h. 11 

I, therefore, request an early meeting with him and his advisers, to which I 
would also bring Bob Kerley, Sandy Elberg and Errol Mauchlan. 

The University Bulletin of this week•s date carries the announcement of the 
selection of Emilio Segre as Faculty Research Lecturer for 1959-60- altogether 
quite a memorable day for Emilio~ 

I read a letter received from Attorney General Stanley Mosk on October 23rd, 
calling a meeting in San Francisco on Thursday to discuss the problem of 
hazing in fraternities; Alex Sherriffs wrote Mosk to say that Dean of Students 
William Shepard and Anthony Johnson (President of the Interfraternity Council) 
will certainly attend thjs meeting and that he {Alex) and I will try to 
attend, if at all possible. Unfortunately, I have already made a commitment 
for that time and cannot possibly chan.ge my plans at this late date. 

A lengthy report under my signature to Clark Kerr on faculty salaries and 
recruitment cites many examples from different departments, describing the 
historical and present situations in these departments with some interesting 
case histories. The conclusions are summed up as follows: 

11 The University is not losing any significant number of top men from its 
present faculty, but is facing very stern competition in recruiting new 
personnel, particularly in the junior ranks. The University•s recruitment 
is aided by its high prestige, its vigorous and distinguished faculty, and 
its research orientation. Recruiting is sometimes hindered, on the other 
hand, by the University•s inability to match salary, rank, teaching load, 
or opportunities for research offered to candidates by other 
institutions. Most department heads feel that the University•s prime 
competitors for faculty are other educational institutions rather than 
government or industry ... 

Tuesday, October 27, 1959 

In my Chancellor•s Office this morning I continued working my way through 
stacks of correspondence, etc. I signed a letter to Kerr, forwarding a long 
report on nonacademic personnel program development which includes a number of 
recommendations for change. I also note in the cover letter, 

.. There needs to be greater recognition, both at the campus level and the 
Statewide level, of the space and budgetary needs of the Personnel 
Offices, if these programs are to be effected ... 

To Arthur Pardee (Biochemistry and Virology) I sent a letter of congratulation 
on his selection to receive the Paul Lewis Laboratories Award, which, as 
Wendell Stanley points out in his letter informing me of Pardee•s honor, 
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11 represents top recognition in the field of enzyme chemistry in the 
country ... Stanley further emphasizes, 

.. With the.award of the AAAS Frankel Prize of $1 ,000 to Doctor [Harry] 
Rubin for d~tstanding cancer research, the Lasker Award and California 
Scientist of the Year Award to Doctor [Heinz] Fraenkel-Conrat last year, 
and the earlier awards of the John Scott Medal and the Longstreth fv1edal by 
the Franklin Institute to Doctor [Robley] Williams, the researches within 
the Virus Laboratory are being well recognized by outside organizations. 
Perhaps in closing I should note that when I came here no one in 
Biochemistry was a member of the National Academy of Sciences ana Virology 
as such did not exist. Today there are six members of the Acaaemy in the 
Biochemistry and Virus Laboratory, a goodly number since Chemistry ana 
Physics are each represented by six ... 

Stanley is not modest in his appraisal, but I think it is probably justffied. 

I also signed a letter to Dean Katharine Towle thanking her for sending me the 
reports on the scholarship achievements of several women's approved living 
groups and letters to each of those units commending their achievements. 

At 10:20 a.m. I telephoned Herman Selvin and explained the Alumni Council's 
recommendations and plan to have new members on the IAAB. He agreed and 
stands ready to serve in the future, which I indicated I would ask him to do. 
I then called Muggs Van Sandt to convey the same information. He is 
recovering from a serious operation, but would be willing to serve again in 
the future, if I call upon him to do so. 

I called Dick Powell (Chemistry) at 10:45 a.m. and told him about my high 
school NSF project. I asked him to tell George Pimentel, Chet O'Konski and 
others about it, explaining that Art Campbell will act as Assistant Director 
of the project and that we will recruit as much help as possible from UCB 
staff. I also told him that Campbell will be visiting here next Monday to 
discuss our plans. 

At 11 a.m. I called Bennie Lorn to describe to him the proposed changes in the 
alumni membership of the IAAB; he had the same reaction as Herman Selvin, 
expressing willingness to serve again in the future. 

I then called Pete Elliott and mentioned our talk with Clark Kerr in which we 
discussed the low scholastic records of transfers from USC, saying that we 
will want to tackle Norman Topping (USC President) on this next Saturday. I 
wanted to remina Pete that he is supposed to gather some ammunition on this 
before then. 

I also called Bill Young of UCLA to make arrangements for Bob Kerley to see 
him when he goes to UCLA on Thursday and told him that Bob would also like to 
see Paul Hammon and Russ Barthell. 

Beginning shortly after 11 a.m. I held a meeting in my office with members of 
the Mathematics Department, Chairman John Kelley, Professors Bernara Friedman, 
Charles Morrey and Leon Henkin, and Maribel Montgomery of the Chancellor's 
staff. They presented their justification for requesting three additional 
Assistant Professors, which need arises from an increased enrollment ratio. 
told them that I will consult with Errol Mauchlan to see if sufficient FTE's 
are available in the 1960-61 budget for this purpose; my guess was that there 
will not be a problem. 
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They also declared the need for an applied mathematician, citing Friedman's 
teaching load. They would like to try to get Tosio Kato from Tokyo at a level 
of Professor III; however, they have only one Assistant Professor I position 
available. I told them that I think upgrading that provision will be very 
difficult and asked for a memo describing both Friedman's teaching load and 
Kato•s qualifications. I reminded them of the possibility of using the Miller 
Institute for future appointments and suggested that Kelley talk with Will 
Dennes about the purpose of the Institute in-relation to attracting bright 
young men. 

At ll :30 a.m. I met with Dean Bill Shepard, w. Sheridan 11 Sherry 11 Warrick and 
Arleigh Williams. It was primarily an occasion for Shepard to present Warrick 
and Williams to me. However, we talked about a number of useful things. 
Williams said that he thinks that the student directives (the presidential 
directives on student government, student organizations and use of University 
facilities) just issued should be explained to the Executive Committee each 
fall. He explained about the committee working on the athletic administrative 
set-up and suggested that a similar committee composed of Alex Sherriffs, bill 
Shepard, Williams and maybe Bob Kerley should be working with respect to the 
student activities parallel program. It was agreed that Williams should 
attend the Attorney General's conference on haiing this Thursday. 

At noon I walked over to the_Men•s Faculty Club, where I greeted a delegation 
of Russian composers in the Howard Room. The delegation was led by Dmitri 
Shostakovich and included composers Dmitry Kabakevsky, Konstantin Dankevich, 
Fikret Amirov, Tikhon Khrennikov, and musicologist Boris Yarustovsky. They 
were accompanied by Mr. Mikhailov (a Russian interpreter), Kenneth Kerst (a 
State Department escort), and Daniel Wolkansky (a State Department 
interpreter). Also present at the luncheon were Jim Hart (Vice Chancellor), 
Jack Hollander (Lawrence Radiation Laboratory), Francis J. Whitfield (Chairman 
of the Department of Slavic Languages and Literatures), Oleg A. Maslenikov 
(Associate Professor of Slavic Languages and Literatures), Charles Jelavich 
(Head of the Center for Slavic Stuaies), David Boyden (Chairman of the 
Department of Music) and the following members of the t<lusic l!epartment: 
William D. Denny, Vincent H. Duckles, Albert I. Elkus, Arnold Elston, Andrew 
W. Imbrie, Joseph Kerman, Edward B. Lawton, Jr., Lawrence Moe, Joaquin 
Nin-Culmell, Seymour Shifrin. Leon Kirschner (Professor of tvlusic at IViills 
Co 11 e ge i n Ga k 1 an d ) a 1 s o j o i n ed u s •. 

A number of our faculty are distinguished composers in their own right and 
after the luncheon, the Soviet visitors were taken to visit the IV!usic 
Department and enjoy some recordings (and in one case, a live performance by 
Lawrence Moe, University organist) of music composed by our faculty and by 
Kirschner. They were also given the opportunity to read some scores of new 
music recently composed by members of the Berkeley faculty. 

Jim Hart and I then returned to Owinelle Hall to join the weekly meeting of my 
Cabinet, which had begun, as usual, at noon. Present also were Chernin, 
Fretter, Malloy, Mauchlan, Sherriffs, Strong and Wilkes. I unaerstand that, 
in preparation for Sherriffs' meeting at 1:30 p.m. with some members of the 
ASUC Executive Committee, the three presidential directives on stuaent 
government, student organizations and use of University facilities were 
discussed before we joined the meeting. The members of the Cabinet briefly 
re-capped what conclusions had been reached for my and Jim's benefit. The two 
directives on student organization and use of facilities are being studied for 

October 1959- Page 37 



implementation. The directive on student government is already in effect. It 
was unanimously concluded that point 4, page 2, should be carried out in its 
most literal sense and that the ASUC Executive Committee may not vote on an 
off-campus issue without the Chancel"lor' s consent. It can vote to ask my 
consent to vote on the issue and any issue may be debated and discussed. 

In my absence, Ed Strong made a presentation on the October CCCO meeting, 
reporting that each CCO has been asked to prepare a package of recommended 
uses and services and their costs as financed out of increased student fees, 
and that we have been instructed to consult the students about these. When 
Jim and I entered, discussion of this issue was renewed. It was agreed that 
the Berkeley campus position should be that fees should not go up and that we 
should resist any attempt to raise incidental fees except for cost raises in 
present services. I mentioned that Ed Carter and other Regents wish to raise 
the fees in line with other schools and that I suggested to Carter at the 
Regents Meeting that if rates are raised in residence halls, simultaneous 
provisions for scholarships, lower rates for certain students, etc., should be 
made, with which he seemed to agree. 

At 2:30 p.m. Sheridan Warrick returned to my office to formally present to me 
Mr. and Mrs. Guylev, two Soviet exchange students here to study Mark Twain. 
They told me that they met most of the Russian students who visited Berkeley 
under the exchange program last year and were given very favorable reports on 
Berkeley. 

Charles Dalziel and I met in my office at 3 p.m. to review the work of the 
Campus Disaster Preparedness Committee. 

Francis J. Whitfield (Slavic Languages and Literatures) brougnt Polish General 
Stanislaw Maczek, a hero of World War II, and C. J. Niec (San Francisco branch 
of the Konores Polonii) to pay a courtesy call at 3:30p.m. It turns out that 
Maczek is the general who liberated Mrs. Whitfield from a concentration camp 
in Poland near the end of the war so I am sure that Whitfield feels pleased to 
oive him a tour of the campus. 

The last two appointments of the day, at 4 p.m. and 4:30p.m., were with 
Leonid Tichvinsky (Mechanical Engineering) and Mr. Sesson. 

I was interested to read a letter from Walter Byers (National Collegiate 
Athletic Association) informing me of the membership of the Special NCAA 
Committee on Recruiting and Financial Aids, as follows: representing each of 
the eight districts, Delaney Kiphuth (Athletic Director, Yale University), 
William P. Tolley (President, Syracuse University), Troy H. Middleton 
(President, Louisiana State University), Herbert Fritz Orrin Crisler (Athletic 
Director, University of Michigan), Frank N. Gardner (Faculty Representative, 
Drake University), Abner V. McCall (Faculty Representative, Baylor 
University), Francis Smiley (Faculty Representative, Colorado School of Mines) 
and myself for District #8, and at-large members Clifford Wells (of Tulane 
University for the National Association of Basketball Coaches), Charles B.· 
Wilkinson (of the University of Oklahoma, for the American Football Coaches 
Association), James H. Weaver (of the Atlantic Coast Conference, for the 
National Association of Colleqiate Commissioners), Ralph A. Ginn (of South 
Dakota State College, in his role as Chairman of the NCAA College Committee) 
and Byers himself, as Executive Director of the NCAA. 
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Helen and I attended a dinner at the Faculty Club in honor of Emilio ana 
Elfrieda Segre, at which many of Segre•s colleagues in the Physics Department 
helped him celebrate his receipt of the Nobel Prize. 

Wednesday, October 28, 1959 

I went directly to the Radiation Laboratory this morning to attena the meeting 
of the Associate Directors there. After the meeting, I stayed on at the Lab, 
visiting with my graduate students Glen Gordon, Vic Viola and tv1arshall Blann. 

While up at the Lab I dictated a letter to George Kistiakowsky passing on my 
recommendations for Atomic Energy Commissioner and Director of Research for 
the AEC. I nominated John E. Willard for Director of Research, as I have 
previously done at meetings of PSAC. Regarding the Commissioner opening, I 
wrote, · 

11 
••• it would be short-sighted to limit the choice of a Commissioner in 

the general field of science and engineering to the specific area of 
biological science. I think that it is wrong to be pressured into this 
a.ttitude because of the concern about fallout. I think that the choice 
should be made on a distinctly broader basis of the man•s qualif~cations 
for the position and that if we can think of a better man in other areas 
we should not limit ourselves to the biological sciences ... 

On this basis, I suggested Manson Benedict (head of the Nuclear Engineering 
Department at MIT). 

At noon I met in Iz Perlman•s office for a bag lunch with Cecil Thomas 
(Associate Executive Secretary) and a group of students from Stiles Hall. 
They had earlier enjoyed a tour of the Laboratory and had quite a number of 
questions to ask me. We also discussed some of the controversies on campus 
regarding student activities. On the whole, it was a pleasant occasion for an 
informal conversation with students. 

I returned to my Chancellor•s Office in time for the scheduled 2 p.m. Stuaent 
Office Hour. A group of five students (Aryay Leuske, Henry Park, Bernard 
Freiwald, Bob Bectel, and John Fitz) came in to discuss the President•s three 
directives. They are particularly concerned with Section 3(a)(v) in the 
directive 11Regulation on Student Organizations .. , forbidding taking positions 
on off-campus issues. I explained to them that this is based on the use of 
the University name and that we will try to spell out the rules in more detail 
before we issue the regulation from the Chancellor•s Office. They wantea to 
get into a discussion of examples of off-campus issues whose discussion would 
be prohibited under both this regulation and the one on student government, 
but I said that I don•t want to try to pass judgement on particular examples 
without further consideration of the whole policy and the wording of its 
implementation. They expressed the thought that President Kerr had 
arbitrarily made changes in the ASUC constitution and cited in particular 
Section 10 which says that changes can be made only by student vote. 

I assured them that their fears that this would be a continuing process were 
unfounded and that an attempt is being made here to spell out the areas of 
student responsibility and that it wouldn•t be followed by one after another 
of the actions of the type they fear. They pointed out that I have some 
latitude in spelling out the two directives and the wide range fron1 being very 
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restrictive to very liberal and I agreed. They wantea to know who would 
decide particular issues and I told them that the Vice Chancellor of Stuaent 
Affairs and the Dean of Students ana the Dean of Men would ordinarily ao so, 
but that they could certainly reach me on any particular i~portant issue, as 
can anyone on the campus. · 

I told them that with respect to the Chancellor•s prior approval on amenaments 
to the constitution, any faculty representative in the Executive Committee 

·would do this in a general case merely by participating in the discussion, 
whether he voted for or against it, and that it would be a very unusual case 
where he should check back with me. In other words, it is just to be a 
perpetuation of the status quo, merely spelled out. I said in the course of 
the conversation that the central purpose of the directives is for the 
President to delegate to the Chancellor the responsibilities which the 
President formerly had and that in the course of this delegation the operating 
rules that have been in effect for a long time have been spellea out. 
However, in this connection, they gave me numerous examples of Executive 
Committee actions on international affairs during the last year which 
apparently were allowed then, and obviously would not be allowed unaer the new 
directives. 

The Student Office Hour was interrupted briefly by a telephone call from 
George Kistiakq.wsky about the membership of my PSAC Panel on E>asic Research 
and Graduate Education. Kisty had lunch with James Conant ana got his opinion 
on my list of names. Conant thinks that Logan Wilson is first class and that 
Robert Mayer Lumiansky is a good man, but fears that I woula have trouble with 
Athelstan Spilhaus. Kisty himself has some reservations (but no objections) 
about Roger Revelle and suggested the aadition of Conant (to which I responded 
that he could be consulted). He said that I can go ahead and phone the people 
on my list and invite them to become members. Conant also tala Kisty that he 
thinks our study will need financial backing (particularly to gather 
statistics, etc.) and Kisty said that he thinks he could get a few thousana 
dollars (in addition to travel) as well as possibly some support from the 
National Science Foundation. 

He told me that Ed McMillan has already phoned him about his desire to talk 
about the high energy physics budget; it has been arranged that tv'ictv'iillan, 
Kistiakowsky and John Williams will meet on this matter. 

I also mentioned again the difficulty of getting Russian scientists into the 
Radiation Laboratory and the embarrassment this has caused us. 

John Fitz also wanted to talk about his work as Chairman of the Academic 
Affairs Council of the Student Welfare Board. He wantea to know if this 
committee could be coordinated with the Academic Senate Committee on 
Educational Policy and some of the Chancellor•s committees ana how student 
ideas might be worked into the same Academic Senate Committee aeliberations. 
He also raised the question of coordinating a graduate student association (if 
there develops such an organization) in the same way as with the ASUC. 

Frederika Stuppling came in to meei me ana tell me what a wonaerful place she 
thinks this is. She is a sophmore from Weaverville, majoring in 
Anthropology. We discussed archeology and my daughter Lynne•s interest in 
this subject which developed as a result of our vacation in Santa Barbara last 
summer. 
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At 3:15 p.m. the Academic Advisory Committee met in the conference room across 
the hall. Present were L. Constance, W. R. Dennes, S. Elberg, W. B. Fretter, 
L. M. Grossman, J.D. Hart, A. E. Hutson, G. Mackinney, J. W. MacSwain, E. R. 
Parker, E. W. Strong and, by invitation, E. T. Grether. 

Dean Grether presented a report of the Special Committee on Junior and 
Irregular Teaching Personnel, emphasizing that it has two aims: 1) to 
standardize and rationalize the use of junior ana irregular teaching staff in 
relation to the terms of Regulation 27, and 2) at the same time to secure a 
similar standardization of the use of non-tenure faculty and Lecturers. He 
submitted that because of the size and complexity of the campus and 
differences in practice between subject fields and departments, it was not 
possible to formulate a solution that satisfied all interests. Therefore, the 
report of this special committee represents a compromise. Grether advised us 
that the CAAC has reviewed this proposal and that it was subsequently revised 
significantly in light of the Council's discussions. In the course of 
discussion the AAC endorsed the proposed hierarchy of junior and irregular 
teaching ranks, recognized that it would permit advancement up a vertical 
scale from the starting point to a point bearing a recognizable relationship, 
in terms of experience and qualifications, to the regular scale, and a 
flexible adjustment in the selectton of the initial point of entry in terms of 
maturity, experience, scholastic records and needs in relation to the supply 
of qualified candidates. They also endorsed the proposed changes of title 
from Teaching Assistant and Associate to Teaching Fellow and Teaching 
Associate respectively and endorsed the proposed salary scales, taking note 
that adjustment would be necessary in accordance with recent salary rate 
increases, and that implementation will depend on available funds. 

Sandy Elberg then presented revised data on the Acaaemic Plan for fviathematics 
and Statistics, based on a projected campus enrollment of 30,000 ana the 
projection of departmental growth rates and assumed student-faculty ratios. 
It was agreed, after considerable discussion of the statistical bases for 
these data, that the Buildings and Campus Development Committee shoula proceed 
on the basis of a building planned to the capacity of the site, and built in 
two stages. The meeting adjourned at 4:35 p.m. 

Will Dennes and I then went across the hall to my office to talk about the 
Miller Institute. He raised the question (which George Papenfuss had 
previously discussed with Lincoln Constance) of the possibility of making 
salary savings by appointing lower level replacements for faculty members 
appointed to the Miller Institute. I said that we should continue our present 
policy and not deliberately make lower level appointments for the purpose of 
securing salary savings, which would, in effect, be tunnelling Institute funds 
to the campus. 

A memo from Carl Nordly (in the absence of Chairman Nella Pace) conveys the 
opinions of the Academic Senate Committee on Athletic Policy that 1) no 
changes shoula be made in the faculty status of intercollegiate athletic 
coaches, and 2) that the head of the Department of Intercollegiate Athletics 
should not be a member of the Acaaemic Senate. It also outlines the duties 
and qualifications suggested for the head of the Department. 

A telegram from the Board of Directors of the Alumni Big C Society 11Strongly 
urges .. appointment of the Chairman of the Board of Directors of the Alumni Big 
C Society on any Board being formed with respect to intercolle9iate athletic 
program for the Berkeley campus. 
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When I returned home this evening, Lynne told me that since school was closeo 
today for 11 Visiting day 11

, she enjoyed horseback riding with her Girl Scout 
troop at the nearby Buckeye Ranch. 

Thursda-y, October 29, 1959 

I was rather distressed to see the front page article in the Daily Californian 
headlined 11 Ex Com Votes to Strengthen Control over Athletic Policy .. , which 
reports that the recommendation of the Athletic Policy Subcommittee which was 
accepted by the Executive Committee was that 11 The ASUC shoulo not yiela its 
authority in the field of athletic policy, but should act to strengthen its 
control ... The reasons given for this were 1) finances, 2) loss of 
administrative control (although that is already admittedly weak), ana 3) loss 
of prestige ( 11 The ASUC is one of the few student governments which have even 
moderate control of athletics ••• the athletic program draws the attention ot 
more students than any other ASUC activity. 11

) The article went on to describe 
the ensuing discussion at Tuesday's Ex Com meeting of ways in which the ASUC 
might strengthen its control, suggesting among other things that there might 
be an amendment to the ASUC constitution which would establish an athletic 
session similar to the executive sessions now allowed. Despite some objection 
to adding other closed sessions, according to the Daily Cal, 

11 The group felt it was better for some students to know something about 
the workings of athletics than for no students to know anything ... 

The subcommittee plans to hand their report to President Kerr today 

I spent the first part of the morning in my Chancellor's Office dealing with 
some correspondence, etc. I signed identical letters to Wallace Sterling 
(President of Stanford University), George C. S. Benson (Provost ot the 
Claremont Graduate School), Vern Knudsen (Chancellor of UCLA) ana Norman 
Topping (President of the University of Southern California), asking them each 
to designate a member of their faculty to serve on the inter-university 
committee advisory to the California Legislative Internship Program, which is 
participated in by the departments of political science, law and journalism of 
these five universities. 

I also signed a letter to Professor Emeritus William Popper, congratulating 
him on the occasion of his 85th birthday, saying 

uvour association of more than fifty years with the University has been 
of great profit to our community of learning. The excellence of your 
teaching and the depth of your scholarship in Semitic Languages have 
marked a career of true distinction ... 

Jim Hart will present this letter to him at a birthday luncheon this 
afternoon, which I will have to miss because of my commitment to speak in 
Vallejo. 

I also read a brief note from Frank Kidner, who has just returned from 
Indonesia, saying that he will be glad to continue serving on the Chancellor's 
Advisory Administrative Council in his capacity as Faculty Athletic 
Representative and that he looks forward to telling me about his experiences 
in Indonesia in the near future. 
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A long memo from the special committee appointed to review the Lev Akobjanoff 
case (consisting of Charles W. Tobias, Harold A. Johnson, and Earl R. Parker) 
describes the many difficulties experienced by people who have tried to work 
together with Akobjanoff and reaches the conclusion that he should be 
terminated. The committee cons ide red the pass ib il ity of trying to transfer 
Akobjanoff to another position in the University, but concluded, 

"[this] would not solve the problem at all, but would merely transfer the 
source of irritation to another spot with an ultimate ending of 
termination being inevitable." 

A reading of the evidence seems to support this conclusion so I have 
instructed my staff to proceed with termination. 

Roger Y. Stanier (Chairman of the Committee on a Marine Biological Station) 
wrote to suggest that we include as an observer a UCLA faculty member on this 
committee and to suggest Theodore Bullock (who is working this year at 
Stanford at their Center for Advanced Study of Behavioral Sciences). This 
would seem a reasonable thing to do. 

Shortly after 10 a.m. I was picked up by my University driver and taken to 
Vallejo. Before I went to my talk at the Casa de Vallejo Hotel, I toured the 
Mare Island Naval Shipyard along with Representative Jeffrey Cohelan of 
Berkeley, Rear Admiral Leroy V. Honsinger (shipyard commanaer) and Commander 
William E. (Pappy) Simms· (skipper of the nuclear submarine Roosevelt). 

There were about 250 people present, representing a number of Vallejo service 
clubs. I began by acknowledging the presence of Vic Castagnetto (President of 
the Vallejo Rotary Club, which sponsored the talk along with the U.C. Alumni 
Association). In my talk, entitled "The Nuclear Age of Science and 
Technology and Its Impact on Modern Life", I talked about scientific and 
technological progress in the nuclear age. I mentioned the announcement last 
Monday at which we learned that Emilio Segre and Owen Chamberlain have been 
selected to receive this year's Nobel Prize in Physics for their work on the 
discovery of the anti-proton, work in which Tom Ypsilantis and Clyde Wiegand 
participated. I described the significance of this to the concept of 
anti-matter and described annihilation radiation. 

I then gave a description of nuclear power for industrial uses. I displayed a 
pound of uranium metal (about 1 inch cube in size) and said that it contained 
an amount of heat energy equivalent to that which could be produced from 1500 
tons of coal. I also described nuclear fusion as a source of energy, haloing 
up a glass of water to illustrate its content of hydrogen, one form o.f which 
will be the fuel for this energy. I sai.d, however, the difficulties to 
develop this are so large that it will be more than twenty years before this 
energy can be achieved. I then went on to speak about the problems facing 
colleges and universities today in accommodating ever-increasing enrollments, 
mentioning the problems at Berkeley and with some focus on the Davis campus. 

After my talk I was interviewed by high school student Marilyn Vim of St. 
Vincent Ferrer High School in Vallejo. She asked me questions about career 
opportunities in science, etc. and promised to send me a copy of the article 
when it is published in her school paper. 
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On the way back in the University car, I took advantage of the opportunity to 
speak with Dick Erickson about the feelings of some prominent alumni that he 
is neglecting the alumni clubs throughout the state so that they are now at a 
low ebb. He thinks that this is an overstatement, but I feel convinced that 
he was affected by what I said and that he will be very careful in the future 
to put more energy into this activity. 

Immediately upon my return to the campus, I went to President Kerr's office to 
meet with him. Between the two of us we had 45 items on our agendas, which we 
had to run through very quickly since we had only allotted 30 minutes for our 
conference. Naturally, two areas which were prominent in our discussions were 
administrative control of athletics (and student reaction to proposed changes) 
and the recent presidential directives (and the growing opposition to them 
from students). 

I then returned to my office for my weekly meeting with Lincoln Constance. 
(Errol Mauchlan joined us for part of the meeting.) We discussed a memo from 
Carl Helmholz requesting permission to allow Physics to utilize the FTE for 
Herbert York while still maintaining the option to restore him when his duties 
in Washington are completed. 

I agreed to Leo Postman's recommendation that C. W. Brown be appointed Acting 
Chairman of the Department of Psychology for 1960-61, with the understanding 
that Postman will resume the departmental chairmanship in 1961-62. 

We also talked about the continuing problem of manning Speech lA-lB with 
teaching assistants and/or readers. Constance gave me a draft letter from the 
Letters and Science (Seabury) Committee on English Composition and Reading 
Requirement and Mauchlan showed us the Borah letter on the same subject. I 
asked Constance to speak with Edward Feder and try to iron out any differences 
in estimates of enrollment, FTE's, etc. We suggested the possibly that we may 
have to begin reducing the regular teaching staff of Speech, while giving the 
Department more teaching assistants and readers, speci fica lly to meet the 
problems of Speech lA-lB. 

Constance also left with me a copy of Arnolfo B. Ferruolo's request that a 
committee be appointed to select the chairman of the Department of Italian 
Culture for 1960-61 and a list of suggested nominees for the committee drawn 
from the departments of Art, Music, History and Mathematics-Statistics. 

We also conferred about a number of salary increase actions, many of which 
arise from our need to try to match offers from other institutions. In most 
cases we are unable to match the high offers from other universities. We can 
only hope that the combination of what salary increase we can afford to offer 
with the other advantages of working here at Berkeley will motivate our 
faculty to stay here. Rumors that Owen Chamberlain had received an 
irresistible offer from Harvard seem to be false. We would certainly do what 
we could to keep him (and, for that matter, all our Nobel Laureates) here. 

At 4 p.m. I walked up to International House to co-host with the Kerrs a 
coffee hour for foreign students. Helen would usually have served as one of 
the hostesses for this occasion, but since we are expecting the new baby to. 
arrive at almost any minute, Ruth Hart was kind enough to fill in for her. 

In conversation with Clark Kerr at the open house I mentioned that my meeting 
with state senators at 12:45 p.m. on Saturday (a box lunch in the Greek 
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Theatre) before the USC game would cut the planned luncheon for USC President 
Norm Topping short. Clark suggested that he bring Topping along to the Greek 
Theatre and asked that I send him a list of the state senators who are 
expected to attend. 

Kerr also suggested that we hold a meeting of the EOL l\'1emorial Committee at 
the time of the December Regents meeting, with which I agreed. (Not long 
afterward, however, I noted that I will be travelling east for the PSAC 
meeting on the suggested evening of December 11th so I will have to let Kerr 
know right away that it won't work.) 

Jim Hart and I then walked back down to Dwinelle Hall, where we joined the 
ongoing meeting of the Committee on Campus Planning. Present were Chairman 
Donald Mclaughlin, William Wurster, Ed Strong, Sandy Elberg, Bill Fretter, 
Louis DeMonte, Norman Oyer, and A. R. Wagner. 

When we arrived, Don Mclaughlin interrupted their discussion of agenda items 
to review briefly for us what had already been discussed, including 1) 
approval of preliminary plans for Engineering Unit I, with the understanding 
that details of design of pre-cast exterior panels and other similar details 
are subject to further study (Don Mclaughlin liked earlier studies of the 
pre-cast exterior panels which had a richer variety of forms than the present 
plan); 2) approval of the preliminary plans for converting the Farm Bureau 
Building to accommodate University Extension; 3) appointment of architects 
Warnecke & Warnecke for the Le Conte Hall additions and Bay Group Associates 
(preferred) or Charles Warren Callister for the Haviland Hall alterations; 4) 
discussion of the need to enlarge the greenhouses in the Oxford Tract 
Greenhouse Unit 2; 5) discussion of the proposed re-zoning of Hillside Avenue, 
which was determined to be to the University's advantage and in support of 
which I will sign a letter drafted by the Office of Architects and Engineers. 

We arrived in time for the agenda item concerning the EOL ~lemorial Hall. Bill 
Wurster presented his views on the organization of the proposed competition 
among architects for the design of the Hall. The Committee agreed that the 
matter should be discussed with the Lawrence Memorial Committee and the 
Regents Canmittee on Grounds and Buildings as soon as possible. we also 
unanimously and enthusiastically endorsed the Chaparral Hill site for the hall 
of science. The meeting adjourned at 6:05 p.m. 

Friday, October 30, 1959 

I began my day in my Chancellor's Office dealing with correspondence, etc. I 
wrote quite a long letter to Assemblyman Bruce Allen of San Jose, responding 
to his letter of October 19th posing questions about the University's summer 
sessions. I explained that the summer sessions are entirely s.elf-supporting 
(all costs covered by tuition, none at taxpayer's expense) and that this 
program not only attracts a number of out-of-state students, but also provides 
continuing education for teachers and summer salary income for faculty members 
(which, in many cases, allows them and graduate student assistants to continue 
important research on a year-round basis). 

I signed a memorandum to all department chairmen, deans, directors and other 
administrative officers, informing them that as a result of the general move 
to decentralize certain areas of responsibility from statewide officers to 
chief campus officers, I am now responsible for approving sabbatical leaves. 
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The memo also served to reinforce the rules for sabbatical leaves (which have 
not been changed). 

I also signed letters appointing members of the Intercollegiate Athletic 
Advisory Board as follows: alumni members Judge Stanley N. Barnes, 0. Cort 
Majors, and Walter A. Haas, Jr.; alumni alternate members Robert Craig, Walter 
C. Dean and Mortimer Smith; and student member ASUC President David Armor. 

I read a number of memoranda from the President•s Office. One, written by 
Stan McCaffrey, concerns the problems with fraternity and sorority rushing 
systems and provides some interesting information on the number of students 
who sign up for rush week and the number of students actually pledged by a 
Greek house. Apparently some percentage of those students who do not get 
pledged, fail to register subsequently at the University, perhaps out of 
discouragement. McCaffrey refers to a specific problem at the Los Angeles 
campus, where there is a large Jewish student population, 

"only 53% of the girls of the Jewish faith who go through rushing are 
pledged, while 74% of the girls of the Christian faith are pledged. There 
are apparently not enough Jewish houses to properly accommodate the Jewish 
women." 

The memo also reports on legislative interest in this matter as demonstrated 
in a letter which Senator Fred S. Farr sent to Governor Brown and President 
Kerr notifying them that he intends to introduce legislation prohibiting any 
student from joining a fraternity or sorority during his/her freshman year. 
Bill Shepard also told McCaffrey that this matter was discussed in a recent 
meeting with high school principals, who also strongly support the idea of 
deferred rushing. 

A memo from Clark Kerr amends University Regulation #26 (regarding fundraising 
campaigns) to provide that the Vice President-Executive Assistant must review 
fundraising proposals prior to consideration by the President. 

Another memo from Kerr outlines the new rules for reappointment of faculty 
beyond age 67 and outlines the effect of reappointment on retirement benefits. 

At 11 a.m. I met in my office with student Jane Semple of the Daily 
Californian. She wanted to discuss the changes that will result from Kerr•s 
"directives". I said that things were going to be as they have been in the 
past. Alex Sherriffs and other duties will not change because of Kerr•s 
directives. We both agreed that as a result of the appointment with Kerr 
yesterday there was no need to go into further details. I explained the role 
of Shepard and Rappaport and explained how they were appointed. 

Frank Beach (Psychology) brought Clellan S. Ford (Yale) into my office by 
appointment to talk about our housing the Human Relations Area Files. He said 
the ·Brewster Smith letter explains this- it will cost $4,000 a year for five 
years, then $3,000 a year. Ralph Tyler (Director of the Ford Center for 
Advanced Studies in Behavioral Sciences at Stanford) will give us $1,000 a 
year to help defray costs. Can we do it? It would require a place to put 
them and way of taking care of them. Beach said that if worse came to worst 
we could house them in Psychology. 

At 11:45 a.m. Charles Jelavich escorted three Russians from the University of 
Moscow, G. D. Vovchenko (Pro-Rector and Professor of Chemistry), E. M. 
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Chekharin (Professor of Law), and V. A. Krasiknikov (Professor of Physics) to 
my office. They presented me with a medal of honor from the University of 
Moscow, to my pleasant surprise, in recognition of the accomplishments of both 
the University and myself as a chemist. They also gave me albums on the 
University of Moscow and the City of Moscow. In turn I gave Vovchenko 
diplomas for the eight Russian students who studied here last year under our 
exchange agreement, an autographed copy of Elements of the Universe, and a 
folder of pictures describing our campus entitled "California's Colorful 
Campus". We talked a bit (through Jelavich's skills as an interpreter) about 
the negotiations underway for a faculty exchange agreement and I showed them 
the agreement we have reached with the University of Leningraa. 

We then walked as a group to the Faculty Club, where I hosted a luncheon in 
their honor in the O'Neil Room. Also present at the lunch were Jim Hart, 
Lincoln Constance, Bob Connick, Bill Prosser, Carl Helmholz, Stefan 
Riesenfeld, Ed McMillan, Boris Bresler, Emilio Segre, Gregory Grossman, George 
Pimentel, and Nicholas Riasanovsky. 

My childhood friends Clayton and Rita Sheldon from South Gate arrived at our 
Lafayette home this morning while I was at work to spend the weekend with us. 
They were very surprised to find that Helen is pregnant--in fact, very 
pregnant. Helen had to leave them at our house in order to go to the Kaiser 
Hospital in Walnut Creek for an appointment with an obstetrician, Dr. Burke. 
The indications are that the baby is due at any moment now. In addition to 
their wish to visit with Helen and me and our family, Clayton and kita are 
here to view the football game between USC and UCB tomorrow afternoon in 
Memorial Stadium; they are rather ardent USC fans. · 

I left work early today in order to spend more time with them. Stan Thompson 
joined the Sheldons and me to play a few holes (#s 7-12) of golf at the Contra 
Costa Country Club. For those six holes, Stan and I each scored 33, Clayton, 
32, and Rita, 42. 

Saturday, October 31, 1959 

Clayton and Rita and Dave accompanied me to the pre-game luncheon hosted by 
President Kerr in the Greek Theatre in honor of President and Mrs. Norman 
Topping of the University of Southern California. The lunch was hela in the 
back stage of the Greek Theatre and it was also attended by a number of public 
officials of California, including State Senators Stanley Arnold, John ~illiam 
Beard, Swift Berny, Charles Brown, Hugh Burns, Paul Byrne, Carl Christensen, 
James Cobey, Randolph Collier, Nathan Coombs, Ronald Cameron, Nelson Dilworth, 
Richard Dolwig, A.A. Erhart, Hugo Fisher, Luther Gibson, Donald Grunsky, John 
Hollister, John Holmdahl, Ed Johnson, Eugene McAteer, James IVcBride, John 
McCarthy, George Miller, Jr., Robert t>'1ontgomery, John A. Murdy, Jr., Virgil 
O'Sullivan, Joseph Rattigan, Edwin J. Regan, Richard Richards, Stanford Shaw, 
Alan Short, W. Jack Slattery, Walter Stiern, Stephen Teale, John Thompson, and 
J. Howard Williams. 

As we were walking from the Greek Theatre to Memorial Stadium, I haa a 
conversation with Norman Topping in the presence of Kerr. I discussed the 
poor transcripts of some of USC's junior college transfers, that of 
Marinovitch in particular. He said these commitments were made before he came 
to USC, that he didn't 1 ike them either, that a faculty committee had studied 
them and didn't like them, and that it wouldn't be repeated in the future. He 
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said that he and Vice President Tapaan would be glad to fly up to Berkeley and 
discuss it further at my convenience and asked my suggestions as to what they 
might do. I said I would phone them if I thought it would be necessary for 
them to do something or come to Berkeley. I called his attention to the fact 
that six out of 48 players on the USC squad were from Pennsylvania, that we 
wanted to play schools who fielded teams representative of their student 
body. Topping agreed with this philosophy and said that the Pennsylvania 
situation created by Al Davis had been stopped. 

Just before the game started in Memorial Stadium I had a conversation with 
Kerr, who told me that Regent Catherine Hearst called him to suggest that the 
Regents give a dinner for Nobel Prize winners. He also told me some equipment 
for space research is available at Ramo-Woolridge as a result of changes in 
the program. 

He has talked to a fourth string quarterback named Turnbow who discussea our 
coaching situation with him very frankly. He said these matters ~re discussed 
among some 17 athletes in his boarding house. They like the coaches but have 
no confidence in the coaching system. Turnbow thinks the material is not 
suited to a hard-hitting ground game ana that we should use a more open, 
intelligent game more suited to our more intelligent material, as Stanford 
does. However, the athletes don•t feel that our coaching staff is 
sufficiently intelligent to change the coaching system. 

Kerr mentioned to me that he would 1 ike a Berkeley campus statement from me 
(and possibly one from Bill Shepard, too) saying that we welcome the 
decentralization of authority in the student area to the Berkeley campus 
(responding to the recent presidential directives on this subject). He said 
that he is going to make a long statement himself. I told him that he shoula 
clear the way for Dan Wilkes to talk to him and to Gloria Copeland in order to 
avoid incidents like the handling of the Whinnery appointment ana other public 
relations mishaps. 

Although Cal lost to USC by a score of 14-7, the Bears played a very gooa 
defensive game. Cal held USC four times on the Trojans one-yard line. Pete 
Qomoto, Cal•s co-c'aptain, set up the Bear•s only touchdown when he intercepted 
a Trojan fumble and ran it for 33 yards to the seven. Jerry Scattini carried 
the ball for the touchdown on the following play. 

The game was marred by a very unfortunate incident on the playing field, but 
perhaps typical of the USC teams of recent years. While one of our players, 
Steve Bates, was lying prone on the turf, usc•s Mike McKeever elbowea him in 
the face crushing his cheekbone. 

After the game President Kerr and I went to Cowell Hospital to see Steve 
Bates. Kerr told·me that when he saw Topping after the game, he complained 
about the rough play in the game, especially by the McKeevers ana he tala 
Topping if the movies confirm his suspicions, no McKeever will ever play again 
against a University of California team (Berk~ley or UCLA). When we visitea 
Bates in his hospital room, his face was extremely swollen and swathed in 
bandages, presenting a rather frightful sight. 
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Sunday, November 1, 1959 

The water broke on Helen this morning ~o I immediately called Kaiser Hospital 
and told them that I was bringing her 1n. I also phoned Gladys Smith and 
asked her to come to our house to stay to help take care of the kids, as we 
had previously arranged. 

I drove Helen to the Kaiser Hospital. She was admitted to the maternity 
ward. However, there was no action during the morning and I came home for 
lunch. 

I returned in the afternoon and talked on the phone a number of times in 
connection with the Mike McKeever-Steve Bates incident in yesterday•s football 
game. At 2:20p.m. Pete Elliott told me that the pictures show that Mike 
McKeever deliberately hit Steve Bates in the cheek with his elbow as he slid 
across him. He wants to tell newspaper reporters this and that he is waiting 
for Don Clark (the USC football coach) to take appropriate action. One of our 
players saw the McKeever blow close up. Others saw it and the other dirty 
play. 

I then called Clark Kerr and told him what I had learned from Elliott. We 
agreed that Kerr would try to reach Topping and ask him to take appropriate 
action. 

At 3:40 p.m. I called Kerr again and learned that he could not reach Topping 
but talked to Earl Bolton (USC Vice President), saying that we expect 
disciplinary action against McKeever and public reprimand of Coach Clark. We 
agreed that it would be okay for Elliott to react with di~pleasure to the 
press concerning the incidents in yesterday•s game. 

I then called Elliott and told him that we had reached Bolton and demanded 
action. I told Elliott to go ahead as he wished and tell the press his 
displeasure with all the incidents of rough play in yesterday•s game. 

I returned home to have dinner with the kids, prepared by Gladys Smith, after 
which I again returned to Kaiser Hospital. Since labor had not yet begun, 
Helen•s doctor for the deli.very, Or. Richard W. Dohner, asked her to take a 
shower, which had the desired effect of starting the labor pains. Our baby, a 
beautiful little girl, was born at three minutes after mianight in a normal 
birth with no problems. She weighed a healthy 8 lbs. 6 oz. I must admit I am 
pleased to have another daughter, having always had a weakness for girls. (I 
suppose, to be fair to the boys, I should add that since we already haa four 
sons and one daughter, another daughter balances our family nicely.) 

I then returned home to spend the night. 

Monday, November 2, 1959 

Gladys Smith prepared breakfast and helped get the kids ready for school, 
boarding the school buses that operate on Glen Road. Before leaving for work, 
I phoned Kaiser Hospital to check on Helen and our new baby girl and was told 
that everything is fine with both of them. 
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I picked up Art Campbell (who is working--as associate director--with me on 
the NSF study on chemical education) at the Hotel Durant at about 9:30 a.m. 
and drove with him up the Hill to the Radiation Laborato~y. Meeting in 
Perlman's office, we discussed the general organization of a possible study 
group and subscribed to the suggestions of the Garrett Committee for overall 
organization. Tentative plans are to attempt completion of the project by the 
Fall of 1962 and not later than the Fall of 1963. M initi.al proposal to 
cover operation approximately through the summer of 1960 will be presented to 
the National Science Foundation as quickly as possible. This will include . 
setting up an office at Harvey Mudd College in Claremont, an office here at 
Berkeley, and a possible writing and/or organizational conference during the 
summer. The University of Colorado, Berkeley and Monterey were suggested as 
possible sites for the conference. The Claremont office will be staffed 
initially by Campbell and a full-time secretary, the Berkeley office by me (as 
Chairman) and Eileen Carson of the Rad Lab as secretary. In the meantime we 
agreed to seek recommendations for members of the Steering Committee, for 
assistant directors, consultants, and others who might contribute to the 
project. 

Satisfied that we are off to a good start on this project, I set up a number 
of meetings for Art with members of the Chemistry Department here during the 
course of the afternoon. 

I received a call at about 11 a.m. from Ken Pitzer, who told me about a call 
he received from John Kincaid about the Materials Laboratory. Pitzer, Earl 
Parker, and Leo Brewer would agree to a delay we might want to continue 
negotiating with the AEC. Thus, Ken suggested that if we want to write a 
tentative letter to ARPA 11 Sort of stringing them alongn (saying that we have 
not yet consulted with the Regents, that we might bow out for a year and then 
come back with a request next year, or something along those lines) 

I then joined the regular luncheon meeting of the Chemistry Group in 
Perlman's office.· I talked to Bill Nierenberg, who told me that he has 
accepted the NATO appointment as chief science advisor. 

Although Clark Kerr. and I were scheduled to meet in his office at 2 p.m., I 
met instead there with Harry Wellman and scheduled a meeting with Kerr for 
later in the afternoon. We talked about the preliminary plans for the 
Environmental Design Building, which Wellman thinks have been made too big. 
The plans for 140,000 square feet were based upon the assumption that our 
enrollment in Architecture would be higher, based partly on the assumption 
that there would not be a School of Architecture in Los Jillgeles, which there 
now will be. Harry thinks that the plans_have already been sent to Sacramento 
and, therefore, we wi 11 have to cut them down later. 

We also discussed the plans for the 50,000 square foot Biochemistry building, 
which Wellman thinks is adequate. In fact, he is unaer the impression that 
Sandy Elberg has already agreed to that size. He stressed the importance of 
getting these plans to Sacramento as soon as possible (through Statewide 
offices, of course). 

I returned to my office in order to greet Jascha Heifetz, the famous 
Russian-born violinist, who was supposed to be paying a courtesy call with 
Music Chairman David Boyden. However, Heifetz did not keep the appointment so 
I had an opportunity to spend some time working on correspondence, etc. with 
Donna Dinsdale. 
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Donna told me that Gordon Mackinney called this morning to inform me that two 
more faculty members (Arthur Hutson and Frank Kidner) have signed the petition 
posted on the Faculty Club bulletin board which reads: 

"Dear Chancellor Seaborg: Recent alterations in the landscaping of the 
Berkeley Campus have dismayed many members of the faculty. In their view 
much of the natural beauty of the campus has been, or is in the process of 
being destroyed, with attendant deleterious effects on the natural habitat 
of certain of the wild life of the campus. Members of the faculty sharing 
these views urge that you give immediate thought to reconsideration of the 
plans now apparently in train. To the end that you may be informed of the 
widespread opinion supporting this suggestion we append our signatures to 
this memorandum." 

She told me that Mackinney says that he will post the notice, if I desire, 
with a request that he is asking for information and people are free to sign 
or not sign. If there is any irritation on the part of the faculty, he says 
it is his job to forestall the causes of friction. He said that he does not 
want to give the impression that he "is raising the flag". 

A long memo from Greg Engelhard describes the recruiting and admission 
practices for athletes at USC, which he says have, on the whole, improvea over 
those of previous years. One exception to this general statement appears to 
be their policy of admitting junior college transfers with a 2.0 ("C") 
average; Engelhard has some evidence that these rules have been violated at 
USC. He discussed some of these histories with Ray Koker (USC Faculty 
Athletic Representative) at the AAWU meeting in August, and was informed that 
their faculty committee is making plans to recommend to the Board of 
Admissions that they increase the grade point average requirement from 2.0 to 
2.5 beginning in September 1960. Greg adds, 

"This is an area in which a very frank discussion on the transcripts of 
the present team should be made and I feel it is an area that should be 
handled by either you or Frank Kidner. It is useless to have high 
entrance requirements for freshmen and then be able to take anybody in 
after one year of junior college. It defeats the whole purpose of a 
uniform admi~sion standard which we have tried to attain in the A.A.W.U." 

I was pleased to sign a letter recommending Frank Kidner, Jr. for a Rhodes 
Scholarship in order to pursue a course of advanced studies in Western 
European History. 

I read a very nice report on the plans for the EOL Memorial Hall written by Ed 
Salzman for the Sunday Oakland Tribune {of yesterday's date). This 
three-column article gave rather extensive coverage of our plans and the 
progress we have made thusfar. 

I then walked back to University Hall to meet with Clark Kerr. He askea me if 
our Department of Astronomy is still distinguished, even with the loss of Otto 
Struve to the Radio Astronomy Laboratory in Greenbank, West Virginia. He 
suggested that we ought to recruit another distinguished professor of stature 
comparable to Struve's. 

Kerr told me that he will be issuing a statement about the "directives" to be 
is?ued tomorrow and I asked if I might make a statement on Wednesday or 
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Thursday along the lines of 11 We welcome the directives giving decentralization 
of authority, etc., etc .... ) . 

At the end of the day I returned home for an early dinner with 
prepared by Gladys. Helen had dinner at the hospital. I then 
hospital and picked her ana the baby up and brought them home. 
decided to give her the name 11 Dianne Karole ... 

the kids, 
went to the 

We have 

At about 7:30p.m. I went to the Miramonte High School to give a talk on 11 The 
Nuclear Age .. to an assembly of science students that had been arrange~ by Stan 
Thompson. This talk was given to the Science Seminar in the Senior Problems 
Room and Stan•s daughter, Ruth Ann, is a member of this group. My appearance 
here was arranged by Carol A. Leland {Secretary of the Miramonte Science 
Seminar) and Walter R. Haefele {Coordinator). They were very pleased with my 
talk and feel that this has given impetus to their program and may even lead 
to the starting of science seminars at other high schools in the area. 

Tuesday, November 3, 1959 

I began the morning in my Chancellor•s Office signing a lot of routine 
correspondence. I also wrote to Walt Byers (NCAA) to let him know that I 
regret that I will not, after all, be able to serve on the Special NCAA 
Committee on Recruiting and Financial Aid. 

Later in the morning I telephoned Rix Snyder to inform him that if we cannot 
settle our trouble with USC regarding the McKeever-Bates incident last 
Saturday by getting a frank statement out of Norm Topping {USC President), we 
may have to publicize the incident with pictures and might want to call upon 
Stanford to support us with descriptions of their incidents with USC. I also 
told him that I am bowing out of the NCAA Committee because of my tight 
schedule, but also because of the composition of the·committee, which is such 
that it cannot do effective work in the area they are investigating. I said 
that I would appreciate Rix passing this on to Byers when he telephones him 
upon receipt of the carbon copy of my letter to Byers. 

Among the students who attended my Student Office Hour from 11 a.m. to noon 
was Nathanael Sundaram, a boy from India who has had a lifelong ambition 
(since 11 years old) to be a teacher of engineering, much needed in India, but 
his record did not allow him to be admitted to the College of Engineering. I 
told him to go and explain his situation to Dean Whinnery, telling the people 
in Whinnery•s front office to give him an appointment because the Chancellor 
has asked Dean Whinnery to see him, and then report back the results to Donna 
Dinsdale, my secretary. 

Another student, Lawrence Resseguie, said that he came in to say that he 
strongly favors the recent directives and thinks that student government 
should not try to represent all the students in political opinion and that 
many other students feel the way he does. 

Eurael Bell, a colored student, said he came in primarily to meet me and to 
find out if it is really true that he could do so in one of these advertised 
office hours. As our conversation proceeded, he alluded to a letter that he 
had wri~ten to the Daily Cal regarding discrimination in housing and we went 
on to d1scuss the problem. I pointed out that we are pursuing it vigorously 
and doing the very best we can. I told him about my background in grammar and 
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high school, where most of my fellow students were non-Caucasian and that I 
count it a privilege that I had my education in that way. 

At about noon I received a call from Norman Topping, which was a conference 
. call participated in by me in my office and Clark Kerr in his. Topping read 

us a statement that the trustees of USC might make and a statement that their 
faculty committee on athletics might make. These statements did not include 
the concept that McKeever•s action was intentional, referred to similar action 
by Cal players, and made no mention of disciplinary action. He said that it 
is their policy not to mention names. Kerr and I said that this is 
unsatisfactory and we arranged to have another call in an hour. 

Because of this rather prolonged phone call, I was quite late in JOlnlng the 
meeting of my Cabinet in the Conference Room. Present were Chernin, Fretter, 
Hart, Malloy, Mauchlan, Sherriffs and Strong. As I entered, Errol Mauchlan 
was reviewing. Charles Dalziel•s proposal that we develop a siren system and 
compile a Disaster Manual as part of the campus disaster preparedness 
program. Errol will circulate these proposals and bring a recommendation to 
the Cabinet. 

We next talked about the fact that we do not have a speaker for the November 
University Meeting, with the result that we will skip this meeting. I will 
assign Anna Carol Dudley the task of preparing recommendations for speakers 
for University Meetings through the Spring Semester for Cabinet consideration 
by December 1st (in the hope that we will avoid this last minute fuss in the 
future and maintain the tradition of University Meetings, which I think is 
valuable). 

We then discussed the plans for holding commencement exercises in the morning 
and decided to initiate this next year, keeping the plans for an afternoon 
commencement in effect for one more year. I then adjourned the meeting, to 
make myself available for the scheduled 1 p.m. call from Topping. 

For this call we had four participants--Topping, USC Vice President Francis 
Tapaan, Kerr and l--each speaking from his own office. They had made some 
improvements. in the faculty statement, saying that the incident could have 
been avoided. However, Kerr and I asked Topping to make a statement himself 
and not use the faculty statement (since that really is unsatisfactory). We 
also asked that he mention some disciplinary action against McKeever. Once 
again, we agreed to talk later, setting the time for 3 p.m. 

At 2 p.m. I received a telephone call from Regent Ed Carter. He would like 
Gregory Piategorski (cello) and William Primrose (viola) signed up on the same 
basis as Heifetz was. I mentioned to Ed my hope to establish an Institute of 
the Humanities in reply to his suggestion that we ought to pay more attention 
to the humanities. 

I kept a 2:15 p.m. appointment with Harley Flanders {~iathematics Department). 
He told me that he thinks plans are afoot in the National Science Foundation 
to gradually withdraw support for the summer high school institutes at 
universities and have the universities take them over and bear the expense. I 
said that I will discuss this with Alan Waterman and Harry Kelly on one of my 
trips to Washington for the PSAC meetings. 

At 2:45 p.m. I met with Josephine Miles (English) to discuss the conclusions 
of the Committee on Student Writing. She said that the problem of lack of 
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writing skills is very great all over the country. The Committee found that 
25% of the students in 20 schools and departments write deficiently. They 
suggested that each department have upper division courses where three term 
papers are required. A plan was approved at the Berkeley Division meeting 
last spring. Professor Miles suggested that we offer a Prose Improvement 
course ·(~rose 106), pointing out that if 20 (.50 FTE) teaching assistants a 
year t~~ght such a course, we could reach 300 students a year. I frankly tola 
her that the problem is that we have no money available for this project. I 
encouraged her to go ahead with the work of the Committee and do the best they 
can with their limited resources on an interim basis for the next year with 
the hope that after that we may be able to find support for this. 

At a little before 3 p.m. (pushing my calendar up a little to accommodate the 
USC negotiations), I met with Dean Herbert Young of Davis, who told me that 
since the death of Ernest Lawrence, they have been having trouble with being 
overcharged by the Radiation Laboratory shop (for example, he said a job that 
cost $6,000 was raised to $10,000) and that being a small place, they can•t 
afford this. This is something that I will take up with McMillan at some time 
in the future. 

At 3 p.m. Topping, Kerr and I conferred together once more by phone. We 
discussed Topping•s possible release further, asking him to change the word 
11might 11 to 11 Could 11 and 11 accident 11 to 11 incident 11

• He told us during this 
conversation that Ray Koker (their faculty athletic representative) was the 
one who made the statement indirectly to the press about Kerr•s statement 
regarding never using McKeever in a game against Cal again. With respect to 
his statement, Topping wanted to confer further so it was arranged to call 
back again. 

Clark Kerr and I then agreed to release the following statement to the press 
immediately; 

uwe have been discussing the McKeever-Bates incident in last Saturaay•s 
football game with President Topping and Vice President Tapaan of the 
University of Southern California. We have been in repeated contact with 
them beginning with the ehd of the game. We are hopeful that it will be 
possible to make sufficient progress so that statements describing 
proposed actions can be issued by the University of California and the 
University of Southern California later this afternoon or this evening ... 

At around 3:30 p.m. Robert Gordon Sproul called to accept with pleasure the 
assignment regarding the Horace Albright presentation in Washington, D.C. ana 
to congratulate me on the birth of my daughter. 

I then met briefly with Harvey White to discuss with him the progress of his 
plans for the EOL Memorial Hall of Science and to discuss with him his 
possible interest in serving as the first director of the museum/ science 
center. 

At a little after 4 p.m. I met with Morton Paglin (Speech). He wanted to 
discuss with me his idea for putting out a first class scholarly encyclopedia, 
organized in terms of broader headings than the Encylopaedia Brittanica. This 
would require rather extensive foundation support. Paglin informed me that he 
has already interested the following faculty in this undertaking: Carl 
Bridenbaugh, Hunter Dupree~ Korbu, Reinhard Bendix, Curt Stern and Bob 
Karplus. I asked him to write me a memo describing his proposal in more 
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detail. It is an extremely ambitious project, but also very interesting. 

Our meeting was interrupted briefly by Kitty Malloy, who had taken a phone 
call from Shaeffer of the Portland Oregonian (since I was tied up). He wantea 
to know about a meeting in l952 during which reference was made to a 1951 
Cal-USC incident. He said that at the meeting, I (as Faculty Athletic 
Representative at that time) said something about if there was another 
incident with USC, we would break off relations with them. I told Kitty that 
I became Faculty Athletic Representative in February 1953 and the meeting took 
place in May 1953 in Seattle, at which time I did refer to the incident. I 
asked her to tell Shaeffer that the matter was turned over to the Pacific 
Coast Conference, which took care of it to the satisfaction of all concerneo. 
I also suggested that she read the statement made available to the press at 3 
p.m. to him and mention that another statement should be forthcoming later in· 
the day, about which he might check with Ray Colvig of Public Information. 

After my meeting with Paglin concluded, I participated in the last call of the 
day with Topping and Kerr. We said that we assume that the unsatisfactory 
faculty statement will not be released and Topping agreed to this. He then 
read his statement to us, which was as it was finally released except that he 
had a sentence at the end saying that he was going to consult his trustees 
further which was not included in the final release. Kerr then read him our 
statement (which will be released at 8 p.m. this evening), which Topping•s 
secretary took down in shorthand. We agreed to mail each other our 
statements. In the course of this and earlie~ conversations, Topping 
definitely stated that if McKeever is ever caught in unnecessary roughness 
again, USC would banish him from the football team. 

The 8 p.m. press release is three pages long and goes into considerable detail 
about the incident between McKeever and Bates, reporting on the films of the 
game which counter any suggestion that McKeever•s brutal attack on Bates might 
have been accidental. It says, 

"We appreciate the willingness of President Topping and Vice President 
T~paan to look into the incident immediately and to consult with us about 
it. We appreciate their willingness to undertake some action with respect 
to it. We cannot comment on how effective that action may be until the 
results of their corrective actions become more evident .•• We regret most 
deeply that such an incident should mar the relationship between the 
University of California and the University of Southern California. We 
are hopeful that the trust we have placed in the University of Southern 
California as an institution, and in President Topping and Vice President 
Tapaan as its leaders, will turn out in the light of subsequent evidence 
to be fully warranted. We issue this statement with great sadness, but 
also with the confidence that straight talk will, in the long run, make 
the gr~ater contribution to the relationship between our two institutions 
and to the perpetuation of the high ideals of amateur athletics in the 
American tradition." 

It is signed by Kerr and me. 

Before leaving for the day, I signed a short note to Steve Bates, expressing 
the hope that he is feeling better, enclosing a copy of the press release, and 
commenting that "Perhaps the attached will help a bit." 
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I took quite a lot of paperwork home with me this evening, hoping to catch up 
after a day consumed by phone calls and meetings. However, the excitement of 
our new baby made it almost impossible to get much work done. Helen and the 
baby are both doing well and all of the kids seem very interested by their new 
little sister. I just didn•t feel like retreating to my study for the evening. 

I did read a very interesting letter from Senator Henry M. (Scoop) Jackson 
asking for my comments on a long document entitled 11 The Relationship of 
Science and Technology to the National Security Policy Process 11 prepared by 
the Subcommittee on National Policy Machinery. It poses some very interesting 
questions about the effectiveness of our government organizations in 
formulating and executing national science policy. I wrote Bill Fretter a 
note, saying that I would like to discuss this document with him before 
sending my response to Jackson. 

Wednesday, November 4, 1959 

I went directly to the Radiation Laboratory this morning to attend the meeting 
of the Associate Directors there, beginning at 9 a.m. After the meeting I 
stayed up on the Hill for a little while to talk with my graduate students and 
with Eileen Carson about the NSF study on chem\cal education. 

I arrived at my Chancellor•s Office shortly after 11 a.m. and placed a call to 
Norm Topping almost immediately. I told him about the adverse reaction here 
to the fact that McKeever has not been disciplined and he told me that there 
is some adverse reaction in Los Angeles to what some people think was his 
unwarranted strong action. I asked him if he is going to release still 
pictures of Cal players in rough play as a retaliation and he said no, that 
all they are going to do is show the movies. I told him that we have been 
asked to allow our pictures to be shown on "Movie Tone News" and that we have 
refused; this led him to want to look into the prevention of the same thing 
happening with their movies (which they do not own- they belong to some outfit 
like Sports Vision). 

A few minutes later I received a telephone call from Jim Truitt of Time 
magazine. He wanted to discuss the recent statements by Jack Kennedy and 
Nelson Rockefeller on the feeling of the American public that we, as a nation, 
don•t know where we are headed. I said that I believe that for the first time 
we need some sort of national plan. I recognize that it is difficult to reach 
a consensus in a democracy about future directions. However, we could 
certainly invest more money in education so that Americans might be in a 
better position to make such critical decisions. We agreed that in order to 
compete effectively in an increasingly complex world the American people will 
have to work harder with purpose and aim. 

Donna told me that she received a phone call from a Mr. John M. Barnes this 
morning, who called to commend the policy of the University in hanoling the 
recent football incident and also to commend our policies regarding hazing in 
fraternities. He is an alumnus of UC (Class of 1930), who wanted to offer his 
support, recognizing that these are extremely difficult problems to handle. 
He told Donna that he is a past commander in the Air Force, that he was once 
the Executive Officer at Camp Beal and is the past commander of the entire 
East Bay Area. He was in the Air Force ROTC at Cal and has some very definite 
ideas about ROTC, which he would like to share with me. He believes in the 
ROTC program, but feels strongly that it should be on a v.olunteer basis. He 
left his telephone number with Donna so that I might contact him. 

'· 
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This morning's Daily Cal carried two articles on me. One headlined "Seaborg 
Comments on Directives" (which Dan Wilkes helped to prepare) makes a very 
clear statement about the presidential directives on decentralization released 
yesterday: · 

" ••• These regulations spell out clearly the policies we have actually 
followed for many years. I believe a delineation of policy is itself good 
policy. I am particularly pleased that in this area, as in others, the 
President is following a program of providing for a maximum exercise of 
authority locally. Any idea that these policy statements will be 
interpreted in such a way as to be more restrictive of student affairs 
than in the past is without foundation." 

Another article, "Seaberg Letter to Armor Says McKeever-Bates Incident Over'', 
describes the recommendations of the ASUC Executive Committee (through 
President Dave Armor) that no more games be played with USC while Mike 
McKeever is a member of the Trojan squad and my response that we are leaving 
disciplinary action in the hands of USC President Topping and my belief that 
we should not make further demands "unless the corrective measures fail". My 

·letter also noted that we are asking that the game pictures be reviewed by the 
presidents of the Athletic Association of Western Universities and, 

"I agree with your view that we should ask the AAWU to establish a policy 
which will provide for the suspension from the team of players who persist 
in violating ·the established codes of good sportsmanship." 

At 11:30 a.m~ I met with Bill Brownell (Dean of the School of Education). We 
talked about appointments and promotions, especially those recommended 
promotions on which we need to act quickly in order to retain faculty who may 
otherwise be lured away by other institutions. One particular case which 
interests me is the promotion of Lee Medskar to Full Professor; Medskar has 
been offered a full professorship by Stanford at a salary substantially higher 
than what he is making now. Brownell told me that Kerr has agreed that we 
should not lose Medskar, because of his importance to the training program for 
junior college administrators, which they feel would fail without him. I 
agreed to move fast with his promotion in the hope of keeping him here at 
Berkeley. 

Brownell also told me that he will miss the next several meetings of the CAAC 
(including this afternoon's meeting) and I indicated that Associate Dean 
Frederick Tyler might represent him. Anna Carol will send a letter inviting 
Tyler to attend. 

The meeting of the Chancellor's Advisory Administrative Council (CAAC) began 
promptly at 12:15 p.m. Present were members M. (hernin, D. Coney, L. 
Constance, J. P. Danton, L. A. DeMonte, W~ B. Fretter, C. C. Gilliam, E. T. 
Grether, J. 0. Hart, A. E. Hutson, R. Kerley, F. L. Kidner, ~· W. Morgan, N. 
M. Mundell, M. Moonitz (for E. Parker), W. L. Prosser, G. B. Bodman (forK. 
Ryerson), W. F. Shepard, A. C. Sherriffs, M. A. Stewart, E. W. Strong, H. J. 
Vaux, J. R. Whinnery, D. M. Wilkes, 0. W. Wilson and W. W. Wurster and guest 
G. M. Foster (Chairman of the Department of Anthropology). 

We covered an enormous amount of territory in today's meeting. I began by 
announcing that after further consultation on whether the commencement 
exercises should be held in the morning, I am prepared to recommend that this 
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be done. 

I then summarized the events following the Bates-McKeever incident in the USC 
game, saying that both President Kerr and I feel that we have demanded as much 
as we can from USC and that Topping•s apology, while not completely 
satisfactory, is at least a step in the right direction. 

Ed Strong reported on the October meeting of the Chief Campus Officers in some 
detail. Among other things, he mentioned that the state colleges have asked 
the University to join them in seeking equal percentage increases in faculty 
salaries and that the ceca agreed that this would be all right if it would not 
affect the present difference between state college ana University scales. 

Alex Sherriffs made his report on student affairs next. He began by reading 
the state law prohibiting hazing and aescribed the meeting recently hela by 
Attorney General Stanley Mosk with representatives of colleges and 
universities. Bill Shepard describea the steps taken to implement the 
University•s policy prohibiting hazing. Alex commented that he feels that the 
Faculty Committee on Student Conauct should consider imposing heavier 
penalties for violations of the policy. 

He went on to tell the group that a committee of graduate stuaents 
representing most departments has met to consider a possible association, and 
has delegated to a subcommittee the responsibility of making proposals for 
informing graduate students and canvassing their opinion on the matter. The 
committee, the Graduate Division and the Chancellor•s Office will review the 
proposals. 

Thirty-two Faculty Fellows have been selectee for the new resiaence halls 
based on nominations from department chairmen, taking into account 1) 
representation of four broad disciplines: the social sciences, the physical 
sciences, the humanities and the professional schools; 2) balance of 
professorial ranks; and 3) in the case of disciplines from which there were 
more nominations than positions available, interest expressed on the part of 
the nominee. 

I was called out of the meeting for a few minutes at 2 p.m. to take a call 
from Regent Ed Carter, who counsels moderation in our reaction to the USC 
football matter. He maintains that there are some overlying principles 
involved (the effect on our efforts to get the state colleges to agree to the 
emerging Master Plan on Higher Education in California). He remarked on u~c·s 
political influence. I explained the situation in some detail and said that 
we intend to essentially drop it now. 

Returning to the meeting, I then introduced G. !Vi. Foster (Chairman of the 
Anthropology Department). Copies of Foster•s memo to me of October 14th, 
which rather eloquently represents the trials and tribulations of departmental 
chairmen, had already been distributed. Regarding nonacaaemic staffing of 
departmental offices, Foster•s memo points out, 

"Because we are a community of scholars, as the University has grown we 
have updated our teaching and research, and we do well. Perhaps because 
we are a University administered by scholars, largely uninterestea in 
administration, we have not updated our departmental administrative 
practices to give the support necessary to academic activities." · 
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He describes the set-up in his department•s office, where one secretary 
(low-paid,_at that) is expected to develop the budget, handle the accounts, 
adjust and balance them, and supervise three additional FTE•s, while coping 
with 11 the continual requests of 15 temperamental professors and 12 
T.A.s ••• This is obviously ridiculous; it is also impossible ... Among his 
suggestions for ameliorating these problems are hiring professional 
bookkeepers or centralizing more of the accounting work in the Accounting 
Office. 

Most interesting, I think, is his suggestion that a separate office be 
established to handle the accounting for extramural research grants, 11 Which 
currently takes at least half of the time of our departmental secretary and 
causes three fourths of her headaches ... Lincoln Constance commented favorably 
on this suggestion and Bob Kerley observed that many universities already do 
this and that it is an idea well worth exploring. 

I remarked that a good deal of educational policy is established by the grants 
we accept for the University and posed the question whether proposals should 
be reviewed by the Educational Policy Committee. Constance pointed out that 
educational policy is often determined in this way in his college without his 
knowledge. Morrie Stewart said that we are already criticized for delay in 
handling grants, and wondered whether other approaches could not be tried 
before adding another step in the review process. 

In his letter Foster opens his discussion of the role of the chairman and its 
problems as follows: 

11 The role is, of course, impossible. Everything is done to discourage 
staff members from serving, and to encourage them, once hooked, to avoid 
taking many actions that should be taken, simply because less time is lost 
in three years by so doing, than by coming to grips with problems ... 

He suggests we consider putting departmental chairmen on an 11-month basis 
sa'lary (rather than the usual nine-month appointment currently the practice) 
since, for all intents and purposes, departmental chairmen must work 
year-round in any case and that if the chairman wishes to use his summer for 
vacation or research, he be allowed to transfer the appropriate portion of his 
salary to a colleague serving in his stead. He also suggests that we 
eliminate the flood of memoranda during summer months, observing, 

11 0uring the past summer a number followed me to Mexico, where I had 
neither the data to give the ·answers, nor the desire to do so. 11 

His letter concludes, 

11 The principle of the rotating chairmanship is sound. I will be happy to 
leave my term after 3 years. Yet I recognize that efficient 
administration is better served by encouraging chairmen to remain for five 
years. It takes at least a full year to •learn the ropes•. A chairman 
does not begin to spend money he has personally budgeted until he has 
served for two years; but makes do with what his predecessor has left 
him. Hence, in only one year of a three year term is a chairman more or 
less in control of the affairs of his department, through knowledge and 
fiscal responsibility. This is not sound administration. These are a few 
of the thoughts of a harried chairman, submitted in a spirit of fraternal 
anguish ... 
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I promised that I will give serious consideration to the proposal .for an 
11-month term for chairmen. However, the question of getting more staff 
assistance for departments will have to be considered on a 
department~by-department basis for the moment. Constance expressed the 
opinion that what the University needs is not a pyramid structure of personnel 
classification (like the Civil Service), but fewer people who are more highly 
skilled. I think Foster's letter was extremely valuable in proviaing a 
starting point for this discussion. I am encouraged that he was apparently 
inspired to express his views by the orientation meetings we have initiated 
for departmental chairmen. 

Before leaving for the day I signed a number of letters. I responaed to a 
letter from R. R. Edwards (University of Arkansas) inviting my comments on the 
suggestion that Ken Pitzer be recommended for the presidency of that 
university. I gave, of course, a very positive appraisal of Ken's abilities 
as a scientist and teacher, concluding the letter by saying, 

"I do not think that you would make a mistake if you should succeed in 
interesting him in your position, but I might also add that I have great 
doubts that this will be possible." 

I also signed a letter to Clark Kerr proposing that we initiate a program in 
the Fall Semester 1960 similar to the experimental program at UCLA (which has 
been so successful) which would allow high school seniors in this area to take 
classes at the University for 3-8 units of credit per semester and informing 
him that we have $5,500 available from endowment funds to cover the fees for 
50 students and the costs of administration of the program in the College of 
Letters and Science. I enclose a draft of a letter to 13 schools which will 
be invited to participate: Berkeley, Anna Head, Holy Names, Oakland, Oakland 
Technical, Piedmont, El Cerrito, Sir Francis Drake in San Anselmo, San Rafael, 
and Katherine Burke, Abraham Lincoln, Lowell and Washington in San Francisco. 

At 5 p.m. I received a call from Jascha Heifetz. He called to apologiz~ for 
not coming to see me on Monday when he was here on campus. He regards it as 
his fault. I said that I would see him in L.A. at some time during one of my 
trips there. 

I then walked over to the Faculty Club to join a meeting of public school. 
administrators under the sponsorship of the Berkeley Field Service Center of 
the School of Education. Refreshments were served in the Lewis Latimer Room 
beginning at 5:30 p.m. and followed by dinner at about 6:30p.m. I then spoke 
to the group, following the general outline of my usual talk to alumni groups, 
etc., describing changes on the Berkeley campus and the need to plan for 
growing enrollment, etc. 

The meeting concluded in time for me to make a brief appearance at a reception 
at the University YWCA for Professor and Mrs. Wassily Leontief. Leontief 
(Howard University) was here to deliver the first Hitchcock lecture, which I 
unfortunately had to miss because of my commitment to the educational group. 
The title of Leontief's lecture was "The Fall and Rise of Soviet Economics". 
I am sure that it must have been a very interesting talk by this brilliant 
economist. 
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Thursday, November 5, 1959 

In my Chancellor's Office this morning I signed a number of routine letters. 
I also read stacks of incoming correspondence. Of particular interest was a 
letter from George Kistiakowsky informing me of a conversation with Henry E. 
Bent during which Kisty told him of his membership on my PSAC Panel on Basic 
Research and Graduate Education and of Bent's request that the Panel assist 
the Office of Education in determining how they might go about allocating 
fellowships under the NDEA Act. Kisty thinks we ought to call a meeting of 
the Panel members immediately in order to help develop a sensible policy and 
asks me to organize it. 

A memo from James Corley (Vice President-Business) notifies us of the 
adjustments to a limited number of nonacademic salary ranges which will be 
effective on November 1st. Examples of these are Cowboy (range movea from 
$310-$395 to $325-$415) and Principal Electronics Technician (range moved from 
$570-$727 to $598-$727). 

I quote a copy of Norman Topping's statement to the press on Tuesday night, a 
copy of which arrived in the mail today: 

"The University of Southern California is truly sorry for this most 
regrettable incident. We extend our regrets to the University of 
California and to Steve Bates and the members of his family. This, as 
well as other incidents in the game, we feel could have been avoided. To 
the extent that we are responsible, we apologize. We will insist that our 
team play good, hard, but clean football. The coaches are instructed to 
see that this policy is followed. All necessary actions are being taken 
to assure avoidance of similar occurrences." 

A letter from the ASUC Executive Committee (addressed to Kerr and copied to 
Frank Kidner and Thomas Hamilton, of which I also received a copy) describes 
in some detail the Bates-McKeever incident, remarking, 

"When participants in college football fail these goals by using a 
football game to vent their personal passions at the expense of the other 
players, then the spirit and purpose of this sport are lost." 

Their specific recommendations include: that Cal refuse to participate in any 
future football games with USC if McKeever is on their team; that the AAWU 
take corrective action by suspending McKeever from participation in 
intercollegiate football for a reasonable period of time; and "That the AAWU 
establish a policy which will provide for the suspension of players who 
persist in violating the established codes of good sportsmanship." 

In a similar vein, a short note from E. A. Heilbron (President of the Grid 
Club of San Diego) announces that the Club passed a resolution "urging 
California to drop USC from its football schedule unless satisfactory 
disciplinary action is taken against Mike ~1cKeever.". 

I sent a note to Regent Ed Carter, enclosing copies of the editorials run in 
the Oakland Tribune and the San Francisco Chronicle regarding the McKeever 
incident and remarking, 

"It is very clear that we would have done more harm to the University of 
California by not taking some action such as we did." 
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At 10:30 a.m. I placed a call to Meredith Wilson (President of the University 
of Oregon) and told him that I can•t make it to Oregon with the football team 
this time largely because of the time consumed in connection with the McKeever 
incident. 

I then described my PSAC panel and asked whether he would serve on it; he said 
he would'be delighted to do so, provided that I understand that due to a trip 
January 16-February 29, 1960, he will not be able to meet at that time. I 
agreed to this and said that he will get official notification of his 
appointment later. 

After this, I met with Dean Grether to discuss matters concerned with the 
School of Business Administration. 

About 11 a.m. I received a call from tharles Odegaard (Presiaent of the 
University of Washington) who told me that he has looked at the movies of the 
Washington-USC game, along with George Briggs and Jack Gose. They paid 
particular attention to Mike McKeever and saw no incidents of rough play 
during that game. 

As soon as I hung up the phone, I went to meet my University driver, who took 
me to San Francisco to the Commercial Club for the 11Centennial Salute to the 
Oil Industry 11 luncheon jointly sponsored by the San Francisco Chamber of 
Commerce and the San Francisco Commercial Club, at which I spoke on 11Planning 
Today for Tomorrow•s Energy Needs 11

• There were almost 400 people present for 
the occasion. Dan E. London (Acting President of the Chamber of Commerce and 
Managing Director of the St. Francis Hotel) presided over the meeting. I 
spoke on the general subject of the future need for new sources of energy and 
some recent developments in the research on energy resources like nuclear 
(both fission and fusion) and solar power (as well as, passingly, wind and 
tidal power). The talk was very well-received. 

The Intercollegiate Athletic Advisory Council (IAAC) met in Room 578 
University Hall at 2:30p.m. Although the announced agenda for the meeting 
concerned the debate about the administrative control of athletics, much of 
our time was spent talking about the McKeever incident and the way that we 
elected to handle it. 

At 3:30 p.m. I had to return to my office in Dwinelle Hall to keep an 
appointment with Lawrence J. Andrews of the Davis campus Chemistry 
Department. We discussed the possibility of moving the 60-Inch Cyclotron from 
the Radiation Laboratory to the Davis campus. 

Friday, November 6, 1959 

I am looking forward to a game of golf Jater this afternoon with Stan 
Thompson~ Altogether the past week has been a pretty hectic one- what with 
the birth of our baby girl and all the brouhaha about the McKeever incident, 
on top of the regular press of activities. It will be good to get outsiae and 
burn off a little nervous energy. 

I sent Bill Knowland (Assistant Publisher of the Oakland Tribune) a note 
saying that I feel that his editorial in Wednesday•s paper 11 represented a real 
public service contribution ... The editorial made the expected comments on 
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there being no place for dirty play in athletic contests; it also went one 
step further in confiding, 

"It is difficult to think that the authorities of USC would see it 
differently from those of the University at Berkeley. So far they have 
been reluctant to act. It is to be hoped that their reluctance stems from 
a desire to have all the facts before they act rather than from a desire 
to hide them." 

In response to the ASUC Executive Committee letter on this subject, I wrote to 
Dave Armor, attempting to explain our reasons for not pressing USC any further 
at this point, stating that we have firm assurances from Topping that he will 
take care that such brutality does not happen again and that we should not 
make any further demands unless the corrective measures fail. I note that we 
intend to request presidents of the AAWU to review the pictures of the game 
and that I agree that the AAWU should establish a policy of suspension of 
players who violate rules of good sportsmanship. 

I signed a letter, drafted by Milt Chernin, to Clinton Gilliam (Space 
Assignment Officer) asking him to inform the Subcommittee on Space Utilization 
that I cannot accept its advice that Room 3410 Dwinelle Hall be assigned to 
the Speech Department forcing the Chairman and staff of the Committee on 
Buildings and Campus Development to move to the Dwinelle Annex. I stated that 
the Committee on Buildings and Campus Development is one of the most important 
faculty committees on the campus and that through its efforts, we hope to 
remedy our acute space shortages as soon as possible. The Chairman is a 
distinguished senior member of the faculty and needs to be located near the 
Chancellor's Office in order to function most effectively. 

Reporting on the progress of the plans for the EOL Memorial Hall, I wrote to 
Kerr suggesting that we present the proposed site for the building, the 
finance campaign plan, the architectural competition and my selection for the 
Director (Harvey White) to the Regents at the November meeting. 

At 9:30 a.m. I met with Lincoln Constance to go over an agenda of items 
concerning the College of Letters and Science. Among other things, we 
discussed and agreed to the appointment of a number of departmental chairmen 
on the basis of the departmental preference polls: Karl Aschenbrenner for the 
Department of Philosophy, Anna H. Gayton for Decorative Art, and C. W. Brown 
as Acting Chairman for 1960-61 for Psychology. 

At 10:30 a.m. I met with Bill Dauben, Robert Connick and Louis DeMonte to 
discuss the plans for the new Chemistry Building. 

Ambrose Nichols, Jr. of the San Diego State College Chemistry Department 
visited me at 11 a.m. to ask me if I would speak at the dedication ceremonies 
for their new Chemistry-Geology Building on April 30, 1960. I tola him that I 
will be out of town at that time and mentioned the possibility of May 19th or 
20th, at which time the Regents will be meeting in La Jolla. He will write me 
early next week with a reaction to that suggestion. 

Don Mclaughlin telephoned at 11:50 a.m. and referred to Governor Brown•s 
statement regarding dirty p 1 ay and the fai 1 ure to release the films of the 
Bates-McKeever incident to television. I read him the Governor's statement 
and also my letter to Dave Armor of the ASUC. We agreed that we should stand 
where we are and continue to refuse to release the films. He tala me that 

November 1959- Page 15 



Edgar ~1onsanto Queeny has agreed to be a member of the EOL Memoria 1 C.ommittee. 

Just after lunch, I telephoned Caryl Haskins to invite him to be a member of 
my PSAC panel. He accepted, mentioning that he may have to miss some of the 
meetings. 

Stan Thompson and I then rode up to the Claremont Country Club to play golf, 
as we had planned. I realized that I could not afford to take the entire 
afternoon off with all that has been going on in the Chancellor •s Office; 
however, I could not stand to give up the golf game I had been anticipating so 
happily, so I compromised by suggesting to Stan that we play only nine holes. 
Our scores were very close: 46 for me and 45 for Stan. 

When I returned to the office, I learned from Bill Fretter that he spoke this 
afternoon with John Willard, who has accepted my invitation to join the PSAC 
panel. I then called Fred Terman to invite him and he also acceptea. 

At 5 p.m. I succeeded in reaching Governor Pat Brown to tell him about the 
difficulties created by his statement. This headline-making statement seems 
to imply that he is asking me to release the films of the football injury. I 
asked if he would consider making a statement that the University of Southern 
California has given us assurances that they are taking appropriate action and 
that there will be no reoccurrences of such incidents and that in fairness to 
them further discussion of the matter should not be prolonged. Brown said 
that he will consider this suggestion and that his secretary, Hale Champion, 
will call me back shortly. 

Champion called me about 15 minutes later. I explained the whole philosophy 
behind our not wanting to release the films to TV and 11 Movie Tone News 11 ana 
said that, in view of this morning•s newspaper publicity on the Governor•s 
statement, I seem to be in a position of holding out on the Governor. I 
expressed the hope that he would prepare a press release for the Governor 
which would be helpful in informing the public that we are satisfied with 
USC's promise that the situation will be corrected in the future. I also 
stated our feeling that it would be best if this episode were not prolonged in 
the pub 1 i c eye • 

I read a nice letter from Arthur Roe (Head of the NSF Course Content 
Improvement Section) saying that they are very pleased that Art Campbell and I 
have undertaken the task of reviewing high school chanistry curriculum and 
promising to do all they can to help us. 

A letter to Clark Kerr recommends that Kenneth Stampp (Professor of History 
and a nationally recognized authority on the Civil War) be chosen as the 
faculty speaker at the December Regents Meeting, pointing out that research in 
the social sciences have not been represented at these meetings in the past. 
I recommend that he might speak about his own research ana about his new book, 
a study of the reconstruction period which might lend a better understanding 
to events of our own time when problems of ~ivil rights for the Negro are of 
such importance b.oth in the south and nationally. · 

In the study at home this evening I read a very long memo from the special 
committee on athletics, composed of Frank Kidner, Alex Sherriffs, Carl Nordly, 
Nello Pace and Bob Kerley. They recommend that the function of 
intercollegiate athletics be transferred from the ASUC and organized and 
operated as a department of the University effective July 1, 1960. The memo 
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contains many very specific recommendations on the organizational structure, 
personnel, physical plant and finances of the proposed new department. Also 
included is a suggestion that we form a Chancellor•s Intercollegiate Athletics. 
Advisory Board (CIAAB) composed of three faculty members (the faculty 
representative to the AAWU, the Chairman of the Academic Senate Committee on 
Athletic Policy, and the Chairman of the Department of ·Physical Education), 
three alumni, three students (the President of the Big C Society, the 
President of the Circle C Society and the President of the ASUC), the Business 
Manager, and two ex-officio voting members (the Intercollegiate Athletics 
Director and the Executive Manager of the Alumni Association'). On the whole, 
this strikes me as a very well thought-out document and a sensible scheme for 
the reorganization of intercollegiate athletics. People consulted at UCLA 
appear to be in agreement with the general outline of the plan. 

Saturday, November 7, 1959 

At about 10 a.m. this morning I called Norm Topping and told him about 
Governor Pat Brown•s statements yesterday morning, my subsequent conversation 
with him in the afternoon and his statement last night. I read him the text 
of Brown•s release last night: 

"Governor Edmund G. Brown said tonight that he has discussed the 
controversy over the injury of a University of California football player 
with University Chancellor Glenn T. Seaborg by telephone. 

He said Chancellor Seaborg told him that UC authorities are satisfied that 
USC officials are taking necessary corrective action in the case. 

The Governor said Chancellor Seaborg told him that the University of 
Southern California therefore should not be subject to further 
embarrassment. •This is a University matter, • the Governor said. • I have 
great faith in the judgement and integrity of Chancellor Seaborg and other 
UC officials. If they are satisfied, I will accept their decision. •" 

I spent the day at home, working a bit in my study on Chancellor papers and 
catching up on reading in nuclear chemistry research. I also took some time 
out to play with the kids, particularly to enjoy baby Dianne. 

Sunday, November 8, 1959 

Today Stan Thompson, Jack Dagendof and I played a full 18 holes of golf at the 
Contra Costa Country Club. Our scores were 98 for Stan, 91 for Jack, and 97 
for me. 

Monday, November 9, 1959 

I had no appointments on my calendar in my Chancellor•s Office today, thanks 
to the last minute cancellation of my plans to go to Washington for a PSAC 
meeting. I, therefore, had the luxury of spending most of the day at the 
Radiation Laboratory visiting with my students and colleagues in the Nuclear 
Chemistry Division. 

Just before going into the regular lunch meeting of the Chemistry group in 
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Perlman•s office, I placed a call to Roger Revelle to invite him to serve on 
my PSAC panel; he accepted. 

After the meeting, at about 12:45 p.m., I received a call from George Lukes 
(White House) who told me that he instead of Bob Kreidler will be handling 
arrangements for the meeting of my panel next Monday in Washington. He told 
me that he will send out letters to all members of the Panel on Basic Research 
and Graduate Education, mentioning our assignment and informing them of the 
meeting (which will be held in Room 220 of the Executive Office Building). 

At 1:30 p.m. I reached George Beadle at MIT (where he is giving the Arthur D. 
Little lectures) and invited him to join the panel. He will probably accept, 
but may not be able to attend the meeting next Monday because he is giving a 
lecture at MIT that evening. 

At a little before 2 p.m. I called Art Campbell about our chemistry curriculum 
project for the National Science Foundation. He is sending me his notes 
describing our talks last week. I told him about the article in yesterday•s 
Parade Magazine, 11 Are Your Child 1s Schoolbooks Out of Date? .. , which refers to 
Laurence Strong•s work in chemical education. We agreed that this group 
should be represented in our committees. I agreed to call Bob Rice (a teacher 
at Berkeley High School) to invite him to participate in our project and to 
suggest that he (Rice) might attend the meeting of the European Economic Group 
on Chemical Education next March in Ireland on our behalf. I also suggested 
to Art that we call a meeting of Professor Garrett•s ACS Committee on Chemical 
Education for next Tuesday in Washington and that Art ana I both attena. 

At 2 p.m. I met with my graduate student, Marshall Blann, to discuss his 
thesis plans. He gave me a memo describing his project, which I approvea 
(while still hinting that opportunities to embellish this project will likely 
present themselves). Marshall hopes to finish his dissertation by June or, at 
the latest, September of next year. 

I then telephoned Bob Rice, as I said I would, and invited him to join our 
group and represent us at the conference in Ireland; he is interested on both 
counts. 

At about 3:30 p.m. I called John Gofman and told him about the growing feeling 
that Medical Physics should be more integrated with University channels. He 
is not too cognizant of any unusual situation here, and asked for more 
specific information, which I will provide based on what Lincoln Constance can 
tell me at our next meeting. 

I then went down to campus to my Chancellor•s Office to read my corresponaence 
and sign some letters that had been prepared for me there. Among the latter 
was a letter appointing Mark R. Rozenzweig Acting Chairman of the Department 
of Psychology for the Spring Semester 1960. C. W. Brown will serve in this 
role for the academic year 1960-61, after which time Leo Posts11an i.s expectea 
to return to that position. 

I signed a memo to Clark Kerr explaining the problems that have developed with 
funding the construction of Chemistry Building Unit I. Bids for this builaing 
suggest that its construction will cost about $1.6 million more than we had 
anticipated when the Regents and the Legislature approved it. The higher cost 
is due to the difficulties of the site and program requirements, which far 
exceed expectations. The nature of the soil and the presence of the 
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earthquake fault demand a structural steel frame in addition to the normal 
reinforced concrete construction. The adjoining buildings, which must be kept 
in operation during this construction, require extensive protection from the 
deep excavation for the new building. These construction problems account for 
about $400,000 of the additional cost. The remainder of the additional cost 
results from plans for more sophisticated ventilation than originally planned 
and from a higher concentration of laboratory equipment and utilities because 
of the ratio of students and research personnel per unit area. The facilities 
for the building are planned to permit research of more complex and demanding 
nature than heretofore possible. I strongly recommend that the allocation for 
this building be augmented to cover the difference and that we go ahead with 
plans to take full advantage of the potential for the research facilities 
outlined. 

On a similar subject, I responded to a request from Harry Wellman that we 
review the size of the Biochemistry Building project by informing him that a 
reduction of that project to 50,000 square feet appears to be reasonable in 
light of campuswide concerns. I noted, 

11 0ne implication of this recommendation is that the Virus 
Institute-Virology project is committed most firmly to the site presently 
planned for it, in the northwest corner of the campus ... 

I also signed a very long memo to Wellman, which provides a detailed analysis 
of enrollment patterns for this semester and makes some predictions about Fall 
Semester 1960. The total number of students {both undergraduate and graduate) 
registered at Berkeley now is 19,937, something less than our previous 
projection of 20,549. Two of the main explanations for the lower nun~er are 
1) the institution of new rules regarding probation and dismissal in the 
College of Letters and Science (where many more students were dismissed last 
spring than had been the case before) and 2) a flood of applications to the 
Graduate Division which delayed processing of applications in such a way that 
many graduate students may have elected to go elsewhere while waiting for a 
response frorn us. 

To Earl Parker (Chairman of the Budget.Committee) I wrote describing George 
Foster•s suggestion (consideration of which is strongly supported by the CAAC) 
that 1) all departmental chairmen be put on an 11-month basis, 2) if a 
chairman wishes to remain in Berkeley and attend to department business during 
the summer, he receive full salary, and 3) if the chairman wishes to leave 
Berkeley during the summer, the additional two months might be transferred to 
a colleague who would assume responsibiity for the department business during 
the summer. 

I sent Lincoln Constance, Donald Coney, Earl Parker and William Dennes copies 
of the monograph I received from Harry K. Newburn (President of Montana State 
University) entitled 11 Faculty Personnel Policies in State Universities .. , 
passing on his request for comments and advice as to whether or not this 
document has sufficient merit and interest to justify publishing it for 
distribution to a wider audience. 

I signed another memo to H. M. Lovett (Registrar•s Office) asking him to 
assume chairmanship of the Committee on Disaster Preparedness during Charles 
Dalziel•s sabbatical leave next semester. 
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Tuesday, November 10, 1959 

Once again my schedule is delightfully light since I had expected to be in 
Washington~ I spent the morning in my Chancellor•s Office dealing with 
routine business. Among the more interesting memos I signed was one to Kerr 
outlining the plans for the architectural competition for the EOL Memorial 
Hall. I informed him that the proposal is to hire as a professional advisor 
architect Eldridge T. Spencer of the firm of Spencer and Lee in San Francisco 
and to select a jury of five members, to be composed of two Regents and three 
architects. I attached Spencer•s biography and a list of 12 architect 
competitors from which a possible number of eight might be chosen. I also 
proposed a budget of $56,000 to finance the competition, saying that such an 
architectural competition would aid in bringing favorable publicity to the 
project and to the University similar to the great Hearst Competition in 
1900 ..... and noting that we have had two recent competitions leading to 
outstanding buildings--the Residence Halls and the Student Union. 

I also forwarded to Kerr two rather interesting reports: one describing 
financial aid available to Berkeley students and another describing facilities 
and services presently available to handicapped students at this campus ana 
potential improvements and future needs in this area. 

I dictated a short note to Bob Silva at Oak Ridge, thanking him for the bound 
copy of his thesis, .. Measurements of the (Alph(l; Proton Neutron) Reaction .. , 
which he completed under my guidance (as his advisor and chairman of his 
thesis committee and for which he received his Ph.D. last June). 

Just before 11 a.m. Milt Chernin came into my office to brief me on the 11 Case 
of the Boy with the Beard 11 before my meeting with Colonel Malloy. The 
student, David Haas, has refused to shave his beard in conformance with ROTC 
regulations, claiming that his beard helps his image as a professional folk 
singer. Colonel Malloy (Army ROTC commander) feels that he cannot make an 
exception to the rule that requires ROTC students to be clean-shaven except 
when that would be a violation of their religious beliefs. Bill Shepard, 
Lincoln Constance, and Milt Chernin have all been involved in the negotiatio~s 
in this matter and have not managed to resolve it. They appear to be at an 
impasse and, as Kitty Malloy put it, feel that 11 if anyone can convince Malloy, 
you (as top commander) probably could... Chernin and I talked about the 
Cabinet suggestion that this matter should be referred to the Committee on 
Privilege and Tenure, to decide whether or not a faculty member has the right 
to fail a student in a course because the student wears a beard. It is clear 
that in the Army the local commandant has a right to make such rules. 

When Colonel Malloy came in to discuss this with me, I explained to him the 
delicacy of the situation and the possible implications of going before the 
Committee on Privilege and Tenure, as well as the possible adverse effects of 
more publicity given the current anti-ROTC feeling. Malloy told me that Haas 
appeared to be clean-shaven this morning, so we agreed that nothing need be 
done; our problem is solved. I asked him what he would do if a student 
refused to take ROTC on religious grounds; I got the impression that an 
exception would be made. I also posed the question of conscientious objectors 
(such as the boy who staged a sit-down strike on the steps of Sproul Hall); he 
replied that this would be up to the Registrar. We (Chernin and I) ended up 
by admonishing him to be more flexible, emphasizing that he coula do a lot of 
harm by not making an exception at the proper time. 
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Art Campbell called at around 11:45 a.m. to let me know that our NSF high 
school chemistry project group cannot meet next Tuesday. He will meet with 
Garrett and others at MIT this Thursday and discuss the possibilities of 
another date, revolving around my Denver-Washington trip in the middle of 
December. 

My Cabinet met at noon in the Conference Room. Present were Chernin, Fretter, 
Malloy, Mauchlan, Sherriffs, Strong and Wilkes. We agreed that we should 
study the individual project research problem, without making a major project 
of it. Ed Strong and Bill Fretter are to talk with Morris Stewart about this 
and then make a recommendation on achieving more order in the process of 
reviewing the projects without delaying the procedure for approval of a 
research project. It was agreed that the present procedure for processing 
organized research is probably satisfactory, but that individual project 
research which may eventually, by renewal, turn into a million dollar project, 
is not processed satisfactorily since it often does not have consideration by 
the Educational Policy Committee. 

We talked about the necessity of changing titles of a number of positions on 
campus to comply with the decision at the September meeting of the Council of 
Chief Campus Officers that the title "Director" should be reserved exclusively 
for the heads of units that are organized instructional or research units. It 
was agreed that the following titles should be changed to be consistent with 
the President's directive: Director of Summer Sessions to Dean of Summer 
Sessions, Director of the Bancroft Library to Bancroft Librarian, Director of 
the Educational Field Service Center to Administrator of the Educational Field 
Service Center, Director of the Student Health Service to Chief of the Student 
Health Service, and Director of the Museums of Anthropology, Paleontology, and 
Vertebrate Zoology to Chief Curator of the Museums, etc. 

Milt Chernin reported on the status of the Sather Gate area. He told us that 
he, Kerley and DeMonte have decided that the next step (before the request 
goes to the City of Berkeley from Underhill's office) is to have the architect 
finish his work (which may take until late spring). 

It was agreed that before complying with the request that all students be 
requested to repay the Student Union fee that recommendations concerning the 
elimination of some categories of students from this requirement (e.g., 
graduate students) be forwarded to the Statewide Office. 

At 2:30 p.m. I met with Tracy Strevey {Western College Association Visiting 
Committee) who told me that the committee has been very well taken care of 
here at the Berkeley campus. He then went on to make a number of 
observations. He told me that he feels that, as Topping's representative at a 
meeting of the Liaison Committee, he can see the seriousness of the state 
college vs. University of California controversy. He said that he feels it 
would be a shame if the Ph.D. degree were degraded by having state colleges 
give it and that private schools should support our (UC) position. He pointed 
out the situation in our English Department where, in spite of the fact that 
290 graduate students were enrolled, only an average of seven get their Ph.D. 
degree each year. This appears to be due, to some extent, to the foreign 
language requirement (which demands three languages--French, German and 
Latin--be satisfactorily mastered). The high standards may be unrealistic, 
leading to such a low output, in spite of the high quality of our students, so 
that the state colleges may have a point in saying that they should take over 
the training of students in this and similar fields. 
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Strevey also commented on the cumbersome nature of the College of Letters ana 
Science and its lack of cohesion, resulting in the lack of a sense that the 43 
departments "belong" to the college. He wondered whether it would not be 
better to have divisions within the college (for example, a Division of 
Physical Sciences, etc.). He also remarked on the dissatisfaction of physical 
s-cientists with the breadth requirement in the L&S program making it 
impossible to take a sufficient number of courses in the major. He wondered 
whether the development of a Bachelor of Science degree program requiring 136 
units for graduation might not be a good idea. (This would require the 
student to take an equivalent of four years plus two summer sessions.) We 
discussed the need for a breadth course in science for non-science majors 
since the regular courses in science that the students are made to take do not 
sufficiently prepare the non-science majors for the modern world. On the 
whole, it was a very interesting visit, giving me a view of our school from an 
110utsider•s" perspective. 

Frank Kidner and I met by appointment at 4:30 p.m. He informed me of a 
developing problem in the AAWU with USC, which is going to try to attach lower 
entrance requirements to the Articles of the AAWU as an amendment. I told him 
that I will discuss this problem with President Kerr, in the hope that he will 
bring up our objections at the meeting of the AAWU presidents next week. 

Helen is back to her regular busy schedule of activities. She told me that 
she got together with Candy (our mother •s helper of several years ago) this 
morning, attended a meeting of the YWCA Advisory Board at 10 a.m., then an 
informal tea from 3 p.m. to 5 p.m. At about 7:30 p.m. she drove Pete to his 
dancing class. 

Wednesday, November ll, 1959 

I went straight to the Radiation Laboratory this morning to attend a meeting 
of the Associate Directors at 9 a.m. After the meeting, I drove down to 
campus and spent a few minutes in my Chancellor•s Office before lunch. I 
dictated a letter to William A. McRitchie (a Trustee of the Willis H. Booth 
Estate, along with Thomas G. Chamberlain and Robert 1\'iurtagh) to suggest that 
we get together to talk about the possibility of some support from the Estate 
for the Labor a tory of Photosynthesis and Chemica 1 Bioaynami cs. 

I also wrote to Edgar Monsanto Queeny to express my pleasure that he is 
joining the EOL Memorial Committee • 

At noon I hosted a luncheon at University House for the members of the 
visiting Western College Association Accreditation Committee ana of the 
National Architectural Accrediting Board. Guests included Paul E. Hadley 
(USC), William B. Brown (Associate Superintendent, Los Angeles City Board of 
Education), John C. Whinnery (Superintendent of Schools, Montebello Unified 
School District), Dean H. Donald Winbigler (Stanford University), Elliot L. 
Whitaker of the architectural Board, and from our campus, Frank Kidner, Ted 
Vermuelen, Henry Nash Smith, Mark Scharer, Kenneth M. Stampp, William k.· 
Dennes, Robert B. Brode, Peter Odegard, C. W. Brown, James Hart, Helen ~ahm, 
and Emilio Segre. 

At 2 p.rn. I met with rny new graduate student, Don Burnett, in my Chancellor•s 
Office to discuss his work in my research group at the Radiation Laboratory. 
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Don received his B.S. from the University of Chicago last June and enrolled as 
a graduate student here this semester. He has elected to work with me under 
the supervision of Stan Thompson and is just getting settled in here. We 
talked about the possibility of his working full-time at the Rad Lab during 
next summer and, in general, about his interests and experiences here thusfar. 

I placed a call to Clark Kert at 2:45p.m. to inform him that I will not be 
able to attend the meeting of AAWU presidents next Monday. I ment.ioned my 
conversation with Vice Chancellor William Young in which Young pointed out the 
adverse reaction among UCLA alumni to having the UCLA campus without 
representation except by the President in meetings of the AAWU presidents. I 
reiterated that I also disagree with the policy of not having the two campuses 
individually represented and that I feel that Kerr is makin~ himself 
vulnerable by acceding to Wally Sterling's demand in this connection. 

I pointed out the possibility of releasing the Bates-McKeever movies for 
further distribution if any unsatisfactory situations develop in our relations 
with Topping in continuing consideration of this incident. I pointed out the 
desirability of showing John Langton's critical letter regarding the 
Bates-McKeever incident to people like Topping and Regent Carter and it was 
agreed that I will take copies of the letter down to the Regents Meeting. 

I told him that Frank Kidner mentioned to me that USC has substituted what are 
apparently reduced entrance requirements as attachments to the Articles of 
AAWU and that in our opinion, that constitutes a violation of the original 
agreements in connection with the incorporation of the AAWU. Kerr asked me to 
have Frank give him copies of this material before the meeting next Monday. 

I then telephoned Kidner and told him about the main points of my conversation 
with Kerr, especially concerning the entrance requirements at USC, and he said 
that he will get the information to Kerr. He also said that he has a 
communication from Brad Booth indicating that there should be no 
liberalization of the aid program (not even to the extent of adding $15 per 
month) because the faculty would be against it. I asked him to pass this 
information directly on to Kerr. 

Beginning at 3:15 p.m. the Academic Advisory Committee (AAC) met in 3401 
Dwinelle. Present were: members L. Constance, S. Elberg, W. B. Fretter, L. M. 
Grossman, J. D. Hart, A. E. Hutson, G. Mackinney, J. W. MacSwain, M. A. 
Stewart and E. W. Strong, and invited guests John L. Kelley (Chairman of the 
Department of Mathematics) and Joseph L. Hodges, Jr. (Statistics). I invited 
Kelley and Hodges to describe their departments• methods of developing their 
enrollment projections. Hodges explained that this was a linear extrapolation 
by divisions of the increasing departmental share of the campus total 
enrollment. During the past four years this has increased by 127%. This 
tendency was, therefore, extended to 1965, by which time the department 
anticipates that its share of the campus total enrollment will have doubled. 
He feels that these assumptions are fairly based on the fact that there has 
been a steadily increasing interest in Statistics and there is an increasing 
tendency on the part of students to take statistics courses in the Department 
of Statistics. A discussion of the expected impact of these assumptions on 
such things as the faculty-student ratio ensued. Before leaving the meet~ng, 
John Kelley mentioned that the departments would like their new building to be 
named in honor of Griffith C. Evans. 
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I then distributed copies of George Foster's letter regarding the duties of 
departmental chairmen. Discussion centered on the suggestion that all 
department chairmen be on an 11-month basis. Morris Stewart opined that the 
admission of graduate students requires continuity of departmental attendance 
during the summer. Lincoln Constance stated that he has previously shared the 
Budget Committee view of the undesirability of such a step because a) 
departments vary in regard to administrative load, and b) professionalization 
of the chairmanship might destroy the concept of its role as representative of 
the departmental faculty. However, he now feels that these objections have 
been removed by 1) the increasing complexity of administration which poses 
particular administrative demands on all departments during the summer, and 2) 
the policy of rotation of chairmen. I indicated that this question has 
already been referred to the Budget Committee and, therefore, at this time no 
action should be taken. 

We then considered the Educational Policy Committee report on the School of 
Criminology. Gordon Mackinney remarked that the Educational Policy Committee 
found that a great deal of bitterness could have been avoided if the Cline 
Committee had consulted with the faculty of the School. He also feels that 
there is probably justification for a University School in view of public 
needs, particularly in regard to Penology and Corrections. I adjourned the 
meeting at about 4:30 p.m. 

At 7 p.m. I hosted a dinner in honor of Vasily Emelyanov (Chairman of the 
Soviet State Committee on Atomic Energy) at University House. "Scoop" Jackson 
(Washington Senator) was among the guests for this occasion. After the 
dinner some of us went over to Ed Teller's house on Hawthorne Terrace to 
continue our discussions. 

Thursday, November 12, 1959 

When I arrived at my office this morning, I dug into the pile of routine 
papers and correspondence immediately, since I knew that I would be tied up in 
meetings a good part of the day and I will be leaving tomorrow morning for 
Houston to attend the meeting of the Welch Foundation Scientific Advisory 
Board. I am thankful that the strengths of my Chancellor's staff and Cabinet 
are such that they independently prepare much of my correspondence for my 
review and signature. Without such strong support, I would never make my way 
through the masses of papers and decisions which my office handles every day. 

I signed a letter, drafted by Sandy Elberg, to Harry Wellman requesting that 
when he presents the case for Melvin Calvin's proposed laboratory to the 
Regents at the November meeting, it be tied to the priority assignment of 
Chemistry Unit II. I noted that an early solution to funding Calvin's project 
may indeed relieve some of the present pressure on Unit I by allowing 10,000 
square feet in Unit I to be assigned at once to general chemistry needs 
instead of, as planned, to Calvin. 

A letter to Lev Akobjanoff, diplomatically drafted by Bill Fretter, informs 
him of the termination of his employment with the University at the end of his 
current vacation. Bill wrote, 

"In view of your own expressed desire not to return to Richmond, and the 
seeming impossibility of finding a place for you on campus, I can only 
come to the conclusion that the best thing for all concerned would be a 
clean break ••• " 
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The letter then continues on to thank him for his contributions, etc., etc. 
This was a rather sad case of a well-qualified scientist with strong technical 
skills, who lost his job as a result of a lack ot social skills. As science 
becomes more and more team oriented, the ability to get along with co-workers 
becomes more and more important. Gone are the days of the mad scientist 
happily brewing concoctions in a secluded laboratory. 

Another letter on a difficult subject, drafted by Bill Fretter, concerns my 
recent appointment of an Advisory Committee on General Biology and the reasons 
therefor. It is addressed to E. E. Snell (Biochemistry), W~ fvi. Stanley 
(Virology), R. E. Connick (Chemistry), E. A. Adelberg (Bacteriology), M. 
Harris (Zoology), A. S. Foster (Botany), I. M. Lerner (Genetics) ana c. W. 
Asl ing and S. F. Cook (Anatomy and Physiology). I state, 

.. This was done in response to concern on. the part of several faculty 
members as to the status of the Berkeley campus in the frontier field of 
General Biology. It was pointed out that we do have a nucleus of 
distinguished workers in various fields, but that we have not been making 
that effort to bring in outstanding figures which would keep us at the 
forefront... One of the reasons given by the Advisory Committee for the 
situation was our departmental organization in relation to the 
requirements of what we may call General Biology and Special Biology. The 
former was designed as the study of the most general expressions of living 
systems, the latter as the.study of specific groups or organisms and their 
special attributes... No value judgement is implied in making the 
distinction between the two av.enues in the life sciences. Granted that 
they are equally important, it is contended that the existing departmental 
setup, and the teaching requirements that go with it, makes it more 
difficult to build up a faculty that will bring us greater eminence in 
General Biology ••• Rather than reshuffle departments, which would involve 
undesirable administrative disturbances, I have suggested that an effort 
be made to define our needs in General Biology and particularly to 
establish procedures whereby exc~ptional appointments strengthening 
General Biology on the campus could be made efficiently ... 

The members of the conmittee are Daniel Mazia (Chairman), Ralph Emerson, I. 
Michael Lerner, Esmond E. Snell, Roger Y. Stanier and Gunther S. Stent. 

I also signed a letter, drafted by Milt Chernin, to Assemblyman uon fv1ulfora 
informing him that the report he requested of Peter Odegard (Political 
Science) several months ago regarding the political campaign unaertaken by 
students in one of his undergraduate courses is finally on its way and 
explaining the delay. 

A letter from Nella Pace (Chairman of the Academic Senate Committee on 
Athletic Policy, composed of Eric Bellquist, Bill Fretter, Carl Nordly, Robert 
Tryon, and Pace), informs me that this committee 

11 
••• in general, again without having had time fully to consider its 

detailed implications, favors in principle the structure proposed for a 
Department of Intercollegiate Athletics by the Chancellor•s Special 
Committee on Intercollegiate Athletics, as brought to the Senate 
Committee•s attentiori by Mr. Robert F. Kerley ... 
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The letter goes on to say, 

non the other hand, the Committee is serious 1 y concerned over some of the 
provisions contained in the parallel document prepared at UCLA. 11 

At ll a.m. I received a telephone call from Meredith Wilson (President of the 
University of Oregon) who wanted to know more about the meeting of my PSAC 
panel in Washington next Monday. I explained the assignment to him and he 
said that he will be able to make it. 

At 11:05 a.m. I spoke with Paul Pearson of the Ford Foundation on the 
telephone, as we had previously arranged. The following three questions were 
posed by the Ford Foundation: 

1) The problems resulting from the furnishing of capital facilities 
(buildings, etc.) by federal funds. Have these projects taken up so much 
space that they are encroaching on teaching facilities? We need to gather 
facts. Should the National Academy of Sciences or perhaps the Brookings 
Institute take on the responsibility of gathering the facts? 

2) The problems resulting from the methods or instruments by which the 
federaJ government gives financial aid to research in the natural 
sciences. The present method is based on the decision of the individual 
professor to the exclusion of University administration. ~aybe the method 
of block grants to universities should be instituted. 

3) The problem of utilization of scientific manpower in the U.S. There is 
a tendency to stay on at universities for years in non-academic 
positions. Wouldn•t they contribute more by going on to colleges or 
universities? Of course, smaller salaries at the latter are a restraining 
factor. Also, the stockpiling of scientists by industry, supported by 
federal funds, contributes to a shortage of scientists. 

I told Pearson about my PSAC panel. He said that he will give very careful 
consideration to financing activities of our panel, since it will be 
addressing itself to these three questions. I told him about the composition 
of my panel and told me that I will let him know the results of our panel 
meeting and keep in touch with him. He would be glad to discuss this any 
time, on one of my New York or Washington trips. 

I also mentioned my hope for support of the Institute of the Humanities on the 
Berkeley campus. He told me that the question of support for this would come 
under Bill McPeak•s jurisdiction at the Ford Foundation. 

At 11:15 a.m. I met with Bob Brode to discuss the letter from 11 Scoop 11 Jackson 
regarding the effectiveness of our government organizations in formulating ana 
executing national science policy. 

At noon I hosted an informal luncheon at University House for newspapermen. 
This was simply an occasion for me to get to know the newspapermen in our area 
better; it was not a press conference and I did not make any special 
announcements. Present were Margaret Wilson (City Editor of the Daily Cal), 
Bill Keller (San Francisco Chronicle), John Allen (San Francisco Exam1ner), 
Orr Kelly (San Franc1sco Chron1cle), Rose Galvinovich (Oakland Tribune), Mary 
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Ellen Leary (Associate Editor, News-Call Bulletin), Edward Salzman (Oakland 
Tribune) William Boquist (San Francisco Examiner), Tom Atkins (Berkeley 
Gazette), Dan Wilkes and Ray Colvig (Dan's new assistant). 

Following the luncheon at 2 p.m. I had the unpleasant task of chastising 
Herman Tonnesen of the Speech Department, who has been caught at some rather 
irregular practices with student grades. In this case we have elected not to 
take any formal disciplinary action; however, I stated very emphatically that 
such behavior is not acceptable among faculty members here and that he will 
not be eligible for reappointment. 

At 2:15 p.m. I received a call from John McCone (Chairman of the AEC) 
informing me that President Eisenhower has approved my selection as this 
year•s recipient of the Fermi Award. This award (with a stipend of $50,000, a 
gold medal and a certificate) is very prestigious and I am indeed honored to 
be selected. News of this is to be released to the press at noon tomorrow 
(Washington, D.C. time). I will be presented the award at a ceremony in 
Washington on December 2nd and was asked to prepare a list of people to be 
invited for that occasion. 

Beginning at 2:30 p.m. Lincoln Constance and I held our regular weekly meeting 
to discuss issues of concern to the College of Letters and Science. He told 
me that Anna H. Gayton finds it impossible to serve as Chairman of the 
Department of Decorative Art, on grounds of museum responsibilities, health 
reasons and domestic problems. She told Constance that she thinks a solution 
will emerge from the Department shortly and we agreed to wait to see what it 
will be. 

Karl Aschenbrenner has agreed to accept the chairmanship of the Department of 
Philosophy at the end of the current academic year. Constance told me that he 
has urged Aschenbrenner to appoint a younger staff member as Vice Chairman of 
the Department and to consult with junior staff members in doing so, which 
seemed to be agreeable. 

We spent considerable time dis~ussing some of the problems associatea with 
Medical Physics. John Lawrence has announced that he intends to recommend 
accelerated piomotion to Associate Professor, effective July 1, 1960, for 
Robert Mortimer. Mortimer is currently in his sevent~ year toward tenure. 
Last year it was decided by the AAC that no one else should gain tenure in 
this area until there has been a thorough review of Medical Physics by the AAC; 

Constance and I discussed in some detail some of the problems concerning 
Medical Physics as an administrative unit (that it has never been made a 
department, but tends to behave as a department, that it does not report to 
him [as Dean], that there is no ·mechanism for adequate planning for selection 
of staff or consultation about promotions, etc). I emphasized my feeling that 
we should be certain to have our facts absolutely right about Medical Physics 
before rushing into any decisions regarding its structure. Constance told me 
that Edward Feder is making a very broad and exhaustive study for the benefit 
of Errol Mauchlan and the AAC. We agreed to pay particular attention to the 
danger that Mortimer might suffer from the necessity of deferring action on 
his proposed promotion. 

At 3:30 p.m. I walked over to University House to participate in a meeting of 
University representatives with the Executive Committee of the California 
Association of Secondary School Administrators and members of the High School 
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section of the Affiliation Committee. Herman Spindt (Director of Admissions 
and Relations with Schools) served as host for this occasion, which was also 
attended by Clark Kerr. The meeting continued through dinner. 

Attached is a finalized list of committee appointments for this academic year. 

Helen told me this evening that she took Pete to see Or. Redmond today. 

Friday, November 13, 1959- Houston 

A University car picked me up at my home in Lafayette and stood by while I 
popped into my Chancellor•s Office for a few minutes on my way to the 
airport. Woodford McCool phoned to say that the Fermi Award ceremony has been 
set for 12:30 p.m. on December 2nd and will be followed by a luncheon. I told 
him I will come to the AEC headquarters on Tuesday, while visiting Washington, 
to work on the guest list. December 2nd is the date for this ceremony because 
it is the anniversary of the day that Fermi and his co-workers proved that 
nuclear fission could be self-sustained and controlled when they operated the 
world•s first reactor in a squash court under the stadium at Stagg Field at 
the University of Chicago in 1942. Attached is a copy of the press release 
issued by the AEC announcing my selection for this award. 

My flight for Houston via American Airlines Flight #954 departed the San 
Francisco Airport at about 12:30 p.m. and arrived in Houston at 10:45 p.m. I 
went directly to the Rice Hotel, where I will be staying until Sunday in order 
to attend a meeting of the Welch Foundation Scientific Advisory Board and 
joint meeting of the Board with the Welch Trustees. 

Saturday, November 14, 1959 

At 8:15 a.m. this morning I received a call from John E. Willard (University 
of Wisconsin). He called to tell me that he will not be attending the meeting 
of the PSAC Panel on Basic Education and Graduate Research on Monday in 
Washington and I asked him to share with me his views on the allocation of 
graduate fellowships under Title IV of the National Defense Education Act of 
1958 (NDEA)- a topic to be discussed at our meeting. We discussed the plans 
to expand the program and agreed that these are too narrow; the support should 
be broader than in the area of foreign languages and should include areas such 
as geography. He feels, as I do, that the loyalty oath and affidavit should 
be eliminated if possible. We also agreed that HEW should be more liberal in 
interpretation of the terms of the length of time in which fellowships 
supported by the NDEA would be in effect. 

I then joined the meeting of the Welch Foundation Scientific Advisory Board 
(SAB) in the conference room on the 20th floor of the Southwest Bank Building. 
Present were SAB members Roger Adams, Peter Debye, Henry Eyring, Glen King and 
I, and also the Director of Research, W. 0. Milligan. 

In the course of the day, we went through the renewal proposals for grants to 
support research and graded them and made recommendations on the amount of the 
grants and the number of years of renewal to be recommended to the Trustees. 
We also went over the new proposals for research grants and decided on those 
that we would recommend to the Trustees for acceptance. 
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AORICOL'l'URAL SCHOLARSHIP ADVISOR! cnt!ITTF..B (10/S/59) 

S. s. SutherlaDcl, Repr. ot Dav1a/Darkel.e7/LA. Campuses 

lRCHI'rEC'l'URE( OOLLmE OF, ADviSCRY COONCIL FOR THE (7/l.L/SB) 
Appointed jolnt.'li 'bi Pres. & CLii.) 

.... 1959 

Statnidat SUno Dal"'YYtto 
John Upton Clowdalq 
Bil"P.'I M. Claft 

Los Angeleaa Robert E. Alexander 
Stanlq K. Gould 
John L. Rex 

Roy Morse Drew 
Bobert C. JCaestr.r. Jr. 
Miss Lutah Maria Riggs 

Georr,e Vernon Russell 
David J. lo!i tmer 

Bast Bl7• Pred L. R. Conter 
Malcolm Be)rDolda 

· San Franciscor Boman X. Blanchard 
Mario J. Ciampi 
John L. Reid 
Oeo. · T. Rockrise 
John C. Wamecke 

AR'I' AND AtmtROPOLOOI JIJILDntG, ~ON OPENilll EXHiliiTIO!f P'OR THE 
(i0/2i/57) 

Donald Coney' . Cbp 2 
v. R. Baacam 3 
Dorotb;y A. BenDatt 3 
H. B. Cbipp 2 
G. M. Foster 3 

w. w. Born 3 
Erle Loran 3 
Harvin Schaefer 3 
w. S. Wellington 3 

1R'1' OOIJ.ECl'IOlf OF THE BERKELEY CAMPOS, OOi!MITTEE mt OIF'l'S TO THE (10/?l/S7) 

Blrvin Schaeter, a. 3 
H. B. Cbipp l 
Donald eoz.,. 2 

ART QALU.'RI, OO!~TTP'.E TO AT)VISE TriE CH~ 'lC".a..LOn ON '1'lm SELECTION OJI' A 
· ·. ·. HE'.J DIRECTOR OF THE ( 10/14/59) 

Donald Cone;y, a. 2 
J. R. Caldwell 2 
v. W. Hom 2 
lrle Loran 2 

.. , .. 

ARTS AND LECTURFS, 00tfot!T1'EE FOR (Reactivated S/';I(J/S9) 

DoM ld Coney, aw s 
Mrs. Betty J. Connors, Seey S 
T. M. lJoRard, cba subconn. on !Iovas S 
R. V. Ocld.!sby, chza aubcQnw. on Drama l 
L. R. Moe, c:lw aubco;r;t. on Music l 
Armin Rappaport, chJil aubccmn. on Lectures l 
Kerwin Schaefer, chlft subcomm. on Art Exhi.bi tion 2 

Printed 



ASUC STORE AD'IISORY OOARD 

F. T. Malm ( represontati ve ot the Chancellor) 1 

AUDIO.. VISUAL INSTRUCTION, lfORTHERN SEC'!'IOW 

C. E. Sadth, Chm 4 
J. E. Lateana 15 
F. T. Malm 2 

John Belson, Jr. 1 
H. E. White 3 

BEHAVIORAL RESEARCH, t P'IEL'O STATION FOR, CO!om'M'EE ON (4/23/$9) 

P. A. Beach, Chm 2 
A. Starker Leopold 2 
A. H. Miller 2 

Mello Pace 2 
Sherwood Washrum 2 

BRITISH tm!~l'I~' SUMMER SCHOOLS 

Ian Watt (Barkel.q campus representat1Te) 

BUILDINGS AHD CAMPOS IF.VELOI'MENT <n!MITTEE, mRKELEI SECTION {9/6/49) 

s. s. nberg, a. 1 
R. w. Jennings 1 v-a. S 
M. s. Beeler " 
E. H. au-n.tas, Ex orr 2 
lenDath Carmrel1 1 
s. r. Cook 3 
a. Craig 1 
Louis DaTis 1 
L. A. DaMon'.:.e, Tech. AdYsr. S 
c. c. GUUam, Ex orr 4 
w. c. Helmbold 1 
J. w. Hutchison, Ex ott 7 

R. r. Kerlq 2 
Leonard Machlla 2 
M. A • l·11lczewski 2 
C. L. Nordly · 3 
D. A. ReTzan S 
C. R. Routsong, Tech. AdTsr.ll 
L. R. Sale, Secreta17 1 
R. L. 'l'homton 2 
c. A. Tobias l 
G •. E. Troxell j 
J. A. Zivnuaka 2 

BULI..E'l'Ill OOARDS, SPECIAL OOlfi!Tl'EE OH (10/6/SS) 

P111ton '~oe:n.1 :1 ~··u ? 
no~-.al rl Co.-.q 
~. T • !ia11ti ~~~~~~ ~ 

". r. ~tm..,. ' 

L,tl1lyn .. • ·~11 Uoy ' 
w. ~·. :::;.-pard 2 
~. ~·. '1111-. ~ 

p. "!. Bell' em 2 c te!'ll expires 19n0) 
F. E. ~derston 2 { • " 19~0) 
a. F. Rreak 2 ( " • 1960) 
R. H. Holton 2 ( • " 1960) 
W. J. Vatter 1 ( " " 1960) 
R. A. Gordon, ex ott 
E. T. Grether, ex orr 

(2) 

Printed 

Printed 



BUREAU OF PUBLIC AIJmllSTMTION 1 ATNISORr CO:ttiTTEE fUR Tim (Re-eatab
ll8hed 1~2l/S9) 

Milton Chemin, a. 1 
Charles Aikin 1 
Charles Glock 1 
s. s. Booe 1 

w. Woman Kenne~ 
A. K. Ross 1 
0. w. WUaon 1 
K. !4. ~bber 1 

msiSESS AllmJIS'l'RATIO~, SCHOOL OF, ATJVISORI OOtmCIL (1~447) 
('l'WO-;rr. terms) lppolnted jointly- bi P1'8e. -'c Chan. 

s. n. Bachtel, sr. 
Jn.'1e8 n. Rl.Ack 
Praul L. Davies 
lo~ltor A. Haas, Sr. 
H:arris C. Kirk 
K. c. Lipmm 
Jf • LofRll McLRren 
T. S. Peteraon 

a. w. Jastran, 0. 1 
George '!l. Alcom 1 
Jt. E. Ebck 1 
Kilton Chemin 1 

Emmett Q. Solcmon · 
Mark R. Sullivan 
Judge Rol!'or J. 'lrqnor 
F. n. Whitman 
Bn17ton Wilbur 
Howard '·'illouflhb,y 
Jean c. Witter 

C. r. Garland 1 
S.A. Mosk 1 
T. L. Reller 1 
Daniel \·,'l.lkes 1 

Cl!."NTF:R FOR .THF. .STUDr O'P' HIGHER EDUCATIO!l, ADVISORY COMHITTEE FOR THE 

1'. R. McConnell, a. 3 
R. w. Jastram 3 
L. s. Feuer 1 
w. A. ltornhawler 3 

{i/7/5A) 
Albert Lepawslc7 3 
R. H. Sanford 3 
a. T. '!Yler 3 
H. E. lof'hite 3 

CITIZmS 00''!·1I'l'TEE FOR A ~R BF.'l'{F.LEY (Berkeley Ctty Cow:1itt.eo) 
(Campus Representative) 

I. B. Cardllell 

C0:1POSmON, CXY~TT'M'RE TO OROI\''IZE A•rn COMT1JCT A COllFF.RENCE OF UNIVERStTY 
JWiort cotLEGE AHo sF.co"n4RY sbHoot rbffiERS oF t7/1S/59) 

Gordon McKenzie, Qm 1 
E. H. Bamhart 1 
J. L. Halverson 1 

. w. D. Laban 1 
Josephine Miles 1 

CCJt1PUTI11l FACILITIES, A!'VIS<m CCJOO:T'l'EE CM (8/30/$6) 

Edward Teller, Cbm 4 
E. R. Dempster 1 
E. T. Grether 4 
t. a. Heny87 4 
A. C. Helmholz 2 

H. D. Huskey 2 
D. L. Judd 2 
J. L. Kelley- 1 
D. w. ::acKinnon 3 

J er-r;y Heyman 2 
R. w. Shephard 2 
D. H. Templeton 2 
J. R. WhinDer,y 1 

(3) 



CRITERIA OF F.LEV'Dl-MCNl'U ACA!F.fiC APronm~NTS, r.Jt~NCF.LL0Tl 1 S SPECIAL 
sTODt co:Hffl'EE ON' (S/4/59) 

'r. Van~eulen, Chm 2 
E. A. Adelborg 2 
r. L. KidDer 2 

c. Stem 2 
R. •• 0 "'alpole 2 

COtrnsELING Cl:.'T-lr.~ ATJVISORY CCJo1UITrEE (1951) 

Jean W. Mlle1'arlane, am. S 
R. A. Cockrell 2 
A. s. Levens 2 
Gertrude t41tchell 1 
D. s. Noyee 1 

C. P. Dalziel, Cha S 
R. S. Raronian. 2 

1oF. F. Shepard 1 
H. A. S'Pindt 1 
I. 0. Taylor 1 
Dow Votaw 1 

Ce R. Routaong ) 
W. P. Shepard 5 

(JJ) 

R. C. &tcker 3 
I. H. 1lirness S 

D. o. Horning 3 
R. F. Kerley 2 
H. M. Lovatt 5 
'l. M. Martin 2 
fr. c. MeTer 1 
J. R. Moore 2 
M. T. Morris S 

T B. Dutton, AlterMte 3 
L. R. Sale 2 

o. H. Curt.is · 2 
F. A.. Oohr 3 
Wail Goodhue 3 
L. c. Grannis 2 
p e !. Hastings 3 

D. ~. WilJces, Al t.ern.<~ta 
'l. H. P:tgtord l 

w. to;'. Stiles S 
I. l. Towle S 
J. E. Tronot1' 3 

3 M. w. v!l!l.l.a 1 
F. E. Wood'llard S 

DIS CRIMINA TICJf r au '«nu.I.CE • S ADVISORY OOrt IT TEE Otl (3/l.L/58) 

R. l. Cockrell, Chnl 2 
David m.ackwell 1 
D. l. Rilq 2 
Sbo Sato 1 

Ex Of'tioiot 
Pres. Intorf'ratornity Council - Anthon;y Johnson 
Pres. Univoreit.y lWCA - Carole C.rkaet 
Pres. University YMCA. - Michael Appleby 
Qw.. Student Judicial ~. - Jarce Baker Ritld.Dd 
V-Pns. Panhellenic - Patncial !ll.erd 
Pres. ASUC - David Armor 
Membor o! Executive Committee - Joanne Thebolt 
Bd1 tor of DnJ l.y Cal - Marjorie Madonne 

DIS~IMnliiTION, SPECHL OOM'rrTl'EE ON (re. Housing only) (ll/l.l/59) 

A. A. Xragen, Chnl 1 
David !UackWell 1 
R. A. Cockrell, Alternrrte Ch.s 1 

Mra. !tut.h Domel.l.y 1 
Mr21. Helen ~llorden 1 
Studentet Gloria Larry 1 

!LEHEHT~RY SCHOOL SCIF.lfCE, C<JoNITl'EE Cll CS/l.J/S9) 

Robert Iarplua, a. 1 
Leo Brewer 1 
A. B. Pardee 1 

L. P. Scott 1 
lfel.lo P•ce 1 

Joan 'l'hebol t 1 



(S) 

PORD POO'?m\TION ROTATTlll 'f'OOlPF,!)..c;QRSliiP 011' OO~E'ft'AL AP'PA IRS' <XMMITTEE 
ofl THE (1957 

(Appointed jointly b¥ <luancellor and Denn o1 COiiOge ot L '.c S) l 

Charles Ai'ld.n, a. l Peter !. Oder,:.rd l 
R. A. Gordon 1 H. R. Sr.d.th 2 
Borman Jacobson l 

P'Ow.IGM LA ?XlUAGE OOUNCIL (ll/3/91) 

Ma17 R. Haas, a. 2 
M. s. Dealer 2 
M. !3. Emeneau 1 
A. D. Perruo1o 2 

lfaakon Hare 1 
c. a. Loomis 2 
B. H. Schater 1 
I. I. Schevill 2 

A.. 'l'orres-Rioseco 2 
R. N. Walpole 2 
P. J. Whitfield 2 

SUBOJl-t-!!Ti'EEa 1HMI LAMOUAOF. SCHOOL OF l.fml'l'r.RF.Y, SPF.CIAL C<MUTTEE 
to HM<E INSPF.C'tfo!·! OF rtstROC'l'IoFt At t 7/lO/S9) 

R. Jl. hal.pole, C!n 1 
Mary R. Haas 1 
r. J. Whitfield 1 
M. s. Beeler 1 

fOREIGN STUDmTS, llmKELEI SECTIOM I OOtMI'l' l'EE ON (19UJ-44) 

L. w. T~lor, Chm 4 
Gordon Ho11m l 
J. w. lell7 3 
s. 1. Mosk 3 
J. W. Oswald 4 · 

J. 0. Sawyer, Jr. 2 
J. c. Stone 2 
w. Sheridan Han1.ck 1 
A.d~enne !lr:ltta (ConRUltant) 2 
J. P. Oi ttinger (Consultant) 7 
Mrs. J. L. Mariam ( Qn. Foreign Student 

Hospi ta ti ty Comr.ri t tee) 1 
Studentsr Mosh Oueovsk7 2 

Deborah Hiehols 1 

POREST PROOOC'l'S L'OOTHTI)RY, T'-:CIDJir.!t A"'VTS'>T'l! OOtrnr.IL FOR THE (9/?7/SS 

(Appointed jointl;y by President and Chancellor) 
Tenn exoires 

Ben Beniott 3 196o H. s. Gardner 1 1962 
Charles Berol.zheimer 2 1961 A.. B. Hood 3 1960 
Warren A. Carleton l 1?62 Jfuasell Johnson 3 1960 
L. J. Carr 2 1961 B. c. Manson ~ 1961 
Harry Olase l ·1962 s. A. Murph;y 1 1962 
Edward Feldraan S 1960 A.ltrad Nth 2 1961 

PORESTRY, OTARI.;:s LATHROP PACK PRIZE r.J, oorriT'rl'EE <r.J mE (Dee. 1923) 

R. H. ~lvell 3 
P. J. Zinke 2 
Joeephina Miles 1 

Printed 



(6) 

FRATERNITY AFFAIRS ATV!SORr BRD (March 19$6) 

R. D. ~ller, m. S 
1'. B. ~tton 2 

11U!'IJ11 r Edward G. Ql&Ddlar 2 
Henry Pong 1 

1. A. lragen 2 
Mello Pace S 

Mechial Voyne 1 

W .. F. Shepard S 
A. r. ",_111811\8 1 

StudeDtsr Hector Oartiava 1 
Anthony Johnson 1 
Jaaes R. RidiD« l 

PRATKRNI'l'f Pli>BLr.:MS, SPF.CIAL OOf'tU'M'El~ en (la/22/$8) 

1. A. Kra~n, C21lll 2 Uumnir 
t. B. ~tton 2 Robert J. Drewes 2 
R. r. JCerley 2 nrk o. Rowlands, Seq 2 
DowVotaw 2 

PULBRIGH'l' A~tA.Rm, cami'l"l'r.T. TO HCMIHAlE CANlli!\\TES FOR ~ll/28/_L.9) 

J. M. CUDS, a. s 
.J. Y. Ierman 1 
A.drienne Koch 2 

w. lt. Pritchett 4. 
D. H. Templeton 2 

GENERAL BIOLOOY1 CR•'tCEU.OR1S A.DVISORY OOT1!-1ITTEE CJf (6/17/$9) 

Daniel Kasia, Ohm l 
Ralph Emereon 1 
I. M. Lemer 1 

:·. . B. E. Snell 1 
R. Y. Stanier 1 
O. S. Stant 1 

OENP:RAL CA.TALOOU'P:, OOM!ITmF '1'0 M\Y.F. A. STUDY OF OUR (3/2~/5'3) 

Ja111ts 'D. Rart, a. 3 
B. G .. Berenson, ex otr 2 
c. D. Chretien 3 
C. C. Gilli~ 2 · 

F. L. KidDer .3 
J. L. ~-feriam 3 
.S. A. Meek 3 
w. L. Prosser 3 

USLLER aJoiiMIT'l'EE FOR RESEAT!CH :rn SOCIAL ECONOO~ (1932-33) 

&dl7 H, Huntington, Qa 16 flarTe7 Leibenstein 2 
Jessie V. Coles 3 Rnth Okq 20 
Geo!'R't M. Iuanets 2 

HIGH SatOOL S'l'U!DlTS, COMMITTEE TO ScnEEll AP~CATICINS FOR SUMMER 1!:MPLOYMENT 
or c 6/7757 > -

Leo Drewer, Ohm 3 
w. E. Berg 2 
R. A. Cockrell 3 

HIGH SCliX>L SUPmtiOR STUDF.NTS, SPECIAL <XT-f.TM'F.E TO AT'JVISE ON (7/llJ/59) 

Leo ~er, 01111 1 
Harley P'landers 1 

A. P. 1Cip 1 
Bruce Mahan 1 

Printed 



RUMAN DKVF.LOP'"DTT1 rtsmUTF. OJI', AlNISORI CO!r.TITrEF. OF mE (Reconst.i• 
tUted L/MJ'~9) 

D. H. Russell, em 1 (b) 
F. A. Beach 2 
Reinhardflendix '
lingsley Davia 2 
Mrs. ~argaret s. Gordon ~ 

Rallo Pace 3 
!dwtird S. Ro~rs, ax ott 2 
Oeor«e H. Schade ~ 
Alaxllnder SiJnon 2 

INTERHATIOtiAL S'MJDIES, CXM-!ITTEE C.W (6/24/SS) 

P. s. fqlor, Qun b D. I. Carr 3 
R. A. Gordon 1 
0. L. Mehren 2 

'1'. c. tnaisdell, &ale Seey S 
·c. A. Aildn 3 
Reinhard Bendix 2 
HerbertBlwaerl 

s. A. R1esen£eld, V-Chm 3 

SUBOO!«l'rl'EE: CHINESE STUDIES, PArut'l't 00'-ftifTEE OF ?HE CF:N'l'F.R J0P. 

Waltor Galonson, Cha 3 
S. H. <Gn 2 
1·0J.lr&111 Eberhard 3 

(l/16/58) 
J. R. Lovenaon 3 
c. M. L1 
R. A. Scalapi~ 2 

JA.PA..~E STUDIES 1 . JI'~CULTY OJw..tiTTEF. OF THr. CD!TER FOR 
(16/?j/SB) 

Donald Sh1vel.7, Chn 2 
BoiiDrT RoscmsJc.r 1 
R. A. Scalapino 2 

UJ 

Printed 

LATIN AMF.RICA~ S'l'UDIES, F"CtrLT'! COW1IT'l'EE OP TJW. CJollTI-:R FOR 
(B/2R/56) 

J.·F. King, Ohm 4 
Luis. Monguio 2 
J. R. Row 4 

A. Torres-Rioseco 4 
F. Viollch 3 

SLAVIC STUDIES1 FACULTY CC1.'UUT :'EE OF Tw. CF.RTER FOR 
cron8/s7> 

C22a rles Jelavich, Cbm 3 
OregoJ7 Grossman 3 
Frederic Lilge 2 
H. V. Riaaancmslq 2 

H. F. Schurmann 1 
Oleb'Struve 3 
Julbn Tawster 2 

SOUTH ASIA S'ruDI'E:S, FACTJI.TI COMrU'rl'F.E OF 'l'HF. c:rrrt'R FOR 
(16/16/57) 

J. V. Bondurant (Miss) 1 Chm 1 
Woltr7a Eberhard 2 
Murray E.'!IOneau 3 
Margaret M. Pl.sher 3 

J. a. Gumpers 3 
D. G. lfandelbaUIII 2 
Catherine BRuer (rU.ss) 1 

INTF.R-UNIVF. Rli 'l'Y O:>lfl!TTEE ON TRAVEL em A N'1'S ~ SPECIAL OOl+U"M'EE TO CONSIDER 
PHbBt:Eks A. D TO X r#tsF. THE, ( 2726/58) 

Charles JelaTich, Chm 3 
A. c. M.aisdell 3 
Jol'l8e D. Hart 3 
M. A. Stewart 3 



ITALI~~' mT.TURF. FOR ACHF.1:C tr.~R 196~1, 00'1'TrTJo:E TO M'Kl': Ncm~.a.TIOWS 
to mt 'hiE cHA'I'R OJ' (io/113/57) 

l. B. P'erruolo 3 
J. s. Acker.an 1 
G. A. Bracker 1 

Arnold Elston 1 
M!' M. Loeve 1 

.JEP'F'F.RSO'f L!CTURF.S 1 JmMIWA'l'Ml CO.f!!I'M'R'' J'OR (S/8/S~) 

James D. lilrt., a. 2 l.. C. Yfevman 2 
E. L. &lrdick 2 B. V. Sad.th 2 
Adrienne loch 2 

JOHN DE'•JEY a.NTE"l\R!' O~".?ICP., SPECI~L ~0 HOC C()}!: ITrEE ON THE (9/17/59) 

Adrienne loch, Cia 1 Philip Riet! 1 
L. S. Feuer 1 E. W. Stroag 1 
Frederic LUge 1 

LATF. A:e-PLic~TI~ FOR R!AIJ.fiS!it~r, AD TIOC OOM.!IT'l'EE ON . (9/6/58) 

Lincoln Conat.'Ulce, Cbm 2 
V. F. Shepard 1 
c. c. 011llaa 2 
A. c. Sbeni.ft'a 2 

LA !E RmiSTRATIOll, OOf~IT'i'EE ON {3/')6/53) 

Varden Fuller, at. 3 
C. C. Oillilllll u 
B. D. 'febbens 1 

Printed 

LA~REYCZ, ERNFST O".LA~IDO, HALL OF SCIF.NCE, A.n HnC <Ynr..fiTTl:E TO ADVISE CJl 
SELEctfoN of· l5IREf.ToR FOR THE (10/21/59) 

'· s. lip 1 
Hugh Br-1 dner 1 

Paul KUla (Oak. Art Museum) 1 
Lionel Viales 1 

B. M. Md41llan 1 

LIVDIJ ACOO"fi·tO~'l'IONS, DF.RKELEY SECTIOi'l, C<l~!1I'l'Tlo;E ON (7/1/50) 

Mrs. Hulen K. Worden, Chm 3 
Mra. R. H. Donnell¥, ex otr 12 
R. E. Erickllon 2 

A. T. 1-Jilllams 1 
Scott Wilson ( Cons\U tant) 
Students: 

Printed 

Mrs. Anm H. Gayton 1 
M:1aa Edith M. Lindeq 2 
A. H. Sher1"1 2 

Anthony Johnson, Pres. IFC 1 
Ann Judith Miller, Pres. 1.<!DA. 1 
M:1rg3ret Nock, Proe. Panhellenic 
MJirrin Mizis, Men 1 s Res. As:;:oc. 

MANPO\·l'"R MO'AILIZl'l'IrN1 C0'1'fiT'l'EF. ~!, ('fw.qKF.LF.!' SF.~I'l~n {9/18/$0) 

A. ~. Roes, Chm 2 
J. a. Siler, Seer 9 
W. L. Wylie (SF) 

Adraenne Batte (SF) 1 
MAson Haire 1 



(9) 

MARm 'BIOLOOICAL ST~TIOV, Art'IISOO! PAm:t. FOR 'mE ~ O'T TRF. (3/7/57) 

p. a. Meedbul h W. E. Berg 1. 
J. w. Durham k 
a. M .- !'.aJd.n J 
Ralph !lf.erson k 

C. H. Rand h 
Morgan Harris h 
A. Starker Loopo1d h 
DAniel Masia h 

, • l. Pitelka h 
Johannes Proekauer h 
R. Y. Stanier h 

MARINE BIOLOOICAL STATI<T.~, (DMI'J."t'F.E ON 'l'H! (J/7/$7) 

a. Y. Stanier, ct. 1 
c. r. Papentuas h 
r. A. ?itelka 1 

R. I. Smith h 
R. L. Uainger h 

ME'l'HOPOUTAH ft.•1) tJRBMl STUDIES, PI..\~~:mo OJt.t~rrrF.E ON (S/21/$7) 

W. W. Kmnedy', Chm J 
Q. Balknap J 
c. Y. Ol.ock 2 
Margaret s. Gordon 3 

Julius MargoUs 2 
P. s. 'l'q1or J 
Mf',ht 1'3ldo 1 
"!elvin ""•bber 1 

MILL'P.R PROPP.RT!, ATJIIISOR!' CC!orriJI'l"l'Eb ON THE (l,/'lfJ/$9) 

1'. J. Jtent, Jr., Cbn 1 I. T. Grether 1 
Louis Da."tonte 1 w. ?fierenberg 1 
s. s. ElberB 1 A. RapJlllport. 1 

lll'l'tTRAL RES')~ CE"fl'ER, AD HOC a:MiiTTEE TO KIPLOnE D-rSTITUION~ZA'l'IOO 
OF l t l/9/57) 

l. s. Leopold, Chm h 
H. H. Ill.avell h 
F. B. Clendenen 4 
ltinpley Davia 4 

Albert Lepavatq h 
c. o. Sauer 4 

· s. V. Wantrup 4 

RAVAL BIOLCOIC~L LAOOJHTOR!'1 ADVISOR! CO:-t1l'rl'EE FOR THE (3/21/57) 

M. A. Stewart, Cba h 
Lincoln ConstAnce 4 
s. s. ilberg 3 

A. P. Irueger J 
C. B. Srd.th 4 

-.,NFACULTY PROFESSIONAL RF.SE'JlCH PT::RSO'mF.L, COM>fiT'l'F.E ON (2/9/$9) 

I. M. McMillan, au. 2 
R. 0. heeler, Jr. 2 
J~~J~es D. Hlart 2 
W. 'f. lenned;y 2 

s. A. Jl!osk 2 
H. M. Stllnl.q 2 
D. B. !a~pleton 2 

ORmlTfiTIOH PR.OGRft'~ FOR NE\v P'~CULT!' MF.M~, Sl'ECIAT. C<MMITl'EE ON ($/7/$3) 

E. W. Strong, Qua 2 
Mil ton Chernin S. 
Donald Coney 1 



E. A. Adalbftrg, <l1lll 1 
"'1111nm Bala'/IIUth 1 
D. P. Fuman 1 

H'. c. Reeves 1 
E. A. Steinhaus 1 

PARTNTS D4Y ON TW. 1£RKELF:T C~MPUS, <DNITTEE O~t (3/?7/SB) 

A. T. l·Jill1811l8, CbM 3 
R. E. Erickson :3 
A. s. Levens 3 
w. F. Shepard 3 

PARKnlG APPEALS a:M~ITl'EE (l/8/r;8) 

Studentst 

E. R. Parker 3 

(10) 

A. tt. f1acComick, Qn 3 
Sarah M. Hallam 3 Dr. John c. Reidenbach, Mad Advsr 2 
l'rltric Hopkins, SeCT v/o vote 1 

PERSONALITY AS::ESS'·fW'T A"n RES'F'.ARCH, rtSTITt1rE OJI'f ATWISOR!' !D.'t~m (7/20/S9) 

·. 't. J. Postman 3 S. A. Moak, Chill 4 
B. R. Df!npster 1 
M. M. Loeve 1 

· R. s. Crutchtiold, ex orr 7 
D. v. ':iacKirmon, ex otr U 

R. H. Creda 1 

POLITICAL ScrlfCE, OOMhfl'TTEE ON niSTRiltJTION 01' TW:: 'ROCKl!."FF.LLER Gn_. ~rr 'rO 
<11729/56) 

I. W. Strong, Cia 3 
Qlarles Aik:in 2 

S. A. Rlesentold 4 
c. D. Waldo 1 

M. R. Benedict 3 

. 
PUBLIC <Em-tONIES - BEHKELRT SEcriON, CQ!!-tiTTEE C!f ( 

G. D. Wuson, Ohm 14 M. A. Goodlnan 14 
J. I. S.rdahl. 5 S. C. Gurney 3 
E. It. Burness 7 H. K. Lovett 14 
R. E. Erickson 3 'Rallo Pace S 
w. n. Giedt., V-Cbn 6 J. D. Rogers S 

D. K. Wilkes 1 

) 

Students a 
Ka~ Dill 
J. M. Scbaef'er 

SUBCOMMITTIIs STUDENT SPEAQI5, OOMMITTEE P'OR "nfE SET .ECTIC1.! OF { ) 

A. T. Will1aras 1 Cbll 1 
Batty H. Wael7 1 
R. E. Powell 2 
G. B. l-IUaon 9 

Printed 



--·--- ...;_ ... ------- --
------------------------------------ --------- --·-----·· ---.-----

PUBLIC HEAL'l'R, SCHOOL OF bJiHA~TC::I,: al'S SPECIAL CO~u'tl'EE TO iti.VIEW 
ON ERGRA Iitl\ff. dJRTiiCULA r.t THE ( L/7/59) 

Gordon Maclc:1nney, a. 2 
s. 7. Cook 2 
Robert Creda 2 
s. p. Dill bel"to 2 

H. B. Jonas 2 
P. II. 'lc0auha1 2 
R. I. Powell 2 
c. A. Tobias 2 

PUBLIC REIJ.nONS POR THE llmJCELEY CAMnrs, CCJtt1I'l'TE1': ON {ll/?6/S7) 

R. J. Vaux, an. 3 
c. !!. ll1lten 1 
R. F. Kerley 2 
A. w. Searcy 1 
D. M. Wilkes 1 
A. T. Willi•s 3 

Allllllld.a 
R. E. EdckBon 3 
Arthur Harris 3 
V. A. Stadtman S 

RADIATial PJm'ECTIO!-T, I~'l'RUCTION IN, SP'":CIAL OOf.f!I'l"l'EE ON (l/19/S9) 

C. B. Smith, ct. 2 W. J. L1Utnsan 2 
H. B. Jones 2 P. H. McGauhey 2 
Robert JCarplus 2 c. B. '~orre;y, Jr. 2 

C. Don~t1d Shane, a. 3 
L. w. Alvarez 3 
R. a. 'Br'ode 1 

H. F. 1-;.,.ver 3 
J. R. Whinner;r 3 
A. B. l·.bitt'ord 2 

(11) 

RmEH'l'S 1 m:lFESSrRSHIPS AllD LEC'l'Ull!SHIPS, CIIAliCEtLOR'S OO!'tn1IT'l'EE ON (2/l.7/S4) 

R. J. Sontag, Qw 7 W. M. Sianley 3 
H. E. Davia 3 P. P. Wendt 1 
nnge1e;y Davia 2 C. R. WUlce 2 
S. s. Hooa 2 

RHODES SCHOLARSHIPS, DKRKELEY SEC'I'IO'l, OOi11-tiTTEE ON ( 

R. W. Jennings, Qun J 
T. M. Bogard 3 
G. A. trucker 1 

J. H. Reynolds 3 
Y. A. Rogat 1 
R. L. Usinger 3 

) 

RUSSIAN UNIT:mSITn:S, !XCHA'qJF. REL.\TIOOS WITH, COMfoq'l'TEE ON (1'/29/$8) 

J;ames D. Hart, Cbm 2 
T. c. Blaisdell, Jr. 2 
Melvin Cal v1n 2 
Charles Jelavich 2 

JC. J.. Ryerson 2 
M. A. Stewart 2 
w. s. Warrick '1 

Printed 

SCIENTIFIC PHOTOORAPHIC LABORATORY, P'ACULTY ,\I:MI•!ISTRATIVE ~'!'TEE ON (8/11/$3) 

Max Al.fert, Cbm c. Wlllet Aaling R. D. Raabe 



SCUBA., COKUTl'EE ON ( b/28/S8) 

a. I. Smith, a. 3 
Mias Fredorica Barnhard 3 
Bup)l Bndner 3 
Lance nanapn 3 

SOCIAL SCIENCE <nmcn. (ll/l8/S4) 

A. s. Ba~, Jr. 1 
P. R. Ingraa 3 
Hello Pace l 
J. c. Reidenbach l 

(12) 

Ag lconomics: S. s. Boos 
Anthropolof'Ya O. M. Foster 
Business Adndnistl"'ltiona 11:. f. Grether 
City and Regional Planning: JP. Violich 
CriJd.Dologya A. H. M~aceor.tck 
Economics: R. A. Gordon. 

Jo111"Ml1•: C. M. Jlulten 
LAw: w. L. Prosser 
Philosopb7: lo~. R. Dennes 
Political Science: c. Aikin 
Psychology 1 L. J. Postman 

Educationt f. L. Reller 
Oeogt"'~Pb,ya Clarence ·Glacken 
OrAdwlte D1Visiona M. A. Stev~art 
Biator;ra I. M. Stapp " 

· Sochl l'elt-'lre: M. Chemin, Om! 
Sociology and Social Institutions: 

R. Band1x 
Stat1st1ctu D. Blackwell 

SOCIAL SCIElf~, INSTITUTE OF, ADVISOR! CCM4IT'l'EE FOR 'I'JrF. ( 6/26/SB) 

E. !. Grether, a. 2 J. r. ling 1 
<2lllrles Aild.D 1 L. J. Postman 2 
s.iobert Bl:ulll8r, ex ott 1 M. A. Stewart, ex ott 2 
0. M. Foster 2 

SPACE SCII::rlCES, OOMrUT'I'EE ON ( 12/8/SB) 

otto Stru•, CbD unt.il 9/l/S9 2 
Edward Teller, Cha attar 9/l/S9 2 

Haydon Gordon 2 

a. B. ~de 2 · 
Isadore Perlman, V-Ola 2 
c. A. Tobias 2 

Mel nn Cal "f'in 2 A. E. Whitford 2 
w. B. Fretter 2 Herbert Iork 2 

SPROUL HlU., SPECIAL AD TJIIC OOM'fi'l'TEF. TO A lJVISE THE BCD COM!f!TTEE Cll USE 
OF PUlERS A!Jn 6TH En PUBLIC sr::C'l'foos OF f~/59) 

w. w. Hom, Ohm 1 
L. A. DaMonte 1 
C. C. Oillill'll 1 

s. l. Mosk 1 
W. F. Shepard 1 
w. w. Wurster 1 

S'mAWBERRr ClHYON RECRSA'riCINAL AREA, CHA!CELLOR'S AJNISO!t!' cmrfiTTF.E P'OR THE 
CS/B/59) 

J. L. Merim, <hi 1 (FACulty) 
K. lllemin 1 (Owl. Ott.) 
Val'Wr Haas, Jr .. (Alumni) 
Mrs. James D. Hart (Women's Section Club) 
R. lP. Kerley (Bus. Mgr• s. otrice) 
Mrs. Margaret Manson (Stano. Pool) 
C. L. llordly (Ptmsical 'Sd.) 
Mrs. Morris A. Slievart (Dames Club) 
l. '1'. Williams (Dean of Students) 
Tbaaas YWd.e (Seq) 
Student: Miss Carrie Edson (ASUC) 



STUIErr A1'l'AIRS OOHMIT1'EE (9/3/S7) 

A. C. Sherrltte 1 Qua 3 
Milton Chernin 3 
Lincoln ConstAnce 3 
Vuden Pullar 3 
J araea D. Hart 3 

I. ~. Cockrell · 1 
J. L. !tle:riam 2 
I. w. Strong 3 
R. J. Vaux 2 

STUDEN'l' AtYD A.LtJrmi PL\CE'mJT CKNTER, ADVISOR!' ~~JD POLIC!'-RECIT.1HFM1I'lll 
OOff.fi1'fEE OJt THE { 6723758) 

Milton Chorrd.n, Cb!l h 
R. E. Ericlcaon h 
Robert Calvert, Jr. uon-vote 2 
B. 'l. Grether h 

R. F. K'erl.ey 2 
D. S. Noyce 2 
J. W. Oswald 2 
L. I. Shatter 1 

Blld.l;r H. Hantington h 

S'1'UDENT CONDUCT 1 IF.R1CELF.! SECTION ( 3/24/h7) 

A. B. KacCormick, Om 7 
c. p. l'roehllch 2 
w. D. Knight 1 
H. s. M&as 1 

Gertrude Mitchel 1 
John Paterson 1 
L. w. Porter 2 

STUDENT ORA DES, CHANCES m 2 CoNF!m:NTIAL <nil.O:TTEE ON ( ) 

Menlbenthip confidential 

STUIENT HE•LTH SF.RVICE, ADVISOilY COM"f!Tl'EE FOR (S/S/S3) 

Henry Bruyn, Chit 1 
ICoonum Boymett 1 
June hated 2 
J. !i. Cline 1 
Ruth tlonnel}T 1 
'1'h01Ms Dutton 1 

W. J. Jtautman 1 
Catharine D. Quire 2 
w. W. StUee 2 

· Studan'tez Sr. - Anno 13cNden 
Jr. - Jerry T. Crav!ord 
Soph. - Brian Van Camp 

(13) 

Printed 

Printed 
{na:ne only 

A. l. XraP.S\, Chill 2 
J. R. Caldwell 2 

ASUCt- Rene Herreriaa 2 
Students• 

Gordon Hearn 2 
Charles llulten 1 
Emil;r H. Huntington 2 
Advisorsr Ruth n:,nnell7 2 

JC. A. Towle 2 
A. T. Williams 1 
Scott Wilson 2 11./or R. Kerley 

Ann Judith "filler (Pres. t..m' o Dor:'ll) 
Oerald W. 11cFarland (ASUC Rep) 
Gary Svihula (~!arried Grad. Student) 
Ralph Anderson 
Judy Bartelson 
lhrbara Breyer 

STUDENT O~!TATICJ! ~~m OOUNSll.ING Pl100RIIM, SPF.CIAL CO;trliTTEE ctl (6/?.9/52) 

Adrn: A. T. Williams 2 Acade!Uc: W. B. Fretter 3 
Maeynnne Reid 2 c. P'. Garland 3 

D. S. Noyce 3 Ohm 

Students: 
Neil Ross ex of! 
Gni 1 Trowtrl dge, e) 
Jeanotte Tirtco 0 

Donald J. Hiller 



STUDENTS• OOOPER"TIVE ASSOCIATION R04'RD OF m'RF.CTORS 
(Univereity RePresentatives) 

H. A.. :Jam 2 
Anna S. Espenachade 6 
Varden Fuller 8 

SURVEY RESEARCH CENTY·~R, Ar-"!ISOTlY OO't'TIT7EE FOR Trflt; (7/25/SS) 

s. M. Lipset, Chm l 
DAvid Blackwoll 2 
Emest Oreenwo:"~d l 
s. S. Iloos 2 
D. s. Landes l 
A. S. ·Levens l 
M. ~rewster Snd. th l 
C. Dwi r;ht Waldo 2 
Herbert Sl:urnor, ex off 

JIIIII9S D. Hart, Cba 2 
Dnvid m.ackweU 2 
Lincoln Constance 4 
Bemard Friedman 2 
0. u. Gut tridge 2 
R. F. JarT&tt 3 

l 

( SociolOft?') 
(Statistics) 
(Social Welfnre) 
(Economics, !\is. Ad. ~ A g. Be on.) 
(History ~ Econo~cs) 
(En~neeri~ Desi r,n) 
(Psyeholngy) 
(Political Science) 

c. w. Jones 4 
Ce L. ~ h 
-r. S. Pitzer 4 
A. Tarres-Rioseco 3 
w. A.. Brownell, ex ott 3 
J. c. Stone, ex ott 3 

TELEVISIO!{, OOMMITTEE ON (7NS3) 

C. M. Hulten, Chm 6 
K. E. Bock l 
Donald Coney 6 
J. <llester Swanson 2 
A. G. Vola 2 

H. R. Walt 3 
G. A. Wessels l 
H. E. White 3 
D. M. Wilkes 1 
R. C. Williams 2 

(14) 



FAculty: A. Rappaport 1 
M. R. Rosenzweig h 
A. C. Sberritts 6 

A.clniniatrations L. Constance 3 
Robert lterlq 2 
W. F. Shepard 6 
JC. A.. Towle 7 

Alunmis R. E. Erickson h 1. T. Williams 3 

Director ot Act.ivi ties: Ollie White 1 

Students: Pres. ASUC, ex oft ClJil - David Armor 
1st V-Pres., A.SUC, axot.r • Willis D. Hawley 
2nd V-Pres., A.SUC, ex ott - Gail Trowbridge 
Editor Dail7 Cal, ex ott - Anne Ruf.r.eri (Fall) 

Marjorie Madonna (Spring) 
Sr. Class Pres. - Stephen tv. Rutherford 
Jr. ClAss Pres. - Don Alves 
Soph. Cl.Rss Pres. - J~anice E. Smith 
Proeh Claso Pres. - Pete Stainer 

Patricia Anglim 
Sondra L. ~ekett 
Keagle Davis 
Pete DaMato 
Joe Oiavanazzi 

Anthon;y Johnson 
~dvin Moyles 
Janes Riding 
Femando ~. Rondon 

wt>ODROW. 1-l!!,SO!! N'ATIO~~L ~LOTJSTITP P'OUNn~TION 
{campus Representatl ve) 

make Spahr 1 

ASUC EXECUTIVE OOHHIT'I'EE and 
tiNANCE ooRMtl'l'tE 

ASUC Cmte:TTE:BS 

FacultY" Representative: Armin Rawaport 2 

'Pokq' Schuab 
Joann 'l'hebolt 
Margot Weaver 
Aryay Lmeke 

R. E. Powell, alternAte 2 

Univarsit)" Representative: Dean W. F. Sbapard 4 
Dean A. T. Williams 1 

Alumni Representatives Henry Schacht 

INTF:RCOILmiATE ATHLETIC ADVISORY JDARD 

Pacult)"t Students: 

(15) 

w. M. JCul.er 6 
c. L. Ror~ 2 
w. P. Shepard l 
F. L. JCidner, ex off Vi thout vote 2 

Dand Armor l (With vote) 
GerAld W. !~cFarland 1 
ThomRs Q. JCiltoil l 

A. c. Sherritrs, ex ott w1 thout vote 1 J etfrfl)" Sn011 1 

Alumni:· 0. Cort Mnjors 
Walter A. Haas, Jr. 
Judea Stanley N. Bamee 

Altemate Alumni: Mortimer Smith l 
Walter C. Dean l . 
Robert Odeg 1 



ASUC CQtMITl'EES - continued 

INTo;:'·FRATEreTITY OOtr.lCIL JUDICI-L OOt.VliTTEE 

Dean ot Student& Representative (appointed b;r De11n ot Students): 
Dean T. B. Dutton 

Alumnus Repreeent:l t1 ve (appointed by Chancollor upon ree01111"18nda tion 
ot IFC)z John Sproul 1 

J~mes Holbrook -. alternate 1 

Five St.udenta (appointed b)• IFC)r 

MEN• S JUDICIAL caot~IT'l'EE 

Seniorst 
Scott J • Wilcott, Cln 2 
Paul ~. Dlum 2 
Robert :-t. o• Jay 2 
Charles Auf',USt Dormann, Jr. 1 

!!EN'S ~ICIAL OO!+!I'l"l'EE 

Seniors a 
Janet Gail McGinlS,Y, Chm 2 
Barbara Louise Barron 2 
Man~ F. Bowen 2 
JO'f'Cf4 Robbina 1 

STUIJE!.r·r JUDICIAL COMMITTEE 
san!orst 

Ja:J"Ce Baker 2, Chm 
Willlant Albert DUlon, Jr. 2 
Bernard Freiwald 1 
Evelyn Hollingshead 1 
Ceraldine Solari 2 

Faculty Mam'bers, School ot Law: 
R. A. Collings 2 
Sho Sato 2 

S'l'UDFNl' PO U.S OOUNCIL ( A/2/58) 

Daniel Ou~enheim, Chill 
F.ric Landberg -

, ~rchie fblland 
Drew Robltrta 
Bill Hobin 

Juniors a 
Santord M. Skaggs 1 
'lodd Alan !Rrthold 1 
Frank Tlrian Rapp 1 

Juniorst 
Linda Oroves 1 
Priscilla Spires 1 
Susan Warner 1 

Juniorar 
Bernard M. ICe:y 1 
John Fredorick Olson 1 
Maria Louisa Toriggino 1 

F•·ulty Advisors, DOn-voting: G. M. Blllmap 2 
David Krech 2 
L. w. Porter 2 

Studentar Margo Brown 

(16) 

UNION ADVISORY !!lARD (3/26/56) 
Faculty & A cRin t A. T. Williame 1 

Robert Kerley 2 
Milt.on Chemin l 

Willis D. Hawla:y, Chm (1st V-P 
Grove Thomas -

Alumni t N. Loyal MeL:tren 
X:::... ,·c·:q:l! E::•·i.-:i.;:''· ,T·-. 
F.mary J. Curt:J.co 

Alternates: Kandrick B. Morrish 
. ?·~.d. J·~("·!5. ~~ ~-~. p~ u.:o:~ 
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Releue r i 

AFTER 12 NOON, 
Pacific Standard Time 
FRIDAY, NOV. 13, 1959 

(The following is the text of an Atomic Energy Commission Release 
being made in Washington D.c. at the time indicated above. It is 
hereby sent for release simultaneously on the Pacific Coast.) 

• Chairman John A. Mccone today announced in Washington D.C. that 

Dr. Glenn T. Seaberg, eminent nuclear scientist and Chancellor of the 

University of California, Berkeley, has been named to receive the 

Atomic Energy commission's Enrico Fermi Award for 1959. 

The award, consisting of a medal, a citation and $50,000 1 will be 
-presented to Dr. Seaberg for ~is outstanding work in the field of 

nuclear chemistry, including the discovery of plutonium and other 

transplutonium elements, and for his leadership in scientific and 

educational affairs. The award was recommended by the General Advisory 

Committee of the Commission and was approved by President Eisenhower. 

The citation of Dr. Seaberg reads as follows: "For Discoveries 

of Plutonium and Several Additional Elements and for Leadership in the 

Development of Nuclear Chemistry and Atomic Energy." 

Dr. Seaberg will be presented with the award at a ceremony in the 

auditorium at Commission headquarters in Germantown, Ma~land, at 

12:30 P.M., December 2, 1959, the seventeenth anniversary of the day 

the late Enrico Fermi and his team of nuclear scientists proved that 

nuclear fission could be self-sustained and controlled when they 

( operated the world's first reactor in a squash court under the stadium 

at Stagg Field at the University of Chicago. 

(more) 



';;.. 

Seaberg - Fermi Award 
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The Advisory Committee's unanimous recommendation or Dr. Seaberg 

to receive the award was contained in a letter dated September 12 rrom 

Warren C. Johnson, Chairman or the Committee, to Mr. McCone. The 

documentation in support or the Committee's recommendation, reads: 

"Dr. Seaberg is a pioneer in the rield of nuclear chemistry, and 

he has attained international renown as a great leader in that field. 

"His discovery, with Kennedy and Wahl, or the element plutonium, 

together with his elucidation or its chemistry by experiments when 

only the most minute amount or that element was available, constitute 

a major scientific achievement. This work made possible the plutonium 

reactor cycle. Dr. Seaberg's later work in the discovery of the now 

lengthy series or elements heavier than plutonium &nd the investigation 

.of their properties has contributed in a major way to our understanding 

of nuclear structure and the chemistry of the heavy elements. 

"Dr. Seaberg is also an outstanding leader in scientiric and 

educational afrairs. He has served on several of the most important 

government committees and is now Chancellor of the University of 

California at Berkeley. Many students have received their training in 

nuclear chemistry as well as inspiration and enthusiasm for a scien

tific career from Dr. Seaberg. He was also one of the first to 

appreciate the opportunity offered by television to communicate 

knowledge and understanding of science to a broader audience. American 

science is stronger in many respects because of the outstanding con

tributions of Dr. Seaberg." 

Dr. Seaberg is the fourth recipient of the Enrico Fermi Award. 

Tho first was the late John Von Neumann, noted scientist and mathema

tician and member of the Atomic Energy commission, who was honored 

in 1956. The late Dr. E.O. Lawrence, inventor of the cyclotron, 

·(more) 
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received the award in 1957~ and Dr. Eugene P. Wigner~ renowned 

'· authority on theoretical physics, in 1958. The first to receive an 

award conferred under authority of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 was 

the late Dr. Fer.mi, on recommendation of the· General Advisory Committee 

in November, 1954. When Dr. Von Neumann was elected to receive the 

award in 1956, the Commission decided that thereafter it should bear 

Dr. Fermi's name. 

Tho Enrico Fermi Award, which is authorized in Section 157 B. (3) 

of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, may not be granted more often than 

once annually and in an amount not exceeding $50,000 to any one 

individual. If the award is made to more than one person, the total 

amount atill is $50,000. Section 157 B. (3) of the act reads~ in part: 

"The Commission may also, upon recommendation of the 

General Advisory Committee and with the approval of the 

President, grant an award for any especially meritorious 

contribution to the development, use, or control of 

atomic energy." 

******************* 

Background ~ ~ Glenn ~ Seaberg 

Dr. Glenn T. Seaberg, the second recipient of the Fermi Award 

from the University of California, Berkeley (the first was the late 

Dr. Ernest o. Lawrence, founder and director of the Lawrence Radiation 

Laboratory), is a man of broad interests. 

Ho is one of the great pioneers of the nuclear age. He is a 

co-discoverer of plutonium, element 94, and of all the other trans

uranium elements extending through element 102. Plutonium, first 

used in atomic bombs, is also a major fuel of atomic energy in the 
(more) 
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:f'uture. Dr. Seaberg is also a co-discover of uranium-233J another 

:f'issionable material. U-233 is made in reactors from thoriumJ and 

the discovery made available the potential of the world's thorium 

deposits as a nuclear fuel. The scientist is also a discoverer of 

scores o:f' isotopes of elementsJ including important ones in biology 

and medicine, such as iodine-131 and iron-59. His ~Sluc:tnation o:f' the 

actinide concept is considered a great theoreticcl contribution, which 

made possible the extension o:f' Mendelee:f'ts periodic table o:f' the 

elements on a rational basis. 

Dr. Seaborg succeeded President Clark Kerr as Chancellor o:f' the 

Berkeley campus in AugustJ 1958. He manages to continue some of his 

scienti:f'ic activities. He has four graduate students in nuclear 

chemistry, and is an active member of President Eisenhower's Science 

Advisor,r Committee. 

## ~, 7' 7'1'r l' 1 I I I I I 



Debye, as he has done in previous meetings of the SAB, again urged that the 
Welch Foundation establish a n~mber of research institutes for the advancement 
of basic chemical research in Texas; he again urged that this be establishea 
along the lines that we recommended at our May 19, 1959 joint meeting with the 
members of the Welch Foundation Board of Tr~stees. 

I recommended that one way of advancing science in Texas would be by getting 
into the nuclear science area of investigation. I indicated that the building 
of a high flux neutron research reactor in Texas is probably not realistic. I 
suggested, rather, that a high current cyclotron be built, which might be very 
much along the lines of the 88-Inch Cyclotron that we are currently building 
at Berkeley. The cost of such a facility would be approximately $6 million
$8 million. 

At lunch I spoke with Glen King, who told me that Richmond K. ( 11 Dick 11
) 

Anderson (Rockefeller Foundation) would be a good man for our Department of 
Nutrition- 50% better than Briggs. He mentioned a man at Harvard, W. Eugene 
Knox, whom he would rate as next best. He will send me~ nrite on this. He 
says Tom Jukes wouldn't have been good. 

At around 2 p.m. I had an opportunity to bring W. 0. Milligan up to date on 
the progress of our plans for the EOL Memorial Hall. We discussed fundraising 
plans and he promised to talk with Wilfred Doherty, who might act as our 
contact man in Texas. 

The members of the SAB and Milligan had dinner with the members of the Board 
of Trustees- Daniel R. Bullard (Chairman), Clarence Malone, Wilfred Doherty 
and Jesse Andrews. Then, after dinner, we all went to the Bank of the 
Southwest Building for a joint meeting of the members of the Board of Trustees 
and the Scientific Advisory Board, which began at 8 p.m. Here we presentee 
our recommendations for renewal and for new research proposals. This meeting 
was adjourned at about 10:30 p.m. 

Sunday, November 15, 1959- Houston- Washington, D.C. 

The joint meeting of the members of the Welch Board of Trustees and the 
Scientific Advisory Board was reconvened at 9:30 a.m. in the Bank of the 
Southwest Building. We discussed the limits now in effect on the stipends 
paid under Welch grants in the budgets of principal investigators, for 
undergraduate, pre-doctoral and postdoctoral assistants, and recommended that 
these be iDcreased. 

At 10 a.m. I was called out of the meeting for a phone call from Art Campbell, 
who informed me that Leonard Nash (Harvard) will be on leave next year and 
might be available for our NSF chemistry curriculum project. Art suggested 
that Nash would be a good candidate for Assistant Director of the project, 
specializing in writing the project up and working on designing experiments. 
He also told me that Jerrold Zacharias wants us to put more pressure on 
Congress to allocate more money for curriculum development in the NSF budget. 
(Currently only $6 million of the NSF's $155 million budget is devoted to 
curriculum development.) Art and I made plans to get together at my mother's 
house in South Gate on Wednesday at 3 p.m. to further discuss how to launch 
our chemistry project. 
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Back in the Welch meeting, Debye presented his recommendations for the 
establishment of research institutes. I presented my recommendation for the 
building of a cyclotron in Texas. The Scientific Advisory Board and Milligan 
recommended to the Trustees that they set aside $20,000- $25,000 as ah initial 
appropriation to investigate and obtain information concerning the possibility 
of building a cyclotron in Texas, along the lines suggested by me. This 
meeting adjourned at 11:30 a.m. and was followed by a joint luncheon between 
the Trustees and the members of the Scientific Advisory Board. 

At 3:30p.m. I departed Houston on Eastern Airlines Flight #502, which arrived 
in Washington, D.C. at 8 p.m. I went directly to the Statler Hilton Hotel on 
16th Street and checked into my room. 

Monday, November 16, 1959- Washington, D.C. 

The meeting of my PSAC Panel on Basic Research and Graduate Education began at 
9:30 a.m. in Room 220 of the Executive Office Building. Present were: Alan T. 
Waterman (Director, National Science Foundation), Caryl P. Haskins (President, 
Carnegie Institution of Washington), McGeorge Bundy (Dean, Faculty of Arts and 
Sciences, Harvard University), Bill Fretter, Henry E. Bent (Chief, Graduate 
Fellowship Section, Office of Education), Frederick E. Terman (Dean, Stanford 
University), Meredith Wilson (President, University of Oregon), Homer Babbidge 
(Assistant Commissioner for Higher Education, Office of Education), Roy M. 
Hall (Assistant Commissioner and Director, Division of Statistics and Research 
Services, Office of Education) and Paul A. Weiss (The Rockefeller Institute). 

I opened the meeting by describin~ the two principal items for business during 
this meeting: 1) to discuss broadly the Panel•s assignment and the means for 
its accomplishment, and 2) to develop advice on a current specific assignment; 
namely, on the matter of allocation of graduate fellowships under Title IV of 
the National Defense Education Act (NDEA). I noted that this new effort 
conceivably could be a definitive study leading to the establishment of 
national policies designed to promote the·best in graduate education, 
recognizing the vital inter-relations of the education process to the pursuit 
of basic research and suggested that our study include consideration of the 
following issues: 

1. Goals of graduate education 
2. Production of college teachers 
3. Production of research scientists 
4. What is the need? How many graduates for teaching? How many for 

research? 
5. Problems in graduate education 

a) Inadequate undergraduate education. 
b) Financial support of graduate education 
c) Financial support of research 
d) Training for teaching; de9rees required 
e) Postdoctoral fellowships {much education continues in 

postdoctoral years) 
fg) Overcrowding of popular fields 

) Problems forged by large research projects, by large 
universities 

h) Summer support: of faculty; of students 
i) Interdisciplinary education-- broad as well as highly 

specialized 
j) Inadequate graduate student support in social sciences and 

humanities 
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I then reported on my conversation with Paul Pearson on Thursday and passed 
out copies of the two interesting letters I received, one from James B. Conant 
and another from George Beadle. In the course of the discussion, it was 
mentioned that recent studies and statistics on a number of topics mentioned 
are underway in both government and non-government agencies; in the case of 
the former, notably by the Department of Health, Education and Welfare and by 
the National Science Foundation. It would be of great help to the Panel if 
steps could be taken to provide digests of relevant information. We talked at 
some length about what we hope to accomplish and how we might begin 
approaching the project. 

After lunch Homer Babbidge then presented a rather comprehensive report on the 
legislative history of the National Defense Education Act of 1958. He told us 
that the Office of Education had, originally, recommended direct matching 
grants to those institutions desiring to expand graduate education; however, 
Congress preferred the fellowship procedure now part of the approved Act, as a 
way to avoid the Church~State issue. While the concept of building stronger 
graduate departments was in the original administration proposal, the language 
developed in the Congressional version calls for 11 a new program or one being 
expanded ... 

The panel•s discussion took note of the fact that, while there is virtue in 
strengthening small schools and marginal producers, it should be equally valid 
to take advantage of strong existing departmental programs that are 
underpopulated with students. In this context, the legislative requirement 
that the program be 11 new or one being expanded•• discriminated unnecessarily in 
the availability of fellowships. Succinctly stated, the Act has great virtue 
for those institutions where the conditions are ready for a graduate school 
but which, without this fellowship program, cannot develop them. However, the 
Act ought not create a situation where good schools lose good students to 
institutions not yet well-equipped to provide an adequate graduate education. 

We agreed to submit the following recommendations: 

11 1. The Panel is aware of the defense orientation of the Act. 
Title IV assumes, however, that all graduate education is important to 
defense, and therefore omits categorical references. We, therefore, make 
our recommendation on the basis of the needs of higher education and the 
existing distribution of fellowships among disciplines. Our advice is 
that a larger proportion than present of the fellowships be allocated to 
the humanities and social sciences. 

2. The Panel recommends that more consideration be given to fellowships in 
strong existing departmental programs which have low registration. This 
would suggest expansion of student enrollment with hope of increase in 
Ph.D. production, and could be associated with a principle of flexibility 
with respect to the dollar amount of the institutional grant awards ... 

These·resolutions will be transmitted to the Secretary of Health, Education 
and Welfare. 

Before adjourning the meeting, we agreed to invite Alvin Weinberg (Director of 
Oak Ridge National Laboratory) to join the Panel and to hold our next meeting 
in Berkeley December 18-19, 1959. We also instructed the staff to collect, 
digest and plan for presentation to the panel the following information: 
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We 

1 ) Relevant information with regard to federal support of graduate 
programs 

2) Relevant information with regard to federal support of basic research 

3) Statistics on the effect of basic research on gross nat ion a 1 product 

4) Statistics on supply and need of scientists and engineers 

5) Federal relationships with higher education 

6) Need for graduate faci 1 ities 

also adopted the following outline: 

1. Purpose of study: National objective. Greater qualitative 
intellectual effort needed. Need to work harder. Reference to 
effect on Nation's international position. 

2. Need to extend our national effort in basic research: Some 
statistics related to effect of basic research on our national 
product. Effect on our defense posture. Argument of justification 
as an intellectual endeavor per se. Statement on degree of expansion 
which is suggested. 

3. Supply of scientists and engineers: Methods of increasing. 
Transition of problem of graduate education. 

4. Problem of graduate education: Unification of different sources of 
financial aid. Improvement of graduate education. Federal aid: 
Capital facilities (buildings). Methods of giving financial aid. 
Financial support of graduate students. Problem of social sciences 
and humanities. 

When I called home this evening, Helen told me that she attended a reception 
for C. Waller Hart this afternoon and is planning to take Pete to his boy 
Scout Court of Honor later this evening. 

She read an extremely nice editorial from this morning's Chronicle to me, 
which quoted the citation for the Fermi Award as saying, 

11 fv'lany students have received their training in nuclear chemistry as well 
as inspiration and enthusiasm for a scientific career from Or. Seaborg ••• 
American science is stronger in many respects because of the outstanding 
contributions of Dr. Seaborg ... 

Tuesday, November 17, 1959- Washington, D.C.- Los Angeles 

I went to the AEC headquarters on 11 H11 Street this morning for a 9 a.m. meetng 
with Commissioner John Williams. I said that we still hope that the AEC will 
build Ken Pitzer's lab for material science and he responded by handing me his 
letter of yesterday's date on this subject, which indicates that the prospects 
are not too bright. He didn •t hold out much hope; nonetheless, I said that we 
will keep trying for a while longer. 
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I also told him about the Welch Foundation•s hope to build a 90-Inch Cyclotron 
in Texas with 50% of the~r own funds and to be operated with AEC funds. He 
said that if the Welch Foundation helped with capital costs, it might aid 
acceptance of the project by the AEC, but it would still be difficult for the 
AEC to take it on. 

I mentioned that we are coming in to ask for $200,000 for HILAC support. He 
was pessimistic about this, too, but I said that we are forced to ask for this 
help and will do so. He reiterated that it would be a waste of time to ask 
for augmentation for the 88-Inch Cyclotron and I indicated that we are 
dropping that request. 

After my meeting with Williams, I dropped by John McCone•s office to let him 
know how very pleased I am to have been selected for the Fermi Award this 
year. While there I went over a guest list for the ceremony with AEC 
Secretary Woodford McCool. 

I then went to an appointment at Educational Services, Inc. on 18th Street 
with R. V. Bartz (Vice President) and James E. Webb (President). This 
organization is an outgrowth of the MIT-Zacharias-Physics Curriculum group and 
has, as one of its operations, a physical science study committee. They 
handle such things as distribution and contact with high schools, which MIT 
was not prepared to handle itself. We discussed the possibility that they 
might serve in the same way for our chemistry curriculum group at a later 
stage in its development. I think Art Campbell ought to become familiar with 
this operation during one of his trfps to Washington. 

In the afternoon I went by George Kistiakowsky•s office in the Executive 
Building and signed two letters regarding my PSAC panel: one inviting Alvin 
Weinberg to join the panel and another passing on the recommendations of our 
panel regarding allocation of graduate fellowships through the NDEA. 

My flight (American Airlines Flight #75) to Los Angeles out of Baltimore 
Friendship Airport was scheduled to depart at 5:45 p.m. However, it was 
delayed for several hours so I had quite a bit of time on my hands. 

I bumped into Andrew Hamilton (Public Affairs Officer at UCLA) and we had an 
interesting conversation about developments on the UCLA campus. He also gave 
me a copy of an amazing speech by University of Chicago Chancellor Lawrence 
Kimpton, which I will circulate among my Chancellor•s staff. I took advantage 
of the long wait at the airport and wrote out my speech accepting the Fermi 
Award next month. 

When I finally arrived in Los Angeles very late, I went directly to my 
mother•s home at 9237 San Antonio Avenue, South Gate, where I spent the 
night. It was too late, really, for Mom and me to have much of a visit, but 
it is good to see her. 

Wednesday, November 18, 1959- Los Angeles 

Mom and I enjoyed a chance to chat over coffee this morning. I then called 
Helen to catch up on what has been going on at home. She told me that she met 
with David 1 s teacher at Happy Valley School, Mrs. Bouche, yesterday afternoon 
and learned that Dave has not been turning in his assignments in arithmetic. 
Mrs. Bouche said that she would have talked with Helen about this problem 
sooner, but delayed worrying her because of her pregnancy. 
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My childhood friend, Clayton Sheldon, and I played a game of golf at the Rio 
Hondo Country Club in Downey. Clayton shot 89 and I, 93. I used to be able 
to beat Clayton easily, but I am afraid that I taught him too well. 

At 3 p.m. Art Campbell met me at my mother•s house to discuss our chemistry 
curriculum project. I told him about my meeting with the Educational 
Services, Inc. people in Washington yesterday and suggested that he visit them 
when he is next in Washington. We also talked about the progress we have made 
in setting up offices for our project in Berkeley and Claremont and the 
interest aroused by this project, which is very encouraging. 

A UCLA driver picked me up at my mother•s house and drove me to the Westwood 
Manor Hotel on Wilshire Boulevard, where I will spend the next two nights, 
while attending the Regents Meeting at UCLA. 

As soon as I checked in, the driver took me to the meeting of the Council of 
Chief Campus Officers, which, as usual, was a dinner meeting, beginning at 7 
p.m. in Chancellor Vern Knudsen•s house on the campus. We discussed the 
student directives of October 22, 1959, and Clark Kerr•s draft statement dated 
November 17, 1959. It was agreed that this revised version, with a number of 
clarifications resulting from suggestions by faculty and students, should be 
presented at a special meeting of the Representative Assembly next Monday. 

Kerr then reported on the status of the Master Plan for Higher Education in 
California. He said that the 1970 cost will be $1 billion. It is interesting 
to note that UC cost per student in lower division (excluding research) is 
lower than that at the state colleges. UC may admit the top 12 l/2% of 
students continuing their education beyond high school and the state colleges 
will admit the top third. The Master Plan spells out the differentiation in 
function between the University and the state colleges and makes it clear that 
although the state colleges will engage in some research, they will not award 
the Ph.D. degree. 

Kerr remarked that this will buy us time. Our "house is not in order"; our 
Ph.D.•s take too long and we need to build up the Santa Barbara, Davis and 
Riverside campuses. We discussed the need to produce more junior college 
teachers (for example, only 17 out of a statewide total of 400 came from the 
Berkeley campus). Our survival as a nation will depend on our ability to 
produce high quality junior college and college teachers. 

Kerr informed us that there was lots of consideration of the idea of creating 
a single board for the California system of higher education, but that that 
idea has been dropped for the time being~ Some people want a board of 
University administrators (similar to the Joint Advisory Committee), but Kerr 
is adamantly opposed to this idea. There is need for better coordination by 
some sort of board which should include faculty, administrators and laymen. 

We discussed the question of the location of new campuses. The Master Plan 
calls for the establishment of four new campuses for state col·leges and allows 
for the possibility of two more state college campuses as early as 1970. The 
University will get three new campuses, as well as the expansion of the San 
Francisco Medical Center, the Los Angeles Extension and the integration of 
Livermore as a part of the Berkeley campus). 
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An interesting discussion, initiated by Harry Wellman, revolved around the 
weight which teaching ability is given in the consideration of faculty for 
promotions. Wellman feels that not one out of 100 cases reviewed by the 
Budget Committee pays any attention to the teaching ability of the faculty 
member under consideration. He stated that he would probably approve 
accelerated promotion for outstanding teaching, even if the faculty member is 
only 11 on a par 11 in research activities. I think it is probably worth looking 
into whether or not we might put forth some cases for promotion on this 
basis. (Associate Professor Alex Sherriffs is one that comes to mind.) 

Vern Knudsen then told us about the UCLA Open House last Sunday. Seventy-two 
departments (and schools, etc.) participated in the program, which included a 
number of exhibits, demonstrations of experiments, etc. It is estimated that 
about 15,000 people attended the event. The Music Department presented a 
varied program, which included a Japanese opera and music from Indonesia, and 
the Theatre Arts Department showed a number of student-produced films. The 
Physics Department had exhibits on acoustics and on the synchro-cyclotron and 
there was a display on cancer, designed by the School of Medicine. Knudsen 
said that the event was such a success that they are planning on repeating it 
on an annual basis. He credited the success in large part to the active 
participation of faculty. I think we ought to consider organizing a similar 
event on our campus. 

I passed on Jim Hart's suggestions regarding the proposed museum policy. It 
was decided that we might prepare general, not detailed, inventories and that 
such lists could be exchanged by campuses. The consensus of opinion was that 
we do not need a statewide curator. We (the CCCO) will recommend adoption of 
this statewide policy, which specifically requires that museums be connected 
with specific disciplines. 

We also discussed the University General Manual, which will be prepared by the 
statewide staff. (It has been suggested that statewide information may be 
printed on white paper and individual campus material on colored paper.) Each 
campus will have a chance to review its own sections and will also have the 
opportunity to review each large unit (including sections involving other 
campuses) as a.whole. Our orientation handbook will not duplicate the 
regulations, but will refer to this University General Manual. In addition, 
there will no longer be any personnel manuals; this information will be 
included in the General Manual. They expect that it will take at least a year 
and a half to complete the entire manual, but different unrelated units will 
be issued as they are completed. The meeting adjourned at 10:45 p.m. 

Thursday, November 19, 1959 

Beginning at 11 a.m. I attended the meeting of the Regents Committee on 
Educational Policy. Present were members Regents Carter, Chandler, Boyd, 
Canaday, Hearst, Naffziger, Steinhart, Mclaughlin, Pauley and Kerr. Also 
attending were Regents Hagar and Watson, William Forbes, Vice President and 
General Counsel Cunningham, Vice President Wellman, Vice 
President-Governmental Re.lations and Projects Corley, Vice President-Finance 
Kettler, Vice President-Executive Assistant McCaffrey, Deans Aldrich and 
Sheats, Chancellors Spieth, Gould and Mrak, Vice Provost Fleming, Acting Vice 
Chancellor Dodd, Associate Secretary Woolman, Assistant Vice President Oswald, 
Professors Dennes and Lazier, and Messrs. Andrew Hamilton and Elmo Morgan. 
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Among other things, Kerr presented a report (requested by the Committee on an 
earlier occasion) on the exchange program initiated between American and 
Soviet universities under the provisions of the Lacy-Zaroubin Treaty for 
Cultural Exchange. He noted that eight of the 17 Russian students who came to 
the United States last year under this agreement studied on the Berkeley 
campus and that seven of the eight were here to study science. Twenty-two 
Americans, all specializing in humanities and social sciences, spent the year 
at the Universities of Leningrad and Moscow. The statement presented by Kerr 
commented on the highly favorable reaction of the Soviet students to the 
University of California at Berkeley, noting, 

"After a few months they could hardly be distinguished in dress and manner 
from the other students and took advantage of every opportunity to 
identify themselves with the University." 

This academic year 28 Soviet students came to this country under the exchange 
program and the statement to the Regents noted the high regard in which the 
Soviets hold the University of California, as demonstrated by the fact that 
seven of the students elected to study at Berkeley, more than at any other 
American university. 

In the discussion that followed the statement, I informed the group that I 
have talked with both last year's and this year's group and that it seems to 
me that the Soviet students have adopted an American way of thinking on many 
matters. Academically they perform very well (although last year's group had 
some difficulties at first because they were not well prepared in the English 
language; this year's group is better prepared). I expressed the opinion that 
this program is very worthwhile and that it should be gradually expanded. 

Following the meeting, we all lunched together. On the way out of the 
luncheon, I had a chance to speak briefly with Clark Kerr and tell him about 
my chemistry curriculum project. He suggested that Don Mclaughlin would be 
the best Regent to have on the steering committee for the project. 

I also told him about Leland Medskar•s excellent reputation and my hope that 
we will be able to retain him to continue his good work in the area of 
training junior college teachers and administrators. (The conversation about 
the need in this area at last night's CCCO meeting was an irresistible 
invitation to bring this problem to Kerr's attention.) I also mentioned the 
Kellogg Foundation's interest in supporting junior college teacher training. 

I then returned to the Regents Room to attend the meeting of the Committee on 
Grounds and Buildings. They approved the proposal by the Special Regents 
Committee on Television (which met last night at the same time as the CCCO) to 
ask for $1 million to get started on intra-campus television in 1960-61. 

A policy for naming residence halls was also approved. 

Approval of the award of a contract for the Berkeley Chemistry Building Unit I 
was postponed until the December meeting, at which time a new recommendation 
should be made cutting the cost of the building (since the lowest bid received 
was $1.5 million over the allocation). 

At 5:30 p.m. I joined a number of the Regents for cocktails at the Knudsens• 
home before going to Dykstra Hall for a dinner prior to the dedication 
ceremony. Dykstra, the first men's dormitory at UCLA, is named for Clarence 
Dykstra, provost there 1945-1950. The ceremony began at 8 p.m. in the lounge 
of the hall and was followed by an informal reception and Open House. 
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Friday, Novanber 20, 1959- Los Angeles and Home 

The first meeting of the day was the 9 a.m. Regents Committee on Finance. The 
Committee approved the University budget for 1960-61, the solicitation of 
grants from the National Science Foundation for building construction on 
Calvin •s Photosynthesis Laboratory and parking fees ($50) for Berkeley and Los 
Angeles. They also approved tne acquisition of Chi Phi and Beta Theta Pi 
fraternity houses and that: 

11 The Treasurer be authorized to obtain an appraisal of the Fernwald 
Property, Berkeley (approximately 25,000 square feet at Hillside and 
Dwight Way) as one parcel, or as two parcels for use as fraternity house 
sites, the appraisal fee to be charged against proceeds from the sale of 

·the property. 11 

Discussion of the architectural competition for the EOL Memorial Hall of 
Science was postponed; however, Harvey White's appointment as Director was 
made, effective January 1, 1960. 

At today•s luncheon in the Administration Building Dining Room I talked with 
Don Mclaughlin about our chemistry curriculum .Project and he agreed to serve 
on the steering committee. ·· 

At 2 p.m. the full Board of Regents convened. Present were: Regents klaerson, 
Boyd, Edmund G. Brown, Canaday, Carter, Chandler, Hagar, Haggerty, Hearst, 
Kerr, Mclaughlin, Mosher, Naffziger, Olson, Pauley, Smith, Steinhart, Starke, 
Sullivan, and Watson, William Forbes, Vice President and Secretary and 
Treasurer Underhill, Vice President and General Counsel Cunningham, Vice 
President Wellman, Vice President-Governmental Relations and Projects Corley, 
Vice President-Finance Kettler, Vice President-Executive Assistant f.'icCaffrey, 
Deans Aldrich and Sheats, Chancellors Spieth, Gould, Knudsen and Mrak, Vice 
Provost Fleming, Acting Vice Chancellor Dodd, Engineer Weaver, Architect 
Evans, Associate Secretary Woolman, Assistant Vice President Oswald, 
Professors Dennes and Sherwood, Elizabeth 0. Hansen, Assistant to the Vice 
President-Business Neddersen, W. L. Pereira, Andrew Hamilton of the Office of 
Pub 1 i c Information, news paper r epres en ta ti v es and guests. Govern or Brown 
presided. 

As usual, the President's Report began with mention of the honors received by 
faculty. My selection as this year's recipient of the Enrico Fermi Award was 
mentioned, as were Segre•s and Chamberlain's Nobel Prizes. In connection with 
mention of the Nobel Prizes, Kerr told an anecdote about Ernest Lawrence. 
When the Bevatron (at which the antiproton was discovered by Segre ana 
Chamberlain) was completed, Lawrence was asked what it would discover and what 
importance these discoveries would have. Ernest is reported to have answerea, 
with a smile, 11 If I knew, there would have been no object in building it. 11 

Kerr then advised the Regents that he has received three communications from 
Berkeley ASUC President David Armor, all concerned with the subject of the 
ROTC programs. The first is a resolution of the ASUC Executive Committee, 
supporting Fred filoore (who had objected to compulsory ROTC); the second is a 
letter in his own name, expressing the belief that the Regents haa haa 
sufficient opportunity to study the ROTC problem and should reach a decision 
in the matter; and the third is a letter in the for~ of a petition signed by a 
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considerable number of students, asking that the Regents seriously consider 
making military training not obligatory, particularly for conscientious 
objectors. The Regents requested that the-President acknowledge the three 
communications on behalf of the Board. 

In this connection, Regent Haggerty inquired if there were some 
reconsideration at the federal government level of the matter of ROTC programs 
in colleges and universities. Kerr answered that he understands that there is 
similar concern about compulsory ROTC at many colleges and universities around 
the country and that branches of the Armed Forces are aware of this. He noted 
that the Regents have already appointed a committee to look into this matter 
and that they are at work on the problem. He said that he hopes that the 
report of this committee will be ready in time for presentation to the 
Academic Senate Committee on Educational Policy some time in January and that 
he hopes that the report, combined with their comments, will be presented to 
the Regents at their March meeting. 

Bill Libby presented the faculty lecture to the Regents, describing his work 
with carbon-dating, which is very interesting. In the course of his remarks, 
he was kind enough to congratulate me on the Fermi Award. 

My flight to San Francisco left Los Angeles shortly after 5 p.m. and arrived 
at the San Francisco Airport at about 6:45 p.m. A University driver picked me 
up at the airport and drove me to my home in Lafayette. Tomorrow is the day 
of the Big Game with Stanford and there were a great many invitations to Helen 
and me to attend various reunions and alumni and student rallies and parties. 
However, given the fact that I have not been home for a week and have had a 
really exhausting itinerary of meetings in Houston, Washington and Los 
Angeles, combined with consideration of the fact that baby Dianne is just 
barely three weeks old and the family is still adjusting to her schedule, we 
decided to forego participating in the festivities and hope that people will 
understand that occasionally even the Chancellor wants a quiet night at home 
with his wife and family. 

Saturday, November 21, 1959 

Instead of going to the Big Game at Stanford, I spent the day reading the 
papers that the University driver brought with him from the Chancellor• s 
Office when he picked me up at the airport last night. 

I received a very nice 11 This is very definitely a fan letter ... letter from 
Norma Anderson, a fellow 11 Ishpemingite 11

• She wrote 11 We are so proud to be 
able to say that we come from the same town as you. 11 and invited me to visit 
with her and her family if I am ever in Novato. 

Vic Schmidt wrote to congratulate me on receiving the Fermi Award and to ask 
for an appointment with me on December 7th; I wrote a note to Donna asking her 
to set up the appointment. I also received letters of congratulation from the 
following people: George Christopher (Mayor of San Francisco), Dorothy 11 Buff 11 

Chandler, Otto Hahn, and Regent John Francis Neylan, who wrote, 

.. Every time I think of that group of kid scientists on the Berkeley 
campus, for whom I played outside guard for years, I bust at least one 
button on my vest. 11 
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A 11Policy Statement on Procedure for Handling Research Proposals Involving the 
Introduction of Radioactive Materials into the Environment on Property Not 
Owned by the University 11 from Clark Kerr spells out the new rules, as follows: 

11 1. Before approval of such a proposal, the Chief Campus Officer will 
request the opinion of the Division of Radiation Safety of the 
University . This opinion will be forwarded to the President who may seek 
additional advice from the Statewide Administrative Committee on Radiation 
Safety. During its review, the Division of Radiation Safety should be 
requested to obtain the opinion of the appropriate State of California 
department. 

2. The University will not consider any proposal involving introduction 
of radioactive material into the environment unless the proposal has 
received the approval of the appropriate local city or county health 
officer. The Chief Campus Officer is responsible for conducting such 
negotiations and will report on all such negotiations to the President. 11 

This directive has become necessary because of the growing use of 
radioisotopes in industrial and environmental research. Public concern about 
radioactivity makes a well-defined procedure essential. I made a note asking 
that a copy of this be sent immediately to George Kauffman, who is working on 
groundwater research using radioactive tracers in Southern California. 

Among the letters sent out under my signature during my absence were the 
following: 1) an announcement to department chairmen of the appointment of 32 
Faculty Fellows for the new residence halls; 2) a letter forwarding to 
President Kerr the report of the Committee on Undergraduate Scholarships and 
Honors, which recommends that honorary scholarships should not be 
re-established, that each campus should have its own alumni scholarship 
program and that students not be allowed to serve on evaluation committees; 3) 
another letter to Kerr forwarding the report of the Special Committee on the 
Army Language Schoo 1 at !Vlonterey; 4) a memo to Kerr informing him of the 
membership of the Special Committee on the English Monastic Tithe Barn 
(consisting of Walter Horn as Chairman, Carl Bridenbaugh, Donald Coney and 
William Wurster) ; and 5) a request for recommendations for merit increases 
above the maximum of the academic salary scale from department chairmen by 
December 14th. 

I read the minutes of the Cabinet meeting held during my absence. Of interest 
was Alex Sherriffs' statement that a continued sampling of student op1n1on on 
the presidential directives has resulted in his becoming more and more 
convinced that few of the students understand them or care or know anything 
about them. He reported that he has referred several questions to General 
Counsel Tom Cunningham, inc l uding some concerning the delicate question of 
jurisdictional matters between the Berkeley city police and the campus police. 

A letter from Greg Engelhard encloses a copy of a letter he sent to Herm 
Weiner (our problem recruiter) forbidding him any contact with student 
athletes either here or interested in coming here and a copy of a letter he 
distributed very widely in the Department of Athletics spelling out to staff 
all of the ways in which they are not to have any contact with Weiner. In the 
latter letter he summarizes his point-by-point instructions by sayjng 

11 The intent of the above explanation is to reduce to absolute zero any 
contact in any form, either directly or indirectly, with Mr. Weiner on any 
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business related to the athletic program of the University of California at 
Berkeley. 11 

Sunday, November 22, 1959 

Stan Thompson and I played 18 holes of golf at the Contra Costa Country Club 
today. My score was 92, and Stan•s, 95. Charles Chandler joined us for the 
first eight holes, for which he shot 38. Mrs. Chandler started out with us, 
too, but she only lasted two holes. 

In the afternoon I went to William Beaumont•s house to meet his boss, Henry J. 
Kaiser, Jr., with whom I discussed my role in his citizen•s advisory project 
on education, called PACE. 

I took our annual Christmas card picture of all the kids today. 

Six Seaborg Children- November 22, 1959 
L to R: Pete, Dave, Steve and Eric and Lynne with baby Dianne 

Monday, November 23, 1959 

An interesting item in this morning•s Daily Cal was a brief editorial 
headlined, 11 Conscience and ROTC 11

• It reads as follows: 

11 While we recognize the value of the study of the ROTC program presently 
being conducted by a faculty committee appointed by the Regents, we would 
like to see· some immediate action taken in the case of conscientious 
objectors. Conscientious objectors are individuals, and they have rights 
in our society . They are exempted from military service under the United 
States draft laws. Surely there is an inconsistency in forcing them to 
take ROTC as a condition of attending a university (and a state university 
at that) . We note that the Board of Trustees of the University of 
Illinois recently provided for the exemption of conscientious objectors 
from the ROTC, effective this year. Other large universities have done 
this also. Surely it isn•t too much to ask of the University of 
California. 11 

I expect that the question of compulsory ROTC is likely to become more and 
more of an issue; it is certainly something we should study in preparation. 
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I spent a good deal of time this morning at the Radiation Laboratory dictating 
to Yoshi Uchida letters to many of the people that were good enough to write 
to congratulate me on my selection as recipient of the Fermi Award. 

While at the Radiation Laboratory I spoke by telephone with James Russell 
(Secretary of the Educational Policies Commission) who told me that James 
Conant is a member of this commission and that Eisenhower used to be. They 
feel that they need a new statement on 11 Controlling the Purposes of American 
Education 11

• He invited me to attend a meeting at Columbia University in New 
York on January 5th, which will also be attended by James Conant, Grayson 
Kirk, Frederick Burkhardt, George Kistiakowsky and Virgil Hancher; I told him 
that I will not be able to make it. Another meeting is planned for 
Burlingame, California, on January 22nd, which I said I would attend along 
with I. James Quillen and Paul Hanna. Wallace Sterling, Easton ~othwell, Lee 
DuBridge, Howard E. Wilson, William Brownell and Ralph Tyler have also been 
invited, but have not yet responded. 

I stayed up at the Rad Lab to attend the regular Monday lunch meeting of the 
Chemistry staff. Just before leaving to go down to join the meeting of the 
IAAC (which began with lunch) in Room-575 of University Hall, I received a 
telephone call from W. 0. Milligan, who informed me that the next meetings of 
the Welch Foundation are tentatively planned for May 14th and 15th and 
November 12th and 13th. 

The Representative Assembly met in Room 155 Dwinelle Hall at 3:10 p.m. 
Present were: President Clark Kerr (Chairman), Vice Chairman William R. Dennes 
(presiding), Chancellor Emil Mrak, Provost John Saunders and Secretary Arthur 
E. Hutson and 55 elected members of the Assembly. The principal subject for 
this meeting was consideration of Kerr's revised directives on Student 
Regulations. 

Kerr briefly discussed the points which he had raised in his report (copies of 
which were circulated). He stated that two of the changes were technical 
corrections; one was a clarification of the original intent; and one (speaker 
approval) was a liberalization but a liber~lization which in the October 22nd 
draft was available potentially to each Chief Campus Officer at his discretion. 

·E. T. Grether (Chairman of the Committee on Academic Freedom) then gave his 
committee's report. The discussion which followed centered on the report and 
upon information and assistance which could be given that committee by members 
of the faculty in the preservation of academic freedom, in the sensible 
interpretation of the directives from the President's Office, in keeping open 
avenues for negotiating such matters as required negotiation, and on the 
effective date of the directives. 

Before the conclusion of the meeting at 4:50 p.m. Aaron Gordon introduced a 
resolution (which was passed unanimously by acclamation) congratulating me on 
my selection for the Fermi Award and further congratulating 11 the Berkeley 
Faculty on having as Chief Campus Officer a scholar of such outstanding 
accomplishments ... 

At 5 p.m. Jim Hart and I met with Charles Keller to discuss the John Hay 
Fellows Program. He talked about how well received the fellowships are by the 
high school teachers that are involved and we expressed our pleasure at being 
able to participate. 
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I then gathered up a stack of correspondence which had been left on my desk 
and took it home with me to work in my study this evening. I signed a letter 
to Harry Wellman in response to his note of November 13th, notifying me of his 
conclusions to postpone certain items in the 1960-61 Major Capital Improvement 
Program. I told him that I agree that equipment for Chemistry Unit #1 and the 
working drawings for the Physical Sciences Lecture Hall and for the 
rehabilitation of Gilman Hall might reasonably be delayed for a year. 
However, I pointed out that the working drawings for alterations to Room 310 
Le Conte are independent of Chemistry Unit #1 and suggested that appropriation 
for this item should proceed on schedule. 

I wrote to James Conant to thank him for his interesting letter regarding · 
possible avenues of inquiry for the PSAC Panel on Basic Research and Graduate 

. Education. I noted that it 11 Served to confirm my own beliefs about the 
serious and complex nature of the problem confronting our nation ... 

I responded to a telegram from G. D. Vovchenko (Pro-Rector of Moscow State 
University) thanking me for the reception we gave them here and saying, 

.. Please allow me to express the hope that the proposed relationships 
between our universities ~ill lead to closer contacts and to better 
understanding between Soviet and Ameri:<;;an scholars ... 

An interesting memo from Clark Kerr to both Roger Revelle and me grants 
permission to us to initiate negotiations with Matthew Meselson of Cal Tech 
11 not to exceed Step II of the associate professorship, nine-months basis 11 and 
to leave the choice of campus up to him. Kerr notes a number of minor changes 
in language that might h-elp clear up the intentions of his July 2, 1959 
directive on the subject of 11 Recruitment of Academic Staff from California 
Institutions .. and says that he intends to ask Jack Oswald to bring this matter 
of change of language up at a Council of Chief Campus Officers meeting soon. 

Another note from Kerr forwards a copy of a letter he received from Governor 
Pat Brown suggesting that each campus organize some sort of celebration of the 
Lincoln Sesquicentennial and that an appropriate date for such an observation 
might be the anniversary of the Gettysburg Address, November 19th. Obviously, 
the latter suggestion came too late; however, I will discuss the possibility 
of doing something with Garff Wilson and my Cabinet. 

Helen told me that she took Dianne to Dr. Jennings, who said everything seems 
to be going well. 

Tuesday, November 24, 1959 

This morning's Daily Cal carries a rather positive story headlined, 11 Kerr 
Modifies Directives Before the Academic Senate... The story describes these 
modifications as spelling out 11 more clearly the recognition of student 
organizations and their relationship to off-campus issues .. and reports that 
the Academic Senate Committee for Academic Freedom stated that it 11 was 
impressed by the broad areas of its agreement with the President on the basic 
issues of academic freedom ... 

In my Chancellor's Office this morning I answered a letter from Jacqueline E. 
de La Harpe (French) regarding rumors that the Dwinelle Hall Coffee Shop will 
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be shut down as soon as the Student Center is completed and asking me to 
exercise my authority and keep the Dwinelle Coffee Shop open. As this was the 
first I heard of these plans, I asked Kitty Malloy to investigate this matter 
with Bob Kerley and thus learned that such are the plans. I responded to de 
La Harpe's letter by simply saying that I will consider the matter very 
carefully before a decision is made. I know that faculty members in Dwinelle 
do depend on the coffee shop as a place for informal meetings and essential 
interactions. 

I also wrote to James Moulton (PG&E) thanking him for his letter of CJctober 
29th which outlines the plans of PG&E regarding the deve 1 opment of Bodega 
Head. I noted, 

'"Since the prime site for the location of a marine laboratory on Bodega 
He~d consists of Horseshoe Cove and the surrounding land, on the side of 
the Gaffney property, it seems to us that the way might now be open for 
the University to initiate discussions with the owner concerning this 
site, without in any way interfering with your company's plans for 
development." 

I then went on to mention that more specific information abou·t their plans 
(exact location of facilities, etc.) and, particularly, about their proposea 
site for an access road (which we might share) would be very helpful and that 
I would like Richard Hartsook (the University Real Estate Officer who will 
conduct negotiations with the owners on behalf of the University) to meet with 
a PG&E representative to gain a fuller understanding of each of our 
organizations• plans. 

I read a very interesting memo fran Horace Barker, responding to my memo 
concerning the Advisory Committee on General Biology. Barker describes the 
history of several recent attempts to recruit outstanding scientists in the 
fields of Genetics and Biochemistry and points out that in each case the 
failure to recruit was not due to the inadequacies of our departmental system, 
but rather due to factors such as the lack of adequate space ana laboratory 
facilities. 

Norris Bradbury called to congratul~te me on the receipt of the Fermi Award. 

At ll a.m. W. 0. Milligan telephoned to let me know that the dates of the 
meetings of the Welch Scientific Advisory Board have been changed to IY1ay 
2lst-22nd and Noverrber lOth-11th. I told him about my conversation with AEC 
Commissioner John Williams concerning the proposal to build a 90-inch 
cyclotron in Texas with partial support from the Welch Foundation. 

Meredith Wilson phoned at 11:10 a.m. to let me know that he will be 
attend the meeting of the PSAC panel on Decerrt>er 18th only and that 
need to leave in time to catch the 4:45 p.m. train that afternoon. 
mentioned my talk with Jim Fisk about the PSAC panel. 

able to 
he will 
I 

I then began my scheduled Student Office Hour. Neil Nininger, a boy I first 
met as a Bay Area Science Fair winner and whom I later employed in the 
Chemistry Division at the Rad Lab for surrmer work, dropped in. He tola rne 
that he had gone to the University of Chicago and had to drop out aue to low 
scholastic standing, and then enrolled here at Berkeley and aropped out once 
again for the same reason. He recognizes himself as having a personal problem 
and has talked with Or. !Ylarks at Cowell. Neil told me that he broke away from 
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his father•s Christian Science religion about a year ago and is now living in 
Berkeley and looking for a job. I told him to talk with Iz Perlman in the Rad 
Lab and if a job is not forthcoming due to limited budget, to talk to Maynard 
Michel, who might find the names of directors of research of industrial 
corporations in the Bay Area to whom he might write. I encouraged him as best 
I could and told him that his frank recognition of his problem should be very 
helpful towards its solution. 

Steve Whilden, Steve Plageman and Terence Wheder came in together. I told him 
that it is all right as far as I can see to send their letter to the Rector of 
the University of Moscow. I told them that I cannot endorse it in view of my 
several positions as an official advisor on atomic energy matters in 
Washington, D.C. I advised them to have the letter retyped so that it is 
addressed to the Rector by name and not anonymously to "The Chancellor" as 
they have it, which they are going to do. 

Beginning at noon I met with my Cabinet: Chernin, Fretter, Hart, Malloy, 
Mauchlan, Sherriffs, Strong and Wilkes. Much of the meeting was devoted to my 
reports on the meetings of the CCCO and the Regents in Los Angeles. 

Considerable time was spent, also, on discussion of the problems of 
International House, with the conclusion that we will have to ride out the 
current situation, dealing with circumstances as they are, for the, time being. 

Alex Sherriffs announced that the new Faculty Fellow program is apparently 
quite a success; he has received requests from fraternities, dormitories and 
other living groups for 43 more Faculty Fellows! 

After the Cabinet meeting I walked over to University Hall to make a brief 
appearance at the meeting, sponsored by the California Alumni Association, to 
publicize the Master Plan for Higher Education. 

I then walked on up the hill to the International House to preside over the 
3:30 p.m. meeting of their Board of Directors. There was some discussion 
about the survey results that indicate that !-House could be operated at 
considerably less expense to the University and of ways to achieve economies 
that would right this situation. We also talked about the possibility of 
applying to Rockefeller, which has expressed very definite and immediate 
interest in this, for funds to rehabilitate the !-House building. Plans to 
rehabilitate the !-House programs, which have often been described as anaemic, 
should also be initiated during this period of restructuring the organization. 

I had to leave the Board meeting before it concluded in order to return to 
Dwinelle Hall in time for a 4:30p.m. meeting in my office there with Clark 
Kerr, Varden Fuller, Harold Norton, William Davis, Robert Kerley and Milton 
Chernin on the proposal for the development of low-rent, cooperatively 
operated housing facilities for students at the Berkeley campus. The 
essentials of alternatives A and B in the proposal were discussed and it was 
decided that neither alternative in its present form seems practicable and 
suitable for adoption by the Berkeley campus and forwarding to the statewide 
administration with a recommendation. Kerr and I excused ourselves from the 
meeting after suggesting that a good deal more work needs to be done on this 
propos a 1. 

I went across the hall to the Chancellor•s Conference Room to preside over a 
special meeting of the Committee on Campus Planning, which had been called to 
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discuss the general landscaping plans for the Berkeley campus. Bill Wurster 
and I were the only members present; also attending were Thomas Church 
(Supervising Landscape Architect), Alan Ribera, Sandy Elberg, Louis DeMonte, 
Norman Oyer, and A. R. Wagner. (Ed Strong joined the meeting part way 
through.) Thomas Church presented a preliminary landscape plan for the Doe 
Library-Wheeler Hall-Campanile area of the campus, which included informal 
planting areas combined with varying widths of asphalt paving and a number of 
pathways. We expressed general approval of the plans but asked that Church 
devote more detailed study to the possibility of enrichment of the large paved 
areas. 

Sandy Elberg then briefly reviewed faculty comments received by my office 
deploring the recent clearing of brush and trees along Strawberry Creek north 
of the Life Sciences Building. The letters from faculty expressed concern 
that similar treatment might be generally repeated along the entire creek as 
it traverses the campus, with resultant loss of unique plant materials and 
dense native environment used in Forestry, Zoology and Botany research. 
Church explained that the area north of the LSB is the only section of campus 
to undergo extensive removal pf vegetation, ~he purpose being to open up the 
large meadow-like area between LSB and the Agriculture Building. I commented 
that the problem seems to be that the faculty is not aware of the Landscape 
Architect•s plans and suggested that we should institute some means of 
informing academic departments of the general aspects of proposed landscape 
improvements. Elberg noted that an advisory subcommittee (with 
representatives from the Departments of Zoology, Botany, Forestry, and 
Landscape Architecture) .has been proposed; its purpose would be to advise 
Church on trees and other vegetation to be retained for instructional 
purposes, etc. 

Next Church showed us photographs of the proposed design for benches 
throughout the campus. The benches of wood slat and metal frame construction 
are fairly typical of park benches and we approved going ahead and 
investigating the cost of procuring and installing them. 

He then presented an initial overview of a comprehensive landscape design for 
the rest of the campus, in great detail, which we accepted enthusiastically. 
We encouraged him to continue his efforts to develop this plan further. We 
finally adjourned at 7:30 p.m., tired and hungry. 

I was too late to join the kids for dinner when I arrived home. However, 
Helen sat with me while I had a bite to eat. She told me that this afternoon 
she attended a tea at University House in honor of Bernice Brown, the 
Governor•s wife. Being Chancellor•s wife requires quite a taste for tea~~! 

Wednesday, November 25, 1959 

I began my day at the Radiation Laboratory attending the Associate Directors 
meeting there beginning at 9 a.m. 

After the meeting I visited Iz Perlman•s office, where I signed a number of 
letters responding to letters of congratulation on the Fermi Award. 

Then I met with Iz and Stan Thompson to consult about Stan•s budget. We all 
agreed that Stan•s expenses must be pared down by at least 25%. Some measures 
which must be taken to accomplish this include letting some Engineering help 
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go and riding a very close herd on all purchases, shop orders, etc. Stan 
pushed hard in the meeting for hiring Harry Bowman, whom he feels very 
strongly he needs to strengthen the resources of his group. We worked out 
projected expenses for the rest of the fiscal year and came up with a figure 
that is still about $20,000 too high, which means that he and his group will 
have to hold expenses down to considerably below normal for the rest of the 
year. 

I went down to the campus in time to meet briefly with E. T. Grether to 
discuss the report of the Special Committee on Junior and Irregular Teaching 
Personnel, which he was to present to the Chancellor•s Administrative Advisory 
Council (CAAC) meeting immediately following our appointment. The report 
recommends a new hierarchy of ranks (Reader, Teaching Fellow and Teaching 
Associate) and clarification of and limitation on the use of Acting 
Instructors, Acting Assistant Professors and Lecturers. It also strongly 
recommends better selection and supervision of· junior teaching personnel. 

I then walked across the hall to preside over the luncheon meeting of the CAAC 
in 3401 Dwinelle, beginning at 12:15 p.m. Present were F. T. Tyler (for W. A. 
Brownell), M. Chernin, D. Coney, L. Constance, J. P. Danton, L.A. DeMonte, W. 
B. Fretter, C. C. Gilliam, E. T. Grether, J. D. Hart, A. Hutson, R. Kerley, F. 
L. Kidner, M~- W. Mo.rgan, N. M. Mundell, E. Parker, K. S. Pitzer, W. L. 
Prosser, G. B. Bodman forK. Ryerson, W. F. Shepard, A. C. Sherriffs, C. E. 
Smith, M. A. Stewart, E. W. Strong, H. J. Vaux, J. R. Whinnery, D. M. Wilkes, 
0. W. Wilson and W. W. Wurster. 

I began my report by describing the November meetings of the CCCO and the 
Regents in Los Angeles. 

I then announced the schedule for this year•s commencement exercises, to he 
held on Saturday, June 11th. The procession will begin at 10 a.m. and the 
exercises will be held from 10:30 a.m. until 12:30 p.m. The Alumni 
Association luncheon will be held in Faculty Glade after the exercises. 
Seniors and their parents are welcome to attend, although reservations will 
have to be limited because of limited space. Beginning next year, hopefully, 
the luncheon will be held in the Student Center Dining Commons, where there 
will be more space. 

Bob Kerley called attention to the large number of vehicles in the University 
Garage (about 400) which still cannot meet the demand. He urged-that vehicles 
be returned promptly, and that departments check to see whether those 
permanently assigned to them are getting optimum use. He pointed out that 
control over their use must be exercised by departments and that misuse of 
University vehicles makes a bad impression on the public. 

Alex Sherriffs then gave his report on student affairs, noting the success of 
the Faculty Fellows program and briefly reviewing the history of the revised 
presidential directives on student government, student organizations and use 
of University facilities. 

Earl Parker then made a presentation of the proposal to revise budget 
procedures. At present departments are required to submit detailed initial 
requests (based on inaccurate information) and as a result, these budgets are 
usually unrealistically large and require subsequent cuts by the deans and 
then the Budget Committee. Parker proposes that the deans prepare the initial 
requests, based on estimates determined by consultation with the 
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administration and the departments and that detailed requests be prepared in 
the spring, when target figures are available. 

Dean Grether made his report on the Special Committee on Junior and Irregular 
Teaching Personnel and it was agreed that copies of the report should be 
distributed to all CAAC members. 

Dean Constance, asking the advice of the CAAC, presented his proposals for 
change in legislation governing the use of the "E" grade, along with a draft 
letter to instructors interpreting the present regulations to be used until 
the legislation is changed. We deferred discussion of this matter until our 
next meeting. 

The Academic Advisory Committee (AAC) met immediately after the CAAC, as 
usual. Present were: L. Constance, W. R. Dennes, S. Elberg, W. B. Fretter, L. 
M. Grossman, J. D. Hart, A. E. Hutson, G. Mackinney, J. W. MacSwain, E. R. 
Parker, M. A. Stewart and E. W. Strong. Dean Stewart presented a draft 
memorandum on registration of graduate students and postdoctoral fellows for 
assign·ment of workload credit. Many graduate students and post-docs are not 
enrolled in formal courses and, therefore, are not required to register. They 
nonethel~ss constitute a considerable faculty workload. The draft memorandum 
presents procedures whereby data on such students could be collected for 
inclusion in workload statistics. There followed a very detailed discussion 
of this memorandum. 

I then briefly summarized my meeting with Tracy Strevey (Chairman of the 
Western College Association Accreditation Committee), sharing with the AAC 
some of the interesting observations Strevey made. The meeting adjourned at 
4:50 p.m. 

At 4:55 p.m. I met with Samuel Silver and told him that I would like him to 
serve as Director of the Space Sciences Laboratory. He accepted immediately 
but said that it would be subject to the resolution of the following 
complication, which we both more or less agreed could be resolved. He has 
been offered a position as Chairman of the Electrical Engineering Department 
at Northwestern University at $20,000 for nine months (by a phone call from 
Gotaas last night) and also the deanship of the Graduate Division of the 
University of Oklahoma (a day or two ago). I said that I will do everything I 
can for him in the way of a salary increase here • It was clear to both of us 
that this Space Sciences Laboratory directorship opportunity came up just in 
time to keep him here at Berkeley. 

Shortly after 5 p.m. I called Henry Kaiser, Jr. and told him that I have 
decided to accept the position he offered me as consultant to the Advisory 
Committee on Education. He said that it might not be announced for a month, 
until he has had time to work out the details, and I told him to work with Dan 
Wilkes on the announcement when the time comes. 

I then met briefly with Kenneth Stampp to let him know that I have selected 
him to represent the faculty in making a presentation to the Regents on his 
own research at the December Regents Meeting here in Berkeley. He was pleased 
by this and said he will be happy to do so. 
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Thursday, November 26, 1959- THANKSGIVING DAY 

Stan Thompson, Dan Wilkes and I got together for a game of golf this morning 
at the Contra Costa Country Club. Dan, as usual, played by far the best game, 
with a score of 79. Stan and I are more nearly evenly matched; his score was 
90 and mine, 91. 

When I returned home, there were a couple of telephone messages. At 4:30 p.m. 
I returned a call from Tom Cunningham. He has talked with Clark Kerr and they 
both feel that a meeting between coaches and the Faculty Advisory Committee on 
Athletics is not a good idea. Cunningham has sent a memo to members of the 
IAAC Executive Committee calling off the meeting. He, Kerr and I are to get 
together some time next week to discuss this. 

I then called Don Blessing, who had called to apologize for forgetting to 
invite me to the Grid Club luncheon last Monday, as he was supposed to do. 
Blessing is in the investment business and expressed interest in handling my 
investment account. 

In the evening the whole family enjoyed a traditional turkey dinner with all 
the trimmings. 

Friday, November 27, 1959, and Saturday, November 28, 1959 

I took advantage of the Thanksgiving holidays to take a real vacation. 
Although I did spend a little bit of time catching up on my scientific 
reading, etc., on the whole I devoted the holidays to spending some precious 
time with Helen and the kids and doing a few things around the house (which I 
seldom get a chance to do). I also took some movies with my Bell & Howell 
camera of Helen and Dianne. 

Sunday, November 29, 1959 

Stan Thompson and I played another game of golf at the Contra Costa Country 
Club today. Neither of us did as well today as we did Thursday. Stan shot 96 
and I, 97. 

Carl Helmholz called me this evening to let me know that he has learned that 
Owen Chamberlain is seriously considering accepting the job offer from 
Princeton tomorrow morning. I immediately placed a call to Ed McMillan and 
learned that he is visiting Brookhaven. Ed called me back at about 7 p.m. and 
I told him what Carl had told me, emphasizing the importance of acting to 
retain Chamberlain right away. Ed told me that he spoke with Chamberlain on 
Wednesday evening (having reached him at Marvin Goldberger•s house) and 
promised him that he could have an independent group, support for his work, 
and immediate time at the Synchro-.Cyclotron. We agreed that I should call 
Owen and underline this understanding. 

I then placed a call to Owen at his temporary home in Concord, Massachusetts. 
I emphasized my extreme concern about the possibility of losing him. He said 
that he must give Princeton his answer tomorrow. He gave me a history of the 
situation, as follows. He approached Ed McMillan regarding an independent 
group last spring, but the decision was deferred until Emilio Segre•s return. 
He then decided to go to Princeton, but felt that this decision should be 
re-opened when he rec~ived the Nobel Prize (out of deference to the University 
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JOYFULLY G:\ZING at bahy Dianne, Dr. Glenn T. Scaborg is shown with his family at their· La
fayette home. Hr. Scaborg leaves today for Washington where he will accept the Atomic Energy 
Commission's famed Fermi 1\ward. Pictured from left arc Dr. Seaborg, bis sons Peter and 
I>avid, daughter Lynne and sons Stephen and Eric. lllrs. Scaborg is seated with Dianne. 

What is it like to be the wife 
of a famed nuclear chemist and 
the First Lady of the University 
of California, Berkeley? · 

Not ·so very diCCerent, we 
found, after talking with Mrs. 
Glenn T. Scaborg of 1154 Glen 
Road, Lafayette, whose has-

, ·baud leaves today for Washir.g. 
ton to accept the Atomic Ener,zy 
Commission's -noted. Fermi 
Award. . . · .. 

Mrs. Scaborg, the former 
Helen Griggs, will remain · at 
home with their children. Peter, 
13, Lynne, ·12, David, 10, Ste
phen, 8, Eric, 5, and Baby Di
anne, just two weeks old. Like 
so nHlnl' par~;nts with .the re
~pon~ibilitits of a young family, 
the Seaborgs found the compli
c:~tions of baby sitting arran~e
ments or traveling en masse 
imoractical. · 

The Seaborgs first met in 1938 
-·- . '·.. . . .. . .- ~ . . 

when she was a student at Cal 
. ~nd he was at the Radiation 

Lab in Berkeley. Soon after 
their marriage in 1941, the Sea
borgs moved to Chicago where·· 
he was working at the Chica~o 
1\fetallul·gical Laboratory. On 
returninJ to California they 
lived in Albany; Berkeley, and 
moved to their present home in 
Lafayette in 1951. 

Prior to her marriage, .Mrs. 
Scaborg was secretary to the 
late Ernest 0. Lawrence, found
er of the Rediation Lab in 

· Berkeley. After marriage her 
warm ·and glowing personality 
soon Involved her In a whirl of 
activities and resoonsibiliti£'s 
that have grdl.vn with the years. 

As a mother, Mt·s. Seabor,!! 
has been busy with cubs and 
hrowni<' scouts. served on a 
PTA .board for two years. has 

... been . a room mother several 
·-·--·---------------

times and is currently serving 
as room mother for 8-year-old 
Steohen. · 

Mrs.· Sea borg believes that 
the key to family happiness is 
the sharing of good times. The 
family plays and swims to
gel her in the pool they own 
jointly with two neighbors. All 
the family swims, even fin~
year-olrl Eric who is adept at 
dogpaddlin.;, and no doubt Di- · 
anne will be in the pool even : 
before she walks. 

Family entertaining is ' at 
their gracious Lafayette home, 
however Mrs. Seaborg says 
their more formal enterl<.lining 
finds them hosting at Uni\'P.r· 
sity House on the Berkeley 
campus. The former president's 
home is used now almost en
tirely for entertaining, she said. 

As First Lady of U.C., Mrs. 
Scaborg is vice-president of the 
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College Teas. serves on the ad- magic formula for reducing the 
Yisory board of the Sections noise and confusion that auto
Classes and the University's matically accompanies children 
Y.\V.C.A. She is also a member to provide a haven at home for 
of the A.A.U.W. . · ;· · . her husband, Mrs. Seaborg just 

l\Iothering six children in· ad- ~ chuckled gaily and said that 
dition to hostess duties and fortunately confusion d i d n ' t 
campus responsibilities leaves bother him in the least. 
little time , for personal pleas- · .. M yliad respomibilities and 
urcs, ··but when a rare moment ':~confusio11 are obviously of no 
is available Mrs. Sea borg ·1~es ·. ; concern ~to our feature lady 
to read, particularly. _biogta- · ~..either,:~r she sails along in 
phics and history. Knitting used ·~-serene .good humor whether 
to be a favorite hobby, but ,fler hostessing l!. formal tea, serving 
car.ablC' bands are '•busy· these ' refresbm.ents to a group of 
d:.ys with little Dianne. 'T ;· ,·:. noisy 8-year-olds, or cuddling 

When asked if she ·had. a_.:;~the baby. 
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of California, which, of course, had supported the work which led to the 
Prize). He said that Ed then half-heartedly agreed to his having an 
independent group, but was very indefinite about the time schedule for hiring 
the three men he had promised him. Indeed, Owen said that McMillan wouldn•t 
even give the hiring of his group priority over the hiring of a replacement 
for Owen in Segre•s group. As a result of this, Owen feels that the hiring of 
his three staff members might b~ postponed indefinitely. Also, Ed seemed 
anxious that Owen work with the Synchro-Cyclotron with a small group, hence 
postponing time when he might get a place on the Bevatron schedule. 

I suggested that there seems to be a lack of communication between the two of 
them and confided to Owen that Ed has indicated to me that he is willing to do 
a lot more for him than he seems to have communicated in their conversations. 
I urged him to come to Berkeley for discussions, but he said that Princeton•s 
offer won•t wait. He informed me that he has been offered the Mary Amanda 
Wood chair at the University of Pennsylvania (at $20,000 for nine months) and 
a professorship at Princeton (at $14,500 for nine months). It is the latter 
offer that he has about decided to accept. I said that we would raise his 
salary yet another step and also mentioned the advanta9es of our retirement 
system (especially in view of his service credit in it). I also urged him to 
reconsider his decision not to attend the Regents dinner in honor of him and 
Segre. 

I then called McMillan at Brookhaven and summarized for him my conversation 
with Chamberlain. I made it clear to him that there is a real communication 
problem here and he agreed to call immediately to try again to convince Owen 
that we are sincere in our promises to do everything possible to set him up 
with his own group at the Radiation Laboratory. 

Owen Chamberlain is an extremely valued member of our faculty and of the 
scientific staff of the Radiation Laboratory, whom we would be very sorry to 
lose. It is also frankly true that a great deal of prestige accrues to a 
uniYersity through the number of Nobel Laureates on its faculty and his 
selection for the Physics Prize this year makes us that much more anxious to 
convince him to stay with us at Berkeley. 

Monday, November 30, 1959 

As is my practice on Mondays, I began my day up on the Hill at the Radiation 
Laboratory. In the morning, I dictated a number of letters to Yoshi Uchida 
thanking people for letters of congratulation I received on the Fermi Award. 

Among these was a letter from Vice President Richard Nixon, who wrote, 

11 As a friend and fellow-Californian who has closely followed your 
productive career since we were together at Nashville in 1947 [when we 
were both selected as among the 11Ten Outstanding Young Men 11 of the Junior 
Chamber of Commerce], I share the pride you may justly feel on this latest 
recognition of your talented work. While there are doubtless to you other 
more gratifying aspects ~f this accomplishment, one of the highlights for 
me is the fact that you must come to Washington on December 2 for the 
presentation, and I certainly hope we may get together then so I can tell 
you personally how delighted and proud I am for you ... 
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I wrote the Vice President that I am making a rather hurried trip to 
Washington for the Fermi ceremony and will probably not have the chance to get 
together with him on this trip, but look forward to doing so on a future trip. 

I also dictated a letter to our architect Bill Rice, enclosing rough plans of 
the latest addition we wish to make to our house and asking him for some 
suggestions. In addition to adding three more bedrooms and another bath, we 
have decided to convert one of the existing bedrooms into a walk-through and 
study center for the children and for this reason are going to have 
floor-to-ceiling bookshelves installed in this area. 

Another letter went to J. A. Burton (Director of Semiconductor Research at 
Bell Telephone Laboratories in Murray Hill, New Jersey). I wrote, 

11 I am convinced that if Bell Telephone Laboratories wishes to enter the 
low energy nuclear physics field, and at a reasonable cost, a program 
built around a tandem van de Graaff accelerator offers an effective method 
of doing so. Such a machine offers the opportunity to both chemists and 
physicists to make unique and important contributions to low energy 
nuclear physics ... 

I suggest that a large three-stage machine would be ideal, but that a large 
two-stage machine, expandable to three stages, might also suit their immediate 
purposes. Regarding the larger question of whether Bell Laboratories should 
go into the low energy nuclear physics field I could only say that it is 
possible that the Bell Labs might make unique contributions as a result of 
interaction between solid-state and nuclear physics. I concluded my letter by 
saying, 

11 I hold to the personal view that low energy nuclear physics will long 
continue to be a fruitful field of research in this age when perhaps a 
relatively too large fraction of overall effort in nuclear physics is 
going into the high energy field. 11 

I was pleased to receive a letter from Alvin Weinberg informing me that I have 
been elected a Fellow of the American Nuclear Society and inviting me to speak 
at the annual Fermi Award winner dinner at the San Francisco ANS meeting in 
December 1960. I asked Yoshi to draft a letter thanking them for this ~onor 
and accepting the invitation to speak next year. 

At about 10 a.m. I called Carl Helmholz and told him about my talks with Owen 
Chamberlain and Ed McMillan last night. I told him about my suggestion to 
Owen that we would try to raise his salary another step and Carl agreed to 
this. 

I attended the brown bag luncheon meeting of the Chemistry staff beginning at 
noon, and when the meeting finished, drove on down to my Chancellor•s Office 
in Dwinelle Hall. 

I signed a letter, drafted by Sue Kellogg, to the Retired Professors Registry, 
a project sponsored by the Association of American Colleges and the American 
Association of University Professors and funded by the Ford Foundation, which 
is designed to serve as a·sort of clearinghouse for retired faculty interested 
in continuing to work. They had written to me to ask for the names of faculty 
who retired last July and those expected to retire next July so that they 
might contact them to inform them of this service. I provided those lists and 
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commented that I believe the concept and aim of this project to be very 
worthwhile. 

At 2:10 p.m. I received a telephone call from Bill Vitale, asking if it would 
be all right with me if they invite Mrs. Paul Aebersold to the Fermi Award 
ceremony. I, of course, said yes. 

I then met in my office with Samuel Silver, who told me that he will accept 
the directorship of the Space Science Laboratory. I said that he will 
probably report to the Chancenor in this position, but, of course, he will 
retain his professorship in the Department of Electrical Engineering. I said 
that he will be located in the old Astronomy Building at first, possibly 
moving up to the Radiation L~oratory after that and, hopefully, moving to a 
building at a larger site if circumstances merit it. 

He told me that he had planned a sabbatical leave for 1960-61 but will forego 
it. However, he does want time off to attend the International Geophysical 
Union meeting in Helsinki and the International Scientific Radio Union meeting 
in London and he would also like to take some vacation, so he will be gone 
from July 1st until about Septerrber 25th. 

We discussed his salary and stipend for the directorship. He also mentioned 
that he needs some time to help the Electronic Research Laboratory get 
continuing funds (two or three months) and I agreed that we coula delay 
announcing his appointment at the Space Sciences Laboratory until that time; I 
think we will aim at going to the Regents for approval of his appointment at 
their JaDuary meeting. 

Following my meeting with Silver, I met briefly with Arthur Ross to consult 
about the T~nnesen problem. I convinced him that this is not a matter that 
should go to the Academic Senate Committee on Privilege and Tenure for review. 

At 4 p.m. Ken Pitzer, Bill Dauben and Louis DeMonte met with me to discuss the 
progress of the plans for the new Chemistry Builaing addition. 

I called John Whinnery just before 5 p.m. to inform him of the appointment of 
Samuel Silver as Director of the Space Sciences Laboratory and to ask him to 
make a recommendation regarding a possible salary increase for Silver. I tala 
him that I would be sympathetic to recommending to President Kerr whatever the 
traffic will bear. 

Sherburne Cook and Nella Pace met with me at 5 p.m. in response to my letter 
regarding "General. Biology". In their view, the "General Biology" about which 
I spoke is really Physiology and they feel that their department should be 
represented on the Mazia Committee. One reason they would welcome building up 
Physiology is the unusual high student-faculty ratio (33.6-1 compared with 
2.6-1 in Anatomy, 5.6-1 in Bacteriology, 8.2-1 in Botany and 14.2-1 in 
Zoology). I explained the history of my decision to set up this committee and 
my concern that we ought to try to build up our resources in the biological 
sciences in the hope that we might attract some Nobel Prize winners or 
candidates for the Nobel Prize. I asked them to make an appointment with Bill 
Fretter to explore further whether some representative of their department 
shou 1 d serve on the Maz i a Committee. 

I then met very briefly with Bob Kerley to go over some Business Office 
matters before leaving for San Francisco. The joint meeting of the Advisory 
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Council and the Executive Committee of the Faculty of the Schools of Business 
Administration began at 6:15p.m. at the Pacific Union Club. Present were 
Advisory Council members S.D. Bechtel, Walter A. Haas, Sr., Harris C. Kirk, 
N. Loyall McLaren, T. S. Petersen, Sr. (host for the evening), IVJark R. 
Sullivan, Roger G. Traynor, F. B. Whitman, Brayton Wilbur, Howard willoughby 
and Jean C. Witter; Executive Committee members C. West Churchman, John w. 
Cowee, Delbert J. Duncan, E. Paul DeGarroo, Robert A. Gordon, Ewald T. Grether, 
Richard H. Holton, FrankL. Kidner, F. T. Malm, George L. Mehren, Arthur M. 
Ross, Dow Votaw, Paul F. Wendt and John T. Wheeler; and guests Robert Calvert 
Jr. (Student and Alurmi Placement Center) and Eric M. Stanford (President of 
the Business Administration Alumni Association). I presided. 

After the routine reports on such matters as the progress of plans for the new 
building, etc. were made, Delbert Duncan reported on the results of the 
three-year Case Collection Program and said that plans were under way to 
continue the program. This report generated a number of questions and 
considerable comment. Aaron Gordon expressed the view that too large a 
proportion of the cases collected and used concern situations in large 
companies, to which Duncan replied that the program covers a broad spectrum of 
situations, including many cases from small firms, and that it has been 
designed to develop thinking and analyzing skills applicable equally to large 
and small firms. The balance of the evening was devoted to a discussion of 
the activities, achievements and problems of the Student and Alumni Placement 
Center and of the part played by the Business Administration Alumni 
Association. 
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Tuesday, December l, 1959- Washington, D.C. 

A University driver picked me up at my home early this morning and drove me to 
the San Francisco Airport in time for my 9 a.m. departure for Washington, D.C. 
on United Airlines Flight #704. My flight arrived in Washington at 7:40p.m. 
I went directly to the Statler Hilton Hotel, grabbed a bite to eat in the 
coffee shop, and retired early. 

Wednesday, December 2, 1959- Washington, D.C. and Home 

After breakfast in the Statler Hilton Hotel coffee shop, I was picked up at 
9:30 a.m. by an AEC driver (A. Cuff) and driven to the AEC headquarters in 
Germantown. Here I went to the office of AEC Chairman John McCone to talk 
with him for a while and then, at 11:30 a.m., I participated in a press 
conference. 

I then proceeded with McCone to arrive at the AEC auditorium at 12:30 p.m., 
where we joined Commissioner John Floberg and AEC General Manager Alvin 
Luedecke, GAC Chairman Or. Warren Johnson and others on the stage for the 
Fermi Award ceremony. Present in the audience were members of the Joint 
Committee on Atomic Energy and a large number of AEC staff and former AEC 
chairmen, GAC members and so forth, including Lewis Strauss and Eugene Wigner. 

McCone began the ceremony citing my work with co-workers on the elentent 
plutonium and the role of Enrico Fermi in achieving the first self-sustaining 
nuclear chain reaction 17 years ago today and describing my contributions to 
nuclear chemistry, to the understanding of the nuclear and chemical structure 
of the heavy elements and my initiation of a long range national program for 
the production of research quantities of the heaviest of the transplutonium 
elements. He also described my role as an educator and as Chancellor of the 
University of California at Berkeley. I came forward to stand opposite him 
when he began to read the citation "For discoveries of plutonium and several 
additional elements and for leadership in the development of nuclear chemistry 
and atomic energy" anci to receive the check for $50,000 from fv'tcCone. 

McCone then introduced Warren Johnson (Chairman of the General Advisory 
Committee) who described in somewhat more detail my work on the discovery of 
plutonium, on the development of the chemistry for the separation of plutonium 
from uranium and highly radioactive fission products and the related work on 
microscale which led to the successful design and construction of the large 
plutonium separation plant at Hanford. He mentioned my discovery of a number 
of new elements of mass considerably higher than that of plutonium and 
presented me with the Enrico Fermi Medal. 

I then gave my response, which included the expression_ of my "devout and 
prayerful hope that the future will find the application of plutonium devoted 
to the good of mankind" and ended with the statement that I am convinced that, 

"Our survival as a free nation depends largely on an improved eaucational 
system at all levels with both more serious and wider participation as 
students and teachers." 

Following the ceremony I was congratulated by many of the people who had 
witnessed the ceremony. We then went to a dining room where I had lunch with 
McCone, Johnson and offici~ls and staff of the Atomic Energy Commission and 
members of the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy. 
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After lunch and visiting for a while with a number of my friends, I was driven 
to the Friendship Airport in Baltimore, where I boarded American Airlines 
Flight #75, which left at about 6 p.m. and arrived in Los Angeles at about 
7:30 p.m. I then boarded United Airlines Flight #841, which left at about 8 
p.m. and arrived in San Francisco at about 9 p.m., where I was picked up by 
Selby (a Radiation Laboratory driver) and driven home to Lafayette, where I 
arrived at about 10 p.m. 

Thursday, December 3, 1959 

Yoshi Uchida brought down a number of letters which she had drafted for my 
signature from the Hill this morning. Among those I signed were letters 
responding to congratulations from Jascha Heifetz, Don t'1ulford, Leslie Groves 
and Clinton Anderson. 

Another letter went to Alvin Weinberg expressing my pleasure at being elected 
a Fellow of the American Nuclear Society and agreeing to talk at an ANS 
meeting in San Francisco in December 1960. 

I also signed a number of letters, drafted by Anna Carol Dualey, regarding the 
Barnard Medal. Before his death Jack Kirkwood nominated I. I. Rabi and 
Richard Feynman; I wrote asking for reactions to these nominations ana 
soliciting others. 

I dictated a very long letter to Edward L. Turner (Director of the Division of 
Scientific Activities of the American Medical Association) in response to his 
1 etter in qui ring about the main medica 1 problems ar ising from the 
ever-widening use of radioactive materials. I prefaced my letter by 
suggesting that he address these questions to some real experts in this area 
and referring him to John Lawrence and John Saunders. I then went on to 
analyze very briefly the situation with regard to fallout, radioactive waste 
disposal, and the use of radioactive materials in industry: 

"The fallout controversy has stimulated much thought and comment which I 
feel is very thoroughly covered in the 1957 and 1959 hearings before the 
Joint Committee on Atomic Energy of the Congress and in the summary report 
of the National Academy of Sciences. There appears to be a very definite 
need for basic research on the genetic effects of extremely low levels of 
radiation and on the 'threshold' problem of pathological effects such as 
leukemia. I am in no position to make any authoritative comment on these 
matters. The general opinion on fallout, as I read it now, is that the 
general level at the present time does not present a serious hazara. It 
could become a serious hazard if atmospheric testing were resumed on a 
large scale. It seems unlikely that the U. S., Great Britain, or the 
U.S.S.R. will resume atmospheric testing on a large scale whether or not a 
formal test ban agreement is signed. Hence, I feel in the long run that 
the fallout problem will not be serious. 

A more urgent problem in my estimation is the disposal of raaioactive 
wastes from nuclear power installations. In this connection it would be 
desirable for your committee to get figures from nuclear power engineers 
on the total amounts of long-lived radioactivity which must be safely 
disposed of assuming various national levels of nuclear power. If nuclear 
power does develop to the extent that many experts expect it to, by the 
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year 2,000 the amounts of radioactivity which will have to be contained 
safely are simply astounding. This, I feel is one of the major problems. 

The only other comment I wish to make is that I do not share the opinion 
of some that the widespread use of radioactivity in industry and elsewhere 
should be strongly encouraged just because we have so much by-product 
radioactivity which could be put to use. I have no objection to the use 
of radioactivity when it can do the job better than some competing 
technique, particularly when the radioactivity is controlled by some 
responsible person clear through to its ultimate disposal. The use of 
beta rays as thickness gauges in the paper industry is a sensible 
application on these criteria. I do object to the insertion of 
radioactivity in devices or equipment which pass out of the control of the 
manufacturer and which could cause harm to an unsuspecting person before 
the equipment is ultimately disposed of. An example of. such an 
application is the use of polonium in air conditioning equipment wherein 
the strongly-ionizing characteristic of the polonium alpha-rays is used to 
aid the precipitation of the dust. Questions of this sort are matters of 
policy or law more than of medicine but' perhaps come within the range of 
your consideration. I am led to my view of this case partly by several 
cases of contamination of scientific laboratories with accidentally 
spilled samples of radium, americium, curium or other elements. 
Radioactive dust can be distributed widely in a short period of time and 
can be exceedingly expensive in time and money to decontaminate to an 
acceptable level. Such incidents have been remarkably few considering the 
scope of the activities of the AEC and its sub contractors, but I am 
certain they will go up greatly in number if radioactivity is 
indiscriminately used in industry ... 

I also signed a letter to Ferdinand Lessing (East Asia Studies) congratulating 
him on the completion of the Mongolian-English Dictionary and commenting, 

11 It is certainly a major achievement to have made available the substance 
of the 1000-odd pages of the main volume. This work of the last seventeen 
years, added to a lifetime of study, will stand as a monument to you and a. 
help to others for a very long time ... 

To Harry Wellman I wrote suggesting that the availability of the Ford Assembly 
Plant in Richmond be brought to the attention of the Regents at their December 
meeting. I suggested that this 500,000 square feet building with 
approximately 50 acres of usable land (which is listed for sale at $2 million 
and might be purchased by the University at a lesser price if it afforded a 
tax relief measure for the Ford Co.) might be very useful as an off-campus 
storage building for press, library, Grounds and Buildings, administrative and 
academic units. 

At 2:10 p.m. I received a call from Emilio Segre, who told me that he would 
like Lander, who is on a term appointment at the present time, to stay on with 
him if Owen Chamberlain doesn't want him. He said that he will take this up 
with Owen in Sweden (when they go to receive their Nobel Prizes). I told him 
about my Sunday night phone calls with Chamberlain and McMillan. Segre thinks 
that McMillan should write Chamberlain spelling it all out; I agreed. He 
promised that he will be very friendly with Chamberlain in Sweden. Segre 
understands that Chamberlain is very anxious to have his own research group. 
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Ed Strong and I then met with Lincoln Constance, W. W. Borah, Paul Seabury, 
and Henry Nash Smith to discuss the Letters & Science reading and composition 
requirement. The discussion dealt with the budgetary problems of enabling 
Speech lA-B to assist English lA-B to satisfy this requirement in a manner 
acceptable to the Seabury Committee. I agreed that Speech might use $4745 of 
salary savings to pay the readers being used this fall. I suggested that 
Constance and Bill Fretter get together to work out a feasible scheme for 
handling the problem in the future. 

Lincoln Constance then stayed on for our regular weekly meeting. He informed 
me that he will request reconsideration of proposals for reclassification of 
some of the support staff in his Dean•s Office. 

Lincoln also told me about the offer to Roger Stanier of the Higgins 
Professorship at Harvard at $18,000 with many fringe benefits. I indicated 
that this offer disturbs me very much and that I will discuss it directly with 
Stanier. He also told me that Edward Adelberg (Chairman of the Bacteriology 
Department) is getting in a recommendation to move Stanier•s salary one step 
above maximum. He said that Er~ol Mauchlan believes that the Harvard letter 
should by all means come to the attention of the President and the Regents. 

Among the memos I read this afternoon in my Chancellor's Office was the 
minutes of the Cabinet meeting held during my absence on Tuesday. Of interest 
was a discussion of the possibility of having well known politicians appear 
fairly regularly on campus. It was agreed that the Chancellor• s Office should 
take the initiative on this, that it should include major political figures 
and not be limited to principal contenders for the presidency. Milt Chernin 
agreed to talk with Doug Young about this project. 

Ed Strong reported on the meeting of the past chairmen of the Budget Committee 
with Harry Wellman, Ellis Groff and Jim Corley to plan for the December 14th 
visit of Alan Post, who is coming down from Sacramento to find out about 
faculty workload. The State Finance Department wants a work week for the 
University; at present state colleges are on a 45-hour work week. Wellman 
decided that Post should meet with other faculty (since past chairmen of the 
Budget Committee are hardly typical faculty) and asked Strong to suggest names 
for the meeting. In the course of getting together these names, Strong has 
had his own feelings verified and learned that several deans (including, most 
vocally, Grether and Whinnery) also have serious reservations about the 
advisability of having Post talk to faculty in this manner. It was suggested 
that we might set up an appointment with Kerr and me and the concerned deans. 
Strong noted that in the course of a discussion of this issue, Jim Corley 
suggested that a solution to the problem would be for each professor to take 
on one more course~! 

Milt Chernin wrote me a memo describing the progress of plans to create a 
public plaza at the corner of Bancroft and Telegraph and deed it over to the 
City of Berkeley for the purpose of letting speakers speak there •• DeMonte 
has instructed the architects to design the plaza as soon as possible and 
expects that the design might be complete by next spring. When the design is 
completed (and only then) we will send an official request to the City to 
accept the piece of property. Chernin wrote, 

11 We [DeMonte, Kerley and he] agreed that to ask the City to accept the 
property before we had it designed was to invite them to make all kinds of 
proposals as to the design (which we might not want to accept) as a quid 
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pro guo. With a nice design we can put it more on a take-it-as-it-is basis." 

The property would be deeded upon completion of the work. 

A long memo from Charles Aikin (Chairman of the Political Science Department) 
outlines their plans for the development of the department and requests for 
the creation and reinstatement of faculty positions to carry on these 
programs. Aikin's highest priority is the creation of a position in the field 
of Eastern European governments under Soviet domination, for which he hopes to 
attract an outstanding young scholar from Harvard with the mind-boggling name 
of Zbigniew Brzezinski. 

At 4 p.m. I met with the Committee on Campus Planning in the Chancellor's 
Conference Room. Present were members Don Mclaughlin (Chairman) and Bill 
Wurster and, in the course of the meeting, guests Vernon DeMars, Joseph 
Esherick, Donald Hardison, Donald Olsen, Jim Hart, Sandy Elberg, Alton Wilson, 
Louis DeMonte, Norman Dyer and A. R. Wagner. 

The meeting began with an interesting presentation of the design for the new 
Environmental Design Building; we are, naturally, very concerned that this 
design be the very best possible, since the building will house the 
Departments of Architecture, City and Regional Planning and Landscape 
Architecture. It seems as though the architects are on the right track. 

DeMonte then presented the new plan for the parking structure to be 
constructed between Residence Halls #1 and #2. Instead of a six-story 
above-ground structure, the architects now propose a two-level structure with 
a block-long playing field on top--a great idea, I think. 

DeMonte also informed us that modifications in the design for the Physical 
Sciences Lecture Hall, now including a revolving stage set-up and facilities 
for installations for television, have significantly raised the estimated cost 
of the building (in fact, nearly doubled it~). We feel, however, that all of 
these modifications are necessary ones and that we wi 11 have to re-submit the 
plans for additional funding by the State. 

Wagner reviewed the current studies being conducted for the rapid transit 
system which will be presented to the voters next year. At the present time 
they are planning to put the subway under Shattuck Avenue; we will ask that 
they consider the alternative of putting a direct line via Telegraph Avenue 
through the campus. It could be a tremendous help to solving the 
never-ending dilemmas of parking and traffic circulation, which can only grow 
worse with time. The meeting adjourned at 6:10 p.m. 

I returned to my office late for my meeting with my old friend from Oak Ridge, 
Eugene Guth, who had just stopped in to say hello and share with me some news 
about the research at ORNL. 

Friday, December 4, 1959 

Attached is a copy of the New York Times article of yesterday's date titled 
"The Element Hunter" and the news story describing my receipt of the Fermi 
Award. 
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/THE NEW YORK TIMES, THURSDAY, DECEMBER 3, 1959. 

The Eles·m·;'·_(.·~nt Hunt, __ e.r.· ... •• SEABORGRECEIVEs:m:~:~!y;~:~::.:~ 
. scientist who seventeen years 

; . Glenn Theodore Seaborg :·. 1
. THE FERMI AWARD ago today achieved the first 

\ ... self-sustaining nuclear reaction. 

SDidal to 11!1 Now Toetl1'11fta, 
. . The award has been prEoSent-

. . • ed to the late Dr. John von 
BERKELEY, Callf., Dec. 2 

-When Glenn Theodore 
Seaborg shared the N~bel 
Prize tn chemistry In 1961, 
the news did not cause a rip• 
pie In the junior population·of 
neighboring Lafayette, where 
he Uves, eleven mUes ea.st ot • 
thlt University ot California 
campus. · But two years later 

Plutomum Discoverer Hopes Neumann, who served on thel 
' . Future Use Will Be for Atomic Energy Commission: the 

. 'C d f Ma kind' .· · late Dr. Ernest o. Law~nce _of 00 0 n .. the University of Cahforn1a,j 

. things were differ· 
Man ent. Dr. Seaborg 

was appointed fac• 
In the ulty athletic repre
Newa sentative and small 

fry came by the 
dozens to congratulate him 
on this recognition. 

'"You really have to do 
· something to win the respect 
of these kids," he said at:ter~ 
want. 

· . ' and Dr. Eugene Wlgner oft 
s ... tol to Til• ""'York Ttm••. Princeton Univer~ity. I 

W ASHINGZ'ON, Dec. 2-Dr. Mr. McCone announced to· 
Glenn T. Seaborg, a discoverer day that a new award, honor
of the plutonium, used In ing "especially meritorious con. 
atomic bombs, received the $50,· tributlons" to atomic energy, 
000 Enrico Fermi Award today had been established as a me
tor his leadership In the devel· mortal to Dr. Lawrence, who 
opment of nuclear chemistry died In 1958. The $25,000 award, 

which can be shared by up to 
and atomic energy. · five persons, is designed in 

The award was presented to particular to honor the contrt· 
Dr. Seaborg, now chancellor of buttons of younger scientists_. 
the University of California, by · · · · ·· 
John A. McCone, chairman of I 
the Atomic Energy Commission, 
and Dr. Warren C. Johnson.j 
chainnan of the commission's · 
general advisory committee, In· 
a ceremony at the commission's 
headquarters In Germantown, 

Now 47 years old, Dr. Sea• 
borg has managed to keep 
doing something. Today In 
Washington he recetved the 
Enrico Fermi Award-$50,000, 
a. citation and a medal. Asked 
what he planned to do with 

From football to plutonium Md. • 
In accepting the highest 

atomic award conferred by the, 
Government, Dr. seaborg ex-· 
pressed the "devout and prayer-· 
ful hope that the future will 
find the appllcatton of plu
tonium devoted- to the good of; 
mankind." 

the money, he replled: b b 1 red! t, has been 
"I have six chUdren, the om ng en 

la.st ot which was born a spectacular. He and his as
month ago today. This will soclates, either during war 
offer great opportunities tor work at the University o( 
spending it.'' Chicago or In post-war re-

The lanky, 6-Coot-3 chancel· search here. have also turned 
lor of the Berkeley campus up americium, curium, berke· 
owns a. lrtrge lo( next to his · 1 
home. He has converted it leium, californium, emste n· 

tum. fermium and others. 
into a neighborhood play- Their discovery of the !IS• 
ground, with a baseball dla• stonable i~otope, uranium 233, 
mond and a tennis court that made from thorium. pointed 
doubles as a basketball and the way to potential use of 
volleyball court. thorium In atomic power. 

lie Jelns Ills Boys In June, 1942, while assigned 
Here he joins his own boys to Chicago with the Manilat· 

and their friends-when he Is tan atom bomb project, Dr. 
not in the chancellor's office, Sea borg took a day ott dur• 
or wearing the hat of asso· lng a trip back to Berkeley 
elate director of the Radiation ·and married Helen L. Griggs, 
Laboratory, or guiding a. then secretary to the late Dr. 
group of graduate students Ernest 0. Lawrence, the 
under his care, or reporting Nobel laureate. 
a scientific discovery, or col· Find.,. Golf Relaxing 
lectlng an award. They planned a family of 

Dr. Sertborg obviously does six children. Dianne Karole 
not fit the public image of a was born last month to com· 
scientist. His Swedish fore- plete the family of four boys 
bears were master machinists and two girls. Dr. Seaborg 
for three generations and he now enjoys an occasional add· 
speaks simply and directly. t'd duty, giving the baby her 

He was born in the mining bottle. 
town of Ishpeming, Mich.. He finds golf relaxing, he 
and moved to California as a says, when associates do not · 
child. He was class valedlc· talk business. H~ says It Is a , 
torian at Drtvid Starr Jordan big day for him wh~n he l 
High School in South Gat~. breaks ninety. 
wh~re he was too light to He came up ret:ently with a . 
make the first team in Coot· scientific improvement in his 1. 
ball, but where a teacher in· golf g:tme. He h:\d been hit·' 
spired him to study physics ting the ball •hort of the hole 
and chemistry. In putting. Then he began to 

The rlepre•sion years Wf're sink his putts. · 
tough for him at the Univer· "You l<now." he 5aid to a 
sity of California at Los An• companion. "I figured it out. 

. geles. Transterring to Berke· I've been hitting the ball too : 
ley for graduate work, he hnd easy-not hnrd enough.'' 
earned n doctorate in chem· "So what did you <lo About 
lstry by 1937. It, Glenn?" ·the 1 associnta 

Dr. Seaborg"s role as dl~- a:~ked. 
1 coverer or co-disco,·ercr of "I hit It harder,'' he replied .. 
1 such elements a~ plutonium, "Well," the friend 'aid. "A 
r important in energy develop- fellow who can do that might 
l.m.ent as w:u .. lls. an atom•"-~ .. wtn -~ N:ob~l Prize.s~--~·-~ 

Usti for Power Str~!\ed 
Noting that "this mteresting 

mrtn-made element holds possi· 
billtles both for good and evil 
thRt stagger the imrtglnRtion,'' 
he ~aid he bellevcd It "r]Utte 
possible to confine Its appllca· ' 
tlon to beneficial uses, parucu- · 
larly the generation of lrtrge 
quantities of Industrial power 
which all parts of the world will 
need In the future.'" 

Dr. Seaborg also stressed "the 
crttlcal importance ot education 
to the future of our country." 

Dr. Sertborg was also honored 
tor his leadership In discovery 
of several other elements th:lt 
do not exist naturally on ertrth. 
Since the end of World War II.; 
he and his colleagues at Berke·jl 
ley have succeeded In creat.tn~.! 

and identifying seven elements'! 
hertvler than plutonium. 

The Enrico Fermi award was 



In my Chancellor's Office this morning I signed a large number of letters 
describing the NSF Chemical Educational Materials Study and inviting the 
following people to join the Steering Committee: Kenneth Pitzer, Donald 
Mclaughlin, Cecil Parker, Cleveland Lane (Manufacturing Chemists Association 
in Washington, D.C.), W. H. Freeman (President of W. H. Freeman and Company in 
San Francisco), Henry Eyring (University of Utah), Warren Everote 
(Encylcopaedia Britannica Films Inc.), Farrington Daniels (University of 
Wisconsin), Bryce Crawford (University of Minnesota), Carl Nieman (CalTech), 
Grant Vest (Colorado Department of Education), Ralph Tyler. (Center for 
Advanced Study in the Behavioral Sciences, Inc. in Palo Alto), B. R. Stanerson 
(Director of Membership Affairs of the American Chemical Society), Robert 
Silber (Central High School, Evansville, Indiana), Robert Rice (Berkeley High 
School), Charles Price (University of Pennsylvania) and Roy Whistler (Purdue 
University). 

At 11:30 a.m. I was interviewed by a Mr. Weaver of the FBI about a security 
clearance matter. 

I walked over to the Men's Faculty Club at noon to extend a welcome to the 
college teachers and political leaders who are attending a workshop on 
pol~tics here, sponsored by the Department of Political Science and the 
Citizenship Clearing House, a national organization whose stated purpose is 
"to reduce the gap that has too long existed between the academic and the. 
practical world in public life." 

Then I took the rest of the afternoon off to play some golf at the Claremont 
Country Club with Stan Thompson and Jean Witter. For the first nine holes, 
Stan shot 42, Jean, 49, and I, 50. We continued on to the 14th hole before 
quitting. 

When I returned home, Helen was just getting back from taking Pete and Lynne 
to our dentist, Dr. Betaque. On Wednesday she took them both to see Dr. 
Redmond. With six kids, Helen spends a lot of her time in doctors' offices. 

Saturday, December 5, 1959 

Today I had the pleasure of attending the Colts-49ers football game in San 
Francisco with Greg Engelhard. The ride to and from The City gave us a good 
chance to talk about the present status of our pl~ns for the administrative 
control of athletics. I told him about some tentative criteria for the 
Athletic Director under the new set-up and the general dissatisfaction in 
several quarters about his performance as Athletic Director, both of which may 
prevent him from qualifying for the new position. I suggested that he be 
alert to possibilities for other positions. I told him that I will try to 
find him some position with the University if worse came to worst, and he does 
not qualify for the new position of Athletic Director. He said that he feels 
that he has been unjustifiably maligned in a number of quarters, that he has 
never retaliated in kind, that part of his difficulty probably resulted from 
his zealous defense of University policies and from the lack of definition of 
his responsibilities and the difficult administrative set-up under which he 
has been forced to work. I agreed. He feels that his deficiencies should 
have been pointed out to him before it was too late for him to save his 
position. He definitely wants to make a strong bid for the new position and 
wants to have his side of the story heard by all the interested parties. I 
told him I believe he is qualified for the position. 
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The Colts defeated the 49ers, 34-14. They intercepted six passes, which 
helped set up three touchdown passes ~rom quarterback John Unitas. The Colts 
scored two touchdowns in the last six minutes of the game. They now have sole 
leadership of the NFL Western Division with San Francisco in second place. 

Sunday, December 6, 1959 

Stan Thompson and I seized the chance to play another game of golf today. For 
the first 12 holes at the Contra Costa Country Club, Stan scored 72 and I, 65. 

Sunday, December 7, 1959 

It pleases me that I have been able to stick with my routine of spending 
Monday mornings at the Radiation Laboratory so much lately. I sometimes miss 
the research environment, even though the Chancellor job is certainly 
challenging and often fascinating. I like wearing my scientist 11 hat 11

• I met 
with my graduate students during the first part of the morning and then 
dictated some more letters responding to congratulations on the Fermi Award 
and a letter to our architect, Bill Rice, expressing my satisfaction with the 
plans he sent us for the addition to our home and my gratitude for his 
lightening-fast response. I also signed a recommendation for Bill Nierenberg 
for a Guggenheim fellowship. 

At 10:40 a.m. I returned a call from Frank Beach (Psychology). He is 
concerned that if his proposal for an Institute of Animal Behavior does not go 
to the Regents for their December meeting, there could be a six-month delay at 
the National Science Foundation. He told me that he is afraid that the 
statewide committee that might have to review it might not get it finished in 
time. So far on the Berkeley campus the Budget Committee has responded 
favorably to the proposal, as has the Buildings and Campus Development 
Committee; however, there may be some problem with the Educational Policy 
Committee, which feels $Orne reservations about the proliferation of institutes 
associated with the Psychology Department. 

I called Esmond Snell at about 11 a.m. and asked him how strongly he feels 
about Biochemistry staying where they are. He said that they want to stay if 
the site is large enough and other considerations favor it, but he can•t 
really say that a move would have a negative impact on their work. He thinks 
that the Virus Laboratory and Biochemistry should be together and would like 
Bacteriology to be nearby. 

I then phoned Wendell Stanley to assure him that I am working on the matter of 
the location of the Virus Lab and want to discuss it with him. I told him 
about the space limitations of the site and the need to accommodate physical 
sciences and Mathematics-Statistics there in the future. He said that moving 
the Undergraduate Library to the lower campus released enough space for both 
purposes and I responded that I don•t think so. He pointed out that savings 
in cost are an important consideration. (The Virus Lab has some very 
expensive installations which would be wasted on physical sciences.) I asked 
if he would prefer to stay if Biochemistry moved and he said confidentially 
that this would result in a split vote; Pardee, Schachman and Knight, who have 
joint appointments with Biochemistry would want to move with Biochemistry. I 
told him that I am taking his request under serious consideration and will 
give a decision after all factors have been weighed. We both agreed that the 
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decision will need to be made soon in order for Biochemistry to proceed with 
building. He suggested that if they must move, the Virus Laboratory would 
like to build at the same time as Biochemistry, but I pointed out that 
priorities won•t allow this. He volunteered that I am faced with a nasty 
administrative decision. 

I then went into the Chemistry group weekly luncheon meeting. There were 
messages from Kitty Malloy, telling me that Lincoln Constance called today to 
suggest that I talk with Roger Stanier, this being a strategic moment in his 
consideration of the offer from Harvard. Ralph Emerson (Botany) has been 
discussing the advantages and disadvantages of a possible move to Harvard with 
Stanier and he has the impression that Stanier is talking himself out of 
leaving UC. The Department of Bacteriology has indicated a willingness to 
recommend an increase in salary for Stanier; however, this has not been 
formalized so there is a question as to whether or n·ot it is appropriate to 
pass on this information to Stanier. 

Kitty also alerted me to the fact that one of our teaching assistants (in the 
Division of Mineral Technology) tried to murder his wife (who is eight months 
pregnant) last Sat~rday ~ight. She is in the hospital, badly beaten, and he 
has been released on bail, scheduled to appear before the Municipal Court this 
afternoon. Dan Wilkes is. following the story so that we can respond to 
inquiri~s from the press. What a tragic story! 

My first appointment of the day was with Herman Tonnesen to inform him of the 
decision to terminate his employment as a result of his irregular practices 
regarding the assignment of student grades. 

At 1:45 p.m. my friend Vic Schmidt came to my office to inquire about the 
possibility of a position opening up for him here. He said that when he saw 
Kerr in Los Angeles in March at the time of the Regents Meeting and later 
around June at the Bar Association meeting, he was given some encouragement 
that it might be soon. I told him I would ask Kerr and let him know. 

At the Student Office Hour between 2 p.m. and 3 p.m. I was visited by several 
students. Othman Tobisch, who has almost completed his M.A. in Geology here, 

.came in to inquire about the possibility of getting a scholarship to pursue a 
Ph.D. in England. He is in the process of applying for a Fulbright and a NSF 
fellowship. I told him I don•t have any other ideas and referred him to Milt 
Chernin. 

Two students, Nancy Haggerty and David Breslaw, introduced themselves as 
bicycle riders and said that they want to be sure that I don•t adopt the 
policy of the Executfve Committee resolution banishing bikes from certain 
areas of the campus. They suggested the possibility of creating bicycle lanes 
around the campus, pointing out at the same time that the rush times around 
campus are very limited (from the hour to ten minutes after the hour, more or 
less) and that is the only time that the situation is critical. I said that I 
am glad to get their point of view and am now alerted to the problem. 

Richard Schmeidler and Dunbar Aitken came in to talk with me about a quarterly 
student science publication called The Particle. They wanted to know how they 
could increase student interest throughout the country, as well as how to get 
financial support. I said that with respect to the former, they should get in 
touch with departmental chairmen and that with respect to the latter, they 
should contact local foundations. I suggested that they make appointments to 
see Bill Fretter and Jim Hart to discuss their problems with them. 
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Trevor Pendray, who is getting a degree in Speech and a teaching major in 
Psychology, interviewed me about education. we discussed the teacher-student 
relationship in some detail. 

At 2:45 p.m. I received a telephone call fran Walter Wiggins (Secretary of the 
Council of the American Medical Association). He called to ask me if I could 
attend the Congress of Medical Education this coming February in Chicago. The 
dates are February 8th-10th and the topic of discussion he directed to me was 
the University as a source of scholarly strength for the medical field. I 
told him that my present schedule will not permit me to take on any new 
commitments. He said that answered his question and that perhaps he will try 
again the following year. 

At 3 p.m. I met with Herbert L. Mason (Professor of Botany and Director of the 
Herbarium) who told me about his great disappointment with the handling of the 
Langenheim case (he was refused pranotion) and his consequent decision to 
decline our invitation to serve on promotion committees because of his 
disillusionment with the committee system. We talked in detail about the 
Academic Senate responsibility for review committees and I wound up asking him 
if he would reconsider his decision not to serve on any such committees. 

Beginning at 3:30 p.m. Alex Sherriffs and I held a meeting in the Conference 
Room with a number of students fran the Big C Society and the Circle C Society 
to discuss the proposed changes in the administrative control of athletics. 

A student, Miss Maddox, came in to interview me about what makes an effective 
executive in connection with a project that has been assigned to her in a 
course in leadership which she is taking. 

I had some time to review correspondence, etc., before my dinner meeting at 
the 1\'ien·•s Faculty Club. Jlmong the memoranda I read was a revised buaget for 
Chemistry Unit I from Louis DeMonte, which I Jm scheduled to discuss with him 
and others at a meeting tomorrow. 

I also signed a number of letters that had been prepared for my signature. On 
the advice of Thomas Pigford, I have decided to reconstitute the Reactor 
Hazard Committee for the remainder of the academic year and I wrote to Burton 
J. Moyer (Radiation Laboratory), Hardin Jones (Donner Laboratory), Albert 
Kirschbaum (Livermore Lab), John Rasmussen (Chemistry) and Charles Tobias 
(Chemical Engineering), asking them to serve. (I also signed letters to those 
faculty who previously served on this committee, thanking them for their 
service and informing them that I am reconstituting the committee.) 

As Art Campbell and I had agreed I would, I wrote to Leonard Nash (Harvard) 
inviting him to serve as Assistant Director of our NSF Chemical Education 
Materials Study and describing the program in some detail. 

At 6:30p.m. Chairman William N. Keeler called to order the first meeting of 
the Intercollegiate Athletic Advisory Board of this acaaemic year. Present 
were student members David Armor, Tom Kilfoil and Jeff Snow, faculty members 
Carl Nordly and Bill Shepard, alumni members walter Haas, Stanley Barnes ana 
alternates Walter Dean, Grieg and Smith and guests Davis, Greg Engelhara and 
Bud Hastings. I opened the meeting by describing some of the backgrouna and 
charge of the Board and by explaining that the delay in calling the first 
meeting was due to the work which is being carried on with respect to the 
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reorganization of the Athletic administration on the campus. I noted that 
this matter has proceeded more slowly than had been originally expected and 
that this Board will presumably be asked to function during the entire current 
academic year. 

After a brief discussion of the confidential nature of the discussions of this 
Board by Bill Keeler, Greg Engelhard discussed the background and development 
of the Athletic Association of Western Universities including the election of 
Tom Hamilton as Executive Officer. Greg made a point of declaring that in 
organizing the Association a basic attempt had been made to substitute 
"individual institutional responsibility" for the "police and investigatory 
powers" previously invested in the Commissioner of the Pacific Coast 
Conference. 

There followed a discussion of various ways in which certain members of the 
Association appear to hold recruiting advantages, compared to our campus. 
Engelhard also described the role in inter-institutional relationships of the 
Intercollegiate Athletic Advisory Council, the difficulties of athletic 
scheduling, the coaches• contracts, the policy of the campus with respect to 
televising athletic contests, relations with Big C and Circle C societies, 
etc., etc. The meeting did not adjourn until 10:30 p.m., really a long 
dinner~ Other than serving as an excellent occasion to present a broad view 
of the present status of athletics on our campus, as well as a frank 
discussion of some of the problems with which we are faced, the Board passed 
the following resolutions: 

1. Evidence of its satisfaction with football coach Pete Elliott. 

2. Evidence of confidence in the coaches. 

3. A recommendation to me as Chancellor that I take "any and all 
appropriate action to assure the maintenance of the relationship between 
the Administration of this campus and these coaches on a close and 
satisfactory basis." 

4. A recommendation that the Chancellor approve an additional payment of 
$15 per month in the present grant-in-aid program for athletes. 

5. A recommendation to the Chancellor that spaces be reserved for athletes 
selected by the Athletic Department in the residential halls and married 
students • housing in proportion to the number of students turned out for 
inter~ollegiate athletics as related to the total male undergraduate 
population of the campus. 

6. The approval of "Rhodes type" scholarships for athletes. 

Tuesday, December 8, 1959 

I started the day at my Chancellor •s Office dealing with a lot of 
correspondence. Vice President and Mrs. Nixon sent Dianne a very cute letter, 
congratulating her on her birth. I dictated a letter, ostensibly from Dianne, 
saying, 
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.. I can report to you that my father and mother and my sister and brothers 
have been treating me pretty well--so far. I think that my daddy is going 
to see you next week and then he can give you a firsthand report on me. 11 

In response to an inquiry from Roger Revelle, I wrote that I was intimately 
acquainted with Martin Kamen during the late 1930's and early 1940's when he 
was working at the Radiation Laboratory, but I have not been in close touch 
with him or his field of work since that time. I noted the brilliance of his 
early work, including the discovery with Samuel Rubin of cl4. I noted that 
I do occasionally hear verbal reports of his work and that these have been 
uniformly favorable and good. 

I signed a letter to Jerzy Neyman appointing him Acting Chairman of the 
Department of Statistics for the Spring Semester 1960. 

A note from Bill Fretter reports that he has talked at some length with Frank 
Newman about the special meeting of the Academic Senate on the parking fee. 
The protests are disturbing and Newman feels that< the faculty should support 
the administration on this matter. I approved distributing the statement on 
the parking fee ($50), which Doug Young has drafted, with the call for the 
meeting. 

A letter from Herbert Young (Dean of the College of Letters & Science of the 
Davis campus) requests a letter from me to Ed McMillan expressing my approval 
of the proposal to move the 60-Inch Cyclotron to Davis, prior to their 
submitting a proposal for financing the move to the AEC. 

At 11 a.m. a photographer from the campus yearbook, The Blue and Gold, came in 
to take my picture for the 1959-60 volume. 

George Pettitt brought McConneJl, the new regional representative for the 
National Defense Education Act, to my office to introduce us. I told him 
about my acquaintance with L. G. Derthick, Roy Hall, Homer Babbidge and others 
and about the plans for Hall to visit here next week and for both he and 
Babbidge to meet with the PSAC panel a week from Friday. I gave him a little 
bit of background on the PSAC panel recommendations regarding graduate 
fellowships. 

At noon, as usu a 1 on Tuesdays, I met with my Cabinet in the Conference Room. 
Present were Chernin, Fretter, Malloy, Mauchlan, Sherriffs, Strong and 
Wilkes. Strong reported on his conference with Dave Rynin who wanted to know 
why a decision has been made to sever the appointment of a member of the 
Speech Department without a hearing before the Committee on Privilege and 
Tenure. Ed said that he explained to him that the person has a right to 
appeal the Chancellor's decision before that Committee if he wishes to do so 
and would have a hearing. 

He also informed us that he has talked with Harry Wellman about the meeting 
with Alan Post of the State Finance Department and determined that Post will 
meet only with Wellman, Jim Corley and Ellis Groff and chairmen of the Budget 
Committee and the Educational Policy Committee, past and present. 

Following the Cabinet meeting, Lincoln Constance and I held our regular weekly 
meeting. Constance told me that Lucretia Nelson has agreed to continue as 
Chairman of the Department of Decorative Art for at least another semester, 
and possibly the next academic year, with the understanding that she will 
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delegate a lot of her duties to her colleagues within the department. 

We discussed Charles Aikin's letter regarding staffing the Department of 
Political Science; I shared with Lincoln Errol Mauchlan's analysis of this 
letter, which seems to indicate that the Department has all the positions for 
which it appears to be appealing. Constance will go over this analysis with 
his assistant, Edward Feder, and get back to me. 

Of particular interest to us was the suggestion that we try to recruit 
Zbigniew Brzezinski for East European studies. 

We also talked about the agreement to give Roger Stanier an increase in salary 
in the hope of retaining him here at Berkeley. 

I had a 2:30 p.m. appointment with Tracy Strevey to further discuss the visit 
of the Accreditation Committee. 

I then met with Roger Stanier to try to convince him to stay with us. He told 
me that the main consideration in favor of the Harvard offer were things which 
we couldn't possibly provide at Berkeley. He is particularly concerned about 
the bigness of Berkeley and the proposed expansion to an enrollment of "30,000 
students. I tried to present some of the advantages that could come from 
size--a larger faculty means a larger number of absolute turnover and 
opportunity for increased quality, etc. Stanier then brought up what he 
described as the "slum conditions" of LSB, where he works. I mentioned the 
possibility that Bacteriology and Biochemistry will move to a new building in 
the Hearst-Oxford area. I asked him if salary is a factor in his decision and 
he said that it is really only a minor consideration. I indicated that we are 
willing to give him a raise. We then considered the possibility that Stanier 
might take a leave of absence to visit Harvard, an idea I strongly encouraged. 

At 3:15 p.m. Hiroshi Ohtsuka (Dean of Students at Hokkaido University) paid a 
courtesy visit. 

Immediately after this brief visit, I met with Harry Wellman, Louis DeMonte, 
Elmo Morgan, Ken Pitzer and Ed Strong to discuss the postponement of the 
construction of the Chemistry Building, which.Pitzer is protesting vehemently. 

I raced home to change into black tie for the Awards Dinner of the American 
Institute of Chemical Engineers at the Sheraton Palace Hotel in San Francisco 
this evening. The press conference preceding the program began at 5:30 p.m., 
followed by a cocktail reception; and a dinner accompanied by the 
introductions of dozens of people. 

I spoke from notes on "A Status Report on Nuclear Research", illustrating with 
a number of slides. My talk covered two separate topics: high energy nuclear 
physics and the transuranium elements. In describing high energy nuclear 
physics, I began with the discovery of the muon in cosmic rays in 1936, then 
described the artificial production of pi mesons by C. M. G. Lattes and Eugene 
Gardner in 1948 using the 184-Inch Cyclotron at Berkeley and the discovery of 
the anti-proton and anti-neutron using the Bevatron at Berkeley. I mentioned 
that Emilio Segr~ and Owen Chamberlain are in Sweden tonight in order to 
receive the Nobel Prize in Physics the day after tomorrow for the discovery of 
the anti-proton and the anti-neutron. I described the hydrogen bubble chamber 
and the sequence of increasing sizes of this device that are being put into 
operation at Berkeley in order to continue the work of identifying new 
particles. 
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I then gave a brief overview of the transuranium elements, saying that such 
elements with atomic numbers 93-102 have been synthesized and identified at 
the Radiation Laboratory in Berkeley, starting with the first one in 1940. I 
illustrated both portions of my talk with a number of slides.-

I also gave a brief overview of the number of scientists and engineers 
practicing in the United States today, identifying the number of these who are 
working in research and development and including an estimate of the present 
and immediate production rate of these and pointing out that this rate is not 
adequate and that the United States will suffer from a substantial shortage 
(particularly of engineers) in the coming years. 

Wednesday, December 9, 1959 

I went directly to the Radiation Laboratory this morning, where I dictated a 
few more letters acknowledging congratulations on the Fermi Award before· the 
As soc fate Directors meeting began at 9 a.m. 

When I arrived at my Chancellor•s Office, I had a few minutes to sign some 
correspondence which had been prepared for my signature. A memo to Clark Kerr 
suggests that I appoint a committee to study the feasibility of establishing 
the Institute for the Humanities as an organization separate from the 
University solely funded by foundation grants and throws out the following 
proposed membership: UC representatives Donald Coney, Henry Nash Smith, Ronald 
Walpole and Will Dennes and "outside" representatives E. Morris Cox, Ed 
Heller, Alvin Rockwell, William Roth, and Mrs. Henry Potter Russell. I also 
suggest that instead of locating the Institute on the campus, we might place 
it in either the Strawberry Canyon area or on Chapparal Hill if we acquire it. 

In response to a letter received this date from James·Moulton of PG&E, which 
informed me that PG&E has decided that they will only need a small portion of 
the land at Bodega Head for their power station, I wrote to Richard Hartsook, 
asking him to contact the owner of the property, Mrs. Rose Gaffney, to express 
our interest in the Horseshoe Cove area for the Marine Biological Laboratory 
and to inquire about the availability of the land and the asking price. 

An interesting letter from Hunter Dupree of the History Department informs me 
that he wi 11 be attending a conference organized by the AAAS to discuss the 
propos a 1 that the fed era 1 government create a "Department of Science and 
Technology". Also invited to this meeting are Dael Wolfle, Lloyd Berkner, 
Emmanuel Piore, Don K. Price, James McCormack and James M. Mitchell- a rather 
impressive gathering. He asks for my comments on this suggestion; I have 
asked Bill Fretter to talk with him. 

At noon I walked over to the Men•s Faculty Club to attend an all-afternoon 
meeting of the Intercollegiate Athletic Advisory Council (IAAC), which began 
with lunch. The purpose of the meeting was to continue the dialogue about the 
administrative control of athletics. 

I excused myself from the IAAC meeting at 3 p.m. (they were scheduled to 
continue until 4:30p.m.) in order to walk back over to Dwinelle Hall in time 
for the 3:15 p.m. meeting of the Academic Advisory Committee. Present were 
members L. Constance, W~ R. Dennes, W. B. Fretter, L. M. Grossman, J. D. Hart, 
A. E. Hutson, E. R. Parker, M. A. Stewart, E. W. Strong and guests J. Miles 
and M. Beeler .. 
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I opened the meeting by introducing Josephine Miles and asking her to describe 
her Prose Improvement Program. The aim of the program is to improve student 
prose writing by a) encouraging departments to require prose writing from 
students and b) equipping teaching assistants to evaluate and improve the 
prose of students. The program is based on course 106P (which meets weekly to 
instruct participating T.A.•s in appropriate techniques, methods and 
standards) coupled with departmental cooperation in the use of such T.A. •s. 
After Professor Miles left, the discussion indicated general agreement about 
the value of this program and the need to expand it to include more 
departments and more students. We discussed ideas for broadening the base of 
the program and the need to seek additional financial support for this from 
foundations, endowments or the University budget. 

Ed Strong presented his revised draft memo to Kerr on the subject of 
registration of graduate students and postdoctoral fellows for assignment of 
workload credit and the AAC endorsed it. He then described the proposed 
approach to the meeting with,the legislative analyst (Post) scheduled for next 
week and the Committee agreed that the'panel of past and present Budget 
Committee chairmen might represent the campus. It was suggested that the 
nature and quality of faculty production and.the integrality of instruction 
and research should be stressed. The meeting adjourned at 4:40 p.m. 

I dropped by my office for a few minutes to go over some things with Kitty 
Malloy. Due to the Regents Meeting I will be tied up the rest of this week, 
then I go to the University of Denver to give a speech on Saturday and to 
Washington, D.C. for the PSAC meeting all day Monday and Tuesday morning. I 
won•t be back in my Chancellor•s Office until next Wednesday. 

I then walked over to University House to chair a meeting of the E. 0. 
Lawrence Memorial Committee. Present were Clark Kerr, Ed Carter, Donald 
Cooksey, Bill Fretter, Gerald Hagar, Stan McCaffrey, Don Mclaughlin, Ed 
McMillan, Joseph Mixer, Ed Pauley, Jesse Steinhart, Bob Underhill, Harry 
Wellman, Harvey White, Bill Wurster and Lionel Viales. 

I introduced Harvey White as the newly-appointed Director of the Hall of 
Science. After expressing his pleasure in and enthusiasm for his new job, 
Harvey discussed some of his ideas on the physical plan.for the Hall, the 
inter-relationship of educational and display facilities and the possibility 
of originating TV programs on science from the Hall. He also discussed the 
staff he plans to assemble for the Hall and reported that he hopes that our 
plans can be finalized by the end of 1962 and the Hall ready for occupancy in 
1964. 

Bill Wurster then showed us a map of various possible sites for the Hall, 
expressing his preferred choice for the Chaparral Hill site. Ed Pauley 
expressed opposition to this choice, insisting that it is too far away from 
both the campus and the Radiation Laboratory; he prefers the Fog Bluff site. 
We decided that any of the Regents who would like to visit the proposed sites 
might be taken on a tour tomorrow. I had to leave the meeting at this point 
in order to attend the meeting of the Council of Chief Campus Officers, which 
began at 7 p.m. 

Harry Wellman reported on expected salary increases for 1960-61. He informed 
us that a 10% increase in academic salaries will be recommended to the 
Regents• Finance Committee. A study of academic salaries at five selected 
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universities suggested that a 10% increase should have been made in 1959-60; 
since the state legislature only allocated 5%, the justified increase for 
1960-61 comes to 10%. The prospect for increases in.non-academic salaries 
seems to be about 5%, but we have to wait for a report from the state 
com paring our sa 1 aries with private industry before making a recommendation to 
the Finance Committee. A 5% salary increase for teaching assistants had been 
approved effective Novanber 1, 1959 and will be paid retroactively at the ena 
of th is man th • 

Wellman then presented a report on the meeting of the Academic Council 
yesterday to consider the decentralization of graduate instruction. The 
report presented to them by Bob Brode included the following recommendations: 
1) abolition of the Northern and Southern sectioning of graduate instruction 
under a dean of each section, 2) a graduate dean for each campus offering 
graduate instruction, and 3) a statewide graduate council and graduate dean 
concerned with policy and uniform standards. Although there was opposition to 
this plan from Deans Arlt (UCLA) and Stewart (Berkeley), who prefer to 
continue to report directly to the President instead of to the chief campus 
officer, the Council favored these recommendations. The reaction of the two 
graduate councils has not yet been ascertained. 

Clark Kerr then reported on the progress of negotiations between the state 
colleges and the University through the Liaison Canmittee (which met both 
December 3rd and 8th). Two alternatives are under discussion. The first 
proposes the establishment of a single board for both the University and the 
state colleges with administrative division between the two systems. The 
state colleges oppose this proposal. The second alternative would, by 
constitutional amendment, set up a Board of Trustees for the state college 
sys tern simi 1 ar to the Board of Regents. A coordinating counci 1 consisting of 
12 members (three each from the University, the state colleges, private 
institutions and junior colleges) would review plans and budgets of the two 
systems, and would define the function of state colleges under a 
differentiation of functions limiting than to the master•s degree. The 
University would retain sole jurisdiction over the award of the Ph.D. and 
professional degrees in Architecture, Medicine and Law. The state colleges 
also object to the second alternative, insisting that a 11no man•s land 11 should 
be set up to allow the state colleges to award some doctoral degrees or that 
some cooperative arrangement be made which would allow students to qualify at 
state colleges for doctoral degrees awarded by the University under rules 
determined by the University. 

Jlmong several items briefly discussed in the ranaining few minutes of the 
meeting were: the fact that the State Department of Finance objects to 
providing funds for faculty to travel to out-of-state meetings of learnea 
societies (about which we all argued vigorously and decided that endowment 
funds may be needed to support such important travel); payroll deductions for 
controversial parking fees at Berkeley, San Francisco and Los Angeles; use of 
grant funds for supplementing research travel for subsistence expenses; and 
clarification of rules. governing recruitment of academic staff from California 
institutions {by specifying proposed rank or level of appointment which would 
determine the level of negotiation). On the last of these items, Roger 
Revelle argued that the salary offered to any one individual by more than one 
campus of the University should be identical, that we should compete on other 
grounds. 
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Helen told me that she had lunch with Jane Ross today. She decided not to go 
to the Chemistry Department tea in the afternoon. 

Thursday, December 10, 1959 

As is always the case when the Regents are meeting, essentially my whole day 
is committed to the Regents Meeting. I did have a couple of hours to deal 
with correspondence in my office before the day's schedule began. I signed a 
memo to Clark Kerr suggesting that we seek permission to solicit for support 
of the field station for research in animal behavior (proposed by Frank Beach 
of the Psychology Department) from the Regents at this month's meeting, even 
though the Northern Section Educational Policy Committee has not yet completed 
its review, since delay in transmitting this proposal to the NSF could 
seriously delay the project. 

Another memo to Kerr (drafted by Ed Strong) details at great length the 
proposed system for assigning workload credit for postdoctoral fellows and 
graduate students taking instructional time although not regul~rly enrolled, 
as approved by the Chancellor's Academic Advisory Committee. 

I read an interesting memo from Morgan Harris (Chairman of the Zoology 
Department) in response to my November 12th memo on the subject of General 
Biology. Harris expresses pleasure that 

"the Administration recognizes the strategic role of the field of General 
Biology as a meeting ground for separate biological disciplines, and that 
it is prepared to support vigorous efforts to attract occasional 
outstanding individuals whose interests fall in this area." 

However, he also raises some questions about the possibility that a conflict 
might develop "between urgent teaching needs at the lower division level, ana 
the desire to acquire a talented and promising investigator who might have 
limited utility for this service function" and suggests that special 
appointments in the area of General Biology should, therefore, be supported by 
budget provisions outside normal department resources. That is something we 
have not yet considered doing and which should probably be discussed by the 
Advisory Committee I appointed last month. 

A memo from Clark Kerr to Chief Campus Officers brings two guidelines on 
hazing activities to our attention: 1) "The law does not concern itself with 
trifles." and 2) "When in doubt, don•t.•• Kerr writes, 

"I especially commend"to you the latter statement. If there is any 
question in your mind as to whether a proposed form of initiation or 
activity is in violation of the law, the assumption should be that this 
doubt is enough to prohibit the activity." 

Kerr also requests that each campus• Dean of Students Office require a 
statement each year from all student organization presidents to the effect 
that the president has read the law regarding hazing and that he has conveyed 
the content of it to the membership of his organization. 

Shortly before 11 a.m. I walked down to University Hall to attend the meetiny 
of the Regents Committee on Educational Policy in the Conference Suite there. 
Present were member Regents Carter, Chandler, Boyd, Canaday, Hearst, 
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Steinhart, Pauley, McLaughlin and Kerr and also Regents Hagar and Watson, 
William Forbes, Vice President and General Counsel Cunningham, Vice President 
and Treasurer Underhill, Vice President Wellman, Vice President-Governmental 
Relations Corley, Vice President- Finance Kettler, Vice President-Medical and 
Health Sciences Stull, Vice President-Executive Assistant McCaffrey, 
Chancellors Knudsen, Gould, Spieth and Mrak, Provost Saunders, Deans Aldrich 
and Sheats, Associate Secretary Woolman, Assistant Vice President Oswald, 
Deans Stafford Warren and Kenneth Pitzer, Professors William Dennes, Edgar 
Lazier and Dean McHenry, and Dan Wilkes. 

The first item on the agenda was the consideration of a new museum policy, 
which was presented by Clark Kerr. The policy statement under consideration 
made it clear that University museums are intended only as supplements to the 
teaching curriculum, that they should be specialized (attached to a particular 
discipline or department and located adjacent to the teaching facilities of 
those respective departments) and that they should not be designed for the use 
of the general public. It also spelled out a number of rules about the 
criteria to be considered when accepting a gift of a.museum object and for 
storage and cataloging items not in use. After some discussion of the 
proposed policy statement and objections raised by various Regents, it was 
agreed that no statement is necessary and the agenda item was deferred 
indefinitely. 

At 1 p.m. I met with Clark Kerr and Tom Cunningham to continue our 
never-ending discussion of the matter of administrative control of athletics. 
There was a rather disturbing article in today•s San Francisco Examiner by Don 
Selby, titled "Officials• Friction May Cause Elliott to Quit: Brutal Situation 
Revealed", which describes information received from an anonymous member of 
the Berkeley Athletic Department. In addition to suggesting that Pete Elliott 
is seriously considering an offer from Illinois, the article reports that this 
state of affairs is due to conflicts in the department (a "Hastings-Engelhard 
rift .. ). It quotes the anonymous informant as saying, 

11There•s no definition of authority. Nobody in the department knows who•s 
boss. Each one of them (Hastings and Engelhard) tries to be boss, and if 
a coach goes to one of them, he alienates the other. Each is jealous of 
the other, and the friction has caused a cleavage that has been widening 
over the years. It•s a brutal situation ... 

Also mentioned is the rumor that Engelhard is going to lose his job, which 
Engelhard said he had no reason to believe was the case. Obviously, we will 
have to move soon on setting up the new system for administrative control of 
athletics. Such publicity (particularly attributing problems to personality 
conflicts) is very damaging to the University•s athletic program and will 
surely put the alumni up in arms. 

The Regents Committee on Grounds and Buildings met beginning at 2 p.m. in 150 
University Hall. Present were Regent members Steinhart, Boyd, Carter, 
Chandler, Hearst, Smith, Watson, Pauley, McLaughlin and Kerr. Also present 
were Regent Sullivan, William Forbes, Vice President and General Counsel 
Cunningham, Vice President and Treasurer Underhill, Vice President Wellman, 
Vice President-Governmental Relations Corley, Vtce President-Executive 
Assistant McCaffrey, Chancellors Knudsen, Gould, Spieth, Mrak and I, Provost 
Saunders, Deans Aldrich and Sheats, Associate Secretary Woolman, Assistant 
Vice President Oswald, Vice Chancellor Young, Director Revelle, Engineer 
Weaver, Architect Evans, Assistant to the Vice President-Governmental 
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Relations and Projects Neddersen, Deans Pitzer, Warren and Wurster, Principal 
Architect McElvy, Elmo Morgan, Real Estate Officer Hartsook, Director of 
Finance Carr, Dan Wilkes and Elizabeth 0. Hansen. 

The Committee voted to recommend to the Board approval of the appointment of 
Eldridge T. Spencer as an architectural adviser for the EOl Memorial Hall. I 
mentioned that we have not yet decided whether to have an architectural 
competition for the design of the Hall or to follow the more traditional 
appointment procedure; in either case, we would need an adviser. 

After the committee meeting, Dan Wilkes and I took off for the Contra Costa 
Country Club to squeeze in nine holes of golf. It goes without saying that 
Dan played the better game; however, I didn•t do too badly, with a score of 49 
compared with his 42. 

I went by our house and picked up Helen for the evening•s activities 
celebrating the dedication of eight new residence halls. Our first stop was a 
large cocktail party hosted by Don and Sylvia Mclaughlin at their home on 
Hawthorne Terrace in Berkeley. 

From there we proceeded to Unit #1 (located on College Avenue between Channing 
and.Durant- the site of the Elliott boarding house that I lived in during the 
second year of my graduate work), the only unit occupied thus far, where the 
opening festivities are being held in the central dining commons. Over 600 
people were invited to the ceremonies, which were preceded by a large dinner 
party in Freeborn Hall. Clark Kerr presided over the ceremonies, at which 
State Director of Finance John E. Carr (representing Governor Brown) formally 
presented the residence halls to the University, Chairman of the Board of 
Regents Donald Mclaughlin accepted on behalf of the Regents and I did so on 
behalf of the Berkeley campus. 

In my remarks I jokingly referred to the 11 0ctober 38th 11 anticipated date of 
completion, coined by the students to describe the problems that we have had 
completing the buildings and furnishing them for occupancy with such useful 
items as wastebaskets, mirrors and shower curtains. I reminded those pre~ent 
of the accomplishments of those University friends who have been honored by 
having the residence halls named after them and spoke of the high expectations 
we have for improved quality of student life. In particular, I emphasized 
what the new Faculty Fellows program has to offer in enriching student 
dormitory life and thanked those who helped to establish and are implementing 
this program. I then invited the guests to go on a tour of the buildings, 
guided by the student residents. 

Friday, December 11, 1959- Denver 

When I arrived at my office this morning I signed a long letter, which t-'lilt 
Chernin had drafted for me, to the Board of Directors of the San Francisco Bay 
Area Rapid Transit District to express our feeling that the proposed location 
of the subway station on Shattuck south of University is not sufficiently 
close to the campus 11 Center of gravity 11 at Bancroft and Telegraph and to ask 
them to consider the location of the station more carefully, with thought to 
the needs of the University•s thousands of commuters. 

I then walked down to University Hall to attend the Regents Committee on 
Finance in the Conference Suite. Present were members Pauley, Hagar, Boyd, 
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Carter, Hansen, Naffziger, Steinhart and Kerr and guests Governor Brown, 
Regents Canaday, Chandler, Hearst, Olson, Sullivan and Watson; William Forbes, 
Vice President and General Counsel Cunningham, Vice President and Secretary 
and Treasurer Underhill, Vice President Wellman, Vice President-Governmental 
Relations Corley, Vice President-Executive Assistant McCaffrey, Vice 
President-Medical and Health Services Stull, Vice President-Finance Kettler, 
Chancellors Knudsen, Gould, Spieth and Mrak, Provost Saunders, Director 
Revelle, Dean Aldrich, Associate Secretary Woolman, Assistant Vice Presidents 
Mille_r ·and Oswald, Assistant Treasurer Thomson, Vice Chancellor Young, 
Director. Revelle, Engineer Weaver, Dean Warren, Assistant to the Vice 
President- Governmental Relations and Projects Neddersen, Elmo Morgan, 
Director of Finance Carr, and Dan Wilkes. 

Of particular interest to me was the recommendation of the Committee that a 
seven months• extension in time (from December 31, 1959 to July 31, 1960) be 
granted for the return to the University Fund of the $35,000 advanced on 
November 21, 1958 to initiate the Ernest 0. Lawrence Memorial; and that a 
portion of said funds be authorized for payment of the salary of the Director 
of the Hall of Science. 

The matter of nonacademic salary scales was also discussed. Vice President 
Corley reported that it is present policy to adjust such salary ranges based 
on prevailing rates for comparable service in private and public employment, 
including the California State service. The State has not yet presented its 
recommendations for 1960-61, but as soon as the information is available the 
scales at the University will be adjusted to remain in line. Kerr advised us 
that active recruiting of academic staff for next year will take place during 
the next few weeks and that we are faced with the dilemma that we won•t have 
an approved budget until rather late. He, therefore, proposed that subject to 
the provisions of the Standing Orders, he or his designated representative, be 
authorized to commit the University to appointments of additional non-tenure 
academic staff in departments of instruction and research, effective on or 
after July 1, 1960, on the basis of workload but not of improved level of 
service. The Committee will so recommend. 

Kerr also described the interest of the Ford Foundation in establishing a 
center for non-Western area studies (i.e., East Asia and Africa) and informed 
the Regents of the statewide committee on area research (under the 
chairmanship of Harry Wellman) that has already been appointed. He requested 
permission to apply to the Ford Foundation for a grant not to exceed $3 
million to support this area research 1960-70. State Director of Finance Carr 
asked a number of questions about this and it was explained that each grant is 
self-sufficient, and that while University office and laboratory space might 
be used, the salaries of staff, research assistants, travel expenses and 
incidental costs are covered by the grant. In addition most grants provide 
some overhead to cover administration and operating costs. In regard to 
personnel, Kerr advised that it is the policy of the University that no staff 
can be hired under an outside grant which might constitute a continu,ing 
obligation or a tenure appointment. The University does not solicit grants in 
order to hire additional faculty, although part of the salary of regular 
faculty might be carried by outside funds. For instance, that portion of a 
faculty member•s time which is devoted to a sponsored research project i~ paid 
for by the project funds. 

I recommended to the Committee that Kerr also be authorized to solicit a grant 
from the National Science Foundation in the amount of $364,200 for the 
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construction of the Animal Behavior Field Station, explaining that this has 
not yet been approved by the Northern Section Educational Policy Committee and 
the urgent reasons for hurrying up the normal process. The Committee voted to 
approve the project, "subject to appropriate review by the Academic Senate". 

Governor Brown mentioned that he has learned of certain difficulties being 
experienced by six students from Kenya presently at Diablo Valley Junior 
College. The students wish to continue their studies at Berkeley, but are 
unable to pay the nonresident student fees. Brown recognized that a waiver of 
the nonresident fee could set an undesirable precedent; however, he still 
wanted to see what could be done to assist them. He pointed out that Kenya 
will probably gain its independence within the next five or six years and that 
it does not have any higher educational institutions at all. He said that he 
feels that since Kenyan young people who have come to this country for an 
education will take up positions of leadership when they return to their 
homeland and that for that reason we should have a genuine interest in helping 
them while they are here. Kerr suggested that while it probably won•t be 
possible to waive the nonresident fees, some sort of assistance (scholarships 
or grants?) should be able to be arranged. He reported that there is only one 
person holding a Ph.D. degree in all of Kenya and he is a Berkeley alumnus (in 
Political Science). This alumnus has raised a good bit of money in his own 
country and here in the United States to enable other students to come to this 
country, with the hope that many of them will be able to study at the 
University of California. Kerr promised to report directly to Governor Brown 
about whatever arrangements to help these students can be worked out. 

Ed Carter mentioned to me during one of the breaks that I should probably 
arrange with an investment counselor to invest my $50,000 Fermi Award. He 
recommended Willis & Christy and said that he will call David R. Smith to get 
in touch with me. 

I went with the group to the Regents luncheon, but had to leave early to catch 
my plane and could not stay for the meeting of the Board of Regents in the 
afternoon •. A driver picked me up at the door and drove me to the San 
Francisco Airport, where I boarded United Flight #624 which departed at 2:10 
p.m. and arrived at Denver at 7:55 p.m. As I had had a bite to eat on the 
plane, I went directly to my hotel, the Hotel Brown Palace West and took 
advantage of the opportunity to retire early. 

Saturday, December 12, 1959 

My day began rather early this morning with an 8 a.m. interview for the local 
newspapers at my hotel. 

At 9:30 a.m. Byron E. Cohn, Director of the Saturday In-Service Institute at 
the University of Denver, to which I will be speaking later this morning, 
picked me up at the hotel and drove me to the University campus. 

I spoke on "The Synthetic Elements", illustrated with 20 slides, at 10:30 
a.m. The audience consisted mostly of high school teachers enrolled at the 
Institute. They seemed very interested by my talk and asked a number of 
questions at its conclusion. 

After the lecture, Byron Cohn accompanied me to the Tiffin Inn, where a 
luncheon party had been organized in my honor. Among the guests at the 
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luncheon were a number of presidents of colleges and universities in Colorado, 
including Chester Alter (University of Denver), Louis Benezet (Colorado 
College) and John W. Vanderwilt {Colorado School of the Mines). Also invited, 
as a courtesy to me, were Eleanor and Bob Finley. (Eleanor [Dakin] is the 
sister of Virginia Grahame, the widow of my graduate student research partner, 
David Grahame.) 

During the afternoon I visited with Ebba Rockel, a relative on my mother•s 
father•s side who lives in Denver. 

I 6rice again spent the night at the Hotel Brown Palace West, there being no 
conv~nient flights out of Denver to Washington, D.C. until tomorrow afternoon. 

Sunday, December 13, 1959- Denver- Washington, D.C. 

I enjoyed a slow Sunday morning this morning, reading the local papers over my 
breakfast. I then went out to the Denver Airport and caught United Flight 
#736, which left at 12:40 p.m. and arrived in Washington, D.C. at 8:25 p.m. 
(The trip was longer than one might expect due to a stopover at Kansas City.) 
I spent the night at the Statler Hilton Hotel. 

Monday, December 14, 1959- Washington; D.C. 

After breakfast in the coffee shop of the Statler Hilton Hotel, I walked to 
the nearby Executive Office Building to attend in Room 220 the meeting of the 
President•s Science Advisory Committee (PSAC). 

In the course of the executive session (which lasted from 9:30a.m. to 11:30 
a.m.) I learned that the Federal Council for Science and Technology has come 
out in favor of the federal government providing buildings or partly providing 
for buildings for research at universities. The Bureau of the Budget has 
accepted this as national policy. AEC Chairman John McCone is still 
uncertain, but will eventually have to accept this as policy in the case of 
the Inorganic Materials Laboratory at Berkeley. The National Science 
Foundation has $15 million in the budget for such purposes in the fiscal year 
1960-61. 

At 11 a.m. I stepped out to take a phone call from Roy Hall (U.S. Office of 
Education). He wants me to be a member of an ad hoc committee to consider the 
future of mass media in education. Other members would be Dick Hall, Ken 
Oberholtzer, Cyrus Braum, Leroy Collins (Governor of Florida), Harold Hunt 
(Harvard University), Elliot Richardson, and Bill Spaulding. The committee 
would consider unused educational TV channels, the splitting of channels in 
the future, the preparation of books to go with educational TV, national 
linkage of educational TV stations, financing and so forth. He saia that he 
will discuss this with me when he sees me in Berkeley at the meeting of the 
Pariel on Basic Research and Graduate Education at the end df this week. 

At the end of the morning Herbert Scoville (CIA) made a presentation on the 
Soviet continental defense system. The members of PSAC had lunch in the White 
House mess. During lunch I invited George Kistiakowsky to give an 
approximately 15 minute talk at a University Meeting at Berkeley; he indicated 
that he may work this into a trip to the West Coast, but it is indefinite and 
it would have to be after February. The topic would be on the need for 
scientific literacy. 
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The afternoon meeting was devoted to the discussion of the report of Jim 
Killian's Panel on Technical Aspects of Arms Limitation. Most of the 
Committee was favorable to the presentation, but Rabi was insistent that the 
plan presented would only increase the armaments race. He indicated that he 
doesn't believe in the concept of secure deterrence, which is central to the 
plan. 

I left the meeting at about 3:30p.m. to take a taxi to the Capitol Building 
for my appointment with Vice President Nixon in the Vice President's formal 
office. I met with him from 4:14 p.m. until 5 p.m. We discussed education. 
He asked me if there had been noticeable improvements since Sputnik. I said 
yes, but not enough--it is better than 1900 but nor good enough for the 
mid-20th century in our country's present posture. We need improvement in 
fundamentals like English composition and arithmetic, better salaries for 
teachers, continuing summer teachers institutes, better textbooks. (I 
mentioned the U.C. Chern Project.) He is interested in the use of TV so I 
described NET and the Hagerstown experiment to him. I said that more federal 
aid is needed at the University level, that such aid to science in 
universities has been successful and is now indispensable and I described the 
need for federal construction of university buildings (telling him about the 
recent favorable decision of the Federal Council for Science and Technology in 
this regard). His young brother (29 years old) has recently decided to go 
into teaching. I got the impression that he will work some of these ideas 
into his speeches. He said he considers some of Admiral Rickover's ideas to 
be too extreme. 

I urged him to work for the removal of the disclaimer prov1s1on of the student 
loan section of the NDEA. He said he would, that the administration is united 
in opposition to this. He urged us to continue to participate in the loan 
program, not to make public statements (but rather work behind the scenes by 
talking to the relevant people--public statements in opposition too often 
antagonize the people we are trying to win over). I also urged that PSAC 
remain non-political and continue to be so upon the change of administration 
in 1961,_ to which he .also agreed. 

We also talked about the 1960 presidential race. He considers the Republican 
nomination will go to either himself or Nelson Rockefeller and that both will 
have to enter the New Hampshire primary before the February 8th deadline. He 
thinks the Democratic nomination will go to either Stuart Symington or Adlai 
Stevenson. He said that he has a low opinion of the former but regards the 
latter as an intelligent and formidable adversary. 

I suggested that the government should give out about ten awards a year, at 
about $10,000 each, to scientists below the top level bracket. I said that 
the returns would more than justify the expense and would have a tremendous 
effect on morale. He seemed interested and in thinking about it said that 
perhaps $5,000 tax-free (and hence worth about ~7,000 to $8,000) would be 
about right. 

He suggested that we get together from time to time on future trips, say in 
two or three months next time, to discuss things in general, like the U.S. 
space program, etc. 

When I returned to the PSAC meeting in the Executive Office Building, it was 
just adjourning for the day. I talked with Isidor Rabi (a member of the 
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Barnard Medal Committee) and he said that he would nominate for the Barnard 
Medal Martin Deutsch (for work on positronium and angular correlation of beta 
and gamma radiations and s<o forth) and Leon Lederman (for work on the meson 
magnetic moment and parity). 

I had dinner in the coffee shop of the Statler Hilton Hotel. 

Tuesday, December 15, 1959- Washington, D.C. and Home 

After breakfast in the Statler Hilton coffee shop, I walked to the Executive 
Office Building to attend in Room 220 the continuing meeting of PSAC, which 
began at about 9 a.m. The first presentation was by AEC Chairman John McCone 
who spoke on the organization for research and development in the Soviet 
Union. After his talk I spoke to him and inquired about the status of funding 
by the AEC for the high flux isotope reactor (HFIR) at Oak Ridge; he told me 
that he thinks that it is in the budget for next year, but that he will look 
into it and let me know. 

Following McCone•s presentation, there was a presentation by Hendrik Bode and 
Rufus C. Ling on the findings of the interagency panel on the evaluation of 
the U.S. and Soviet accomplishments in outer space. This presentation 
stimulated so much and prolonged discussion that the rest of the program, 
which was a presentation of the Limited Warfare Report by Howard P. Robertson, 
had to be curtailed. 

!<had a quick lunch at a hamburger joint and then took the airport limousine 
to the Baltimore Airport, where I boarded TWA Flight #61, which left at about 
3 p.m. and arrived at the San Francisco Airport at about 7 p.m. I then took a 
taxi to the Berkeley campus, where my car was parked. I went to the Faculty 
Club to attend the remainder of the annual Christmas dinner. 

Wednesday, December 16, 1959 

I went directly to the Radiation Laboratory this morning to attend the 
Associate Directors meeting at 9 a.m. Waiting for me at the Lab was a letter 
from the New York Academy of Sciences informing me that I have been elected a 
Fellow of the Academy, which is quite an honor. I spent a few minutes after 
the Associate Directors meeting, conferring with my graduate students and 
colleagues on the Hill and then headed down to the campus to my Dwinelle Hall 
office. 

Almost as soon as I arrived, I placed a phone call to Dick Erickson in 
response to his letter of December lOth. I suggested that George Leitmann and 
Raymond Sontag be invited on the Chancellor•s tour. We agreed that I will 
send them letters of invitation immediately. I also told him that Helen will 
not be able to join the tour, since she would rather not leave the children 
alone (particularly little Dianne). 

Among the huge stack of papers on my desk were three letters responding to my 
memo on General Biology, from Wendell Stanley, Melvin Calvin and Edward 
Adelberg. All three letters comment on the implication that new methods/ 
means of appointment might be instituted to recruit and appoint faculty in the 
area of General Biology. Stanley and Adelberg ask a number of questions about 
this and Calvin makes a number of suggestions, among them that we emphasize 

December 1959- Page 23 



the appointment of young men at the instructorship or assistant professorship 
level. There seems to be general agreement that departments will not 
cooperate with making appointments in the Gen.eral Biology area unless 
exceptional appointment means are instituted which do not have an impact on 
that department•s projected staff plans. 

I also noticed in my mail that two new patents were issued to me with 
yesterday•s date, Patent No. 2,917,358 Uranous Iodate as a Carrier for 
Plutonium (with D. R. Miller and S. G. Thompson) and Patent No. 2,917,361 
Method of Recovering Elements of an Atomic Number below 95 (with R. A. James). 

The Chancellor•s Advisory Administrative Council met in the conference room at 
12:15 p.m. Present were F. T. Tyler (for W. A. Brownell), M. Chernin, D. 
Coney, L. Constance, J. P. Danton, L. A. DeMonte, W. B. Fretter, C. C. 
Gilliam, E. T. Grether, J. D. Hart, A. Hutson, F. L. Kidner, M. W. Morgan, N. 
M. Mundell, E. Parker, K. S. Pitzer, w. L. Prosser, K. Ryerson, W. F. Shepard, 
A. C. Sherriffs, C. E. Smith, M. A. Stewart, E. W. Strong, H. J. Vaux, J. R • 

. Whinnery, D. M. Wilkes, 0. W. Wilson, W. W. Wurster and guest, Alan Ribera, an 
assistant landscape architect. 

I made a report on the CCCO and Regents meetings and then introduced Allen 
Ribera, who (in the absence of his boss, Frank Church) presented the 
comprehensive landscape plan which was reviewed in detail by the Campus 
Planning Committee recently. We then discussed the Grether report on junior 
and irregular teaching personnel (copies of which were distributed). The 
meeting adjourned at 3 p.m. 

I stepped out of the meeting briefly around 2 p.m. to speak by phone•with Vice 
Chancellor Bill Young of UCLA. I told him that a leak on athletic 
reorganization was extensively reported on the front page of today•s Oakland 
Tribune and read him a few highlights of the article. He expressed 
appreciation of being kept informed and hope that we will be able to get away 
with giving minimal attention to the press. I remarked that I think "no 
comment" responses always antagonize the press and stressed the importance of 
giving out information (however. little) that will prove true in the light of 
later events. He told me that he feels that UCLA is in general accord with 
the draft paper on the reorganization of athletic administration, although a 
few details need to be worked out. He will let me know the particulars on 
this after consulting with the faculty ad hoc advisory committee on 
reorganization at UCLA. 

At shortly after 3 p.m. I presided over a meeting to discuss the progress of 
the athletic reorganization with members of the ASUC Executive Committee. 
Present were Frank Kidner, Carl Nordly, Bill Hawley, George Link, Joanne 
Thebolt, Charlene Conrad, Gloria Larry, Dave Armor, Charles Cutter, Dick 
Thinger, Henry Schacht, Bill Shepard and Alex Sherriffs. I first presented a 
brief history of the process of consultation with faculty, students and alumni 
that we have employed in considering a change in the system of control of 
athletics. I pointed out that a special Chancellor•s advisory committee, the 
Academic Senate Committee on Athletics, alumni groups and student surveys all 
support a University departmental form of organization with clear lines of 
authority and responsibility, an Advisory Board with promise for effective 
voice by students, faculty and alumni, and an Intercollegiate Athletic 
Director with a job description tailored to the new organization. I noted 
that all of these groups would report directly to the Chancellor. I commented 
also on our desire to establish similar systems here and at UCLA and our 
consultation with them as a result of this desire. 
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There followed a discussion by the students (with free participation by others 
present) of this plan. In the process several matters were clarified, 
including the advisory role of the Board, the fact that although the ASUC will 
lose income, it will also save expenses and in connection with the latter, the 
fact that the Memorial Stadium would become a University responsibility rather 
than the ASUC's. It seemed as though the students are ready to accept this 
change, on the whole. 

After the meeting broke up, at a little after 5 p.m., I returned to my office 
to go over some more correspondence, etc. At 5:45 p.m. I met with Aaron 
Gordon to discuss the faculty needs of the Business Administration 
Department. He indicated that they badly need an econometrician (mathematical 
economist) and suggested several possible candidates: Leo Hurwicz (University 
of Minnesota), Kenneth Arrow (Stanford) and Paul Samuelson (MIT). We 
discussed various alternative ways of filling this position. 

I then drove home for a quick dinner before returning to the campus for the 
annual Christmas University Meeting, which began at 8 p.m. in Harmon Gym. I 
opened the meeting (to which the University community public are also invited) 
with a few brief remarks introducing Stephen Pepper (Mills Professor of 
Intellectual and Moral Philosophy and Civil Policy, Emeritus) as "one of the 
University•s most distinguished and loved elder statesmen." Pepper then gave 
the "Christmas message", remarks of about five minutes on the joys of the 
season. As is the tradition, the balance of the evening's program was devoted 
to Christmas music, featuring performances by the University Glee Club and 
Treble Clef and traditional Christmas carols by all those present. The 
Christmas meeting is always a happy occasion; I particularly enjoy the carols 
since they are among the few songs to which I remember the words. 

Thursday, December 17, 1959 

I spent the first part of the morning in my office signing a lot of letters. 
A letter recommending the appointment of Humphrey Kitto (Professor of Greek at 
the University of Bristol and an authority on Greek drama) as Sather Professor 
of Classical Literature in 1960-61 went to President Kerr. 

I sent a brief note of congratulation to Ed Carter on his selection for the 
1959 Tobe Award for Distinguished Contribution to American Retailing; I also 
sent a more formal note to Tobe & Associates for inclusion in a "Golden Book 
of Tribute" they are preparing to give him at the award ceremonies. 

On the advice of Jim Hart, I agreed to add my name to the list of sponsors for 
Library Week in Contra Costa County. 

Unfortunately, we received a formal inquiry from Walt Byers, Executive 
Director of the NCAA, at the direction of their Committee on Infractions, 
about Herm Weiner's recruitment activities. The accompanying allegations are 
quite disturbing. (What is more disturbing is that they may well be true .•. ) 

Bob Connick wrote me an interesting letter on the General Biology subject; he 
suggests that we should reshuffle related departments into one large 
Department of Biology and that instead of recruiting authorities in the field, 
we seek out promising young scientists here at Berkeley and encourage their 
development, a technique which has proved very successful in other fields, 
such as our own Chemistry. 

December 1959- Page 25 



At 11 a.m. Alex Sherriffs and I met with coaches to discuss the planned change 
in administrative control of athletics. 

At noon my Cabinet met, as is our custom, with our lunches in the Conference 
Room. Present were: Fretter, Hart, Malloy, Mauchlan, Sherriffs and Strong. 
We discussed a number of issues. 

Anna Carol summarized plans for University Meetings for the rest of this 
academic year. We are going to try to get Aldous Huxley or Archibald Macleish 
for February and Dag Hammarskjold for April. 

I announced that the Federal Council for Science and Technology has come out 
in favor of the federal government providing buildings or partly providing 
buildings for research at universities and that the Bureau of the Budget has 
accepted this as national policy. 

I also reported on the CCCO and Regents Meeting. 

At 2:20p.m. I received a phone call from Bill Oakley of AEC ·chairman John 
McCone's office responding to a question I posed to McCone at the PSAC meeting 
on Tuesday. He informed me that the high flux isotope reactor (HFIR) for Oak 
Ridge is still in the AEC budget for $12 million. 

I.then met with Bob Kerley and told him that we wish to offer him the title 
Executive Officer-Business and Finance. I passed on some of the remarks made 
at the Cabinet meeting this afternoon which indicated the strong support he 
has among the Cabinet. A lot of people recognize what a good job he has been 
doing and I think he should be aware of that appreciation. I told him that 
the Accounting Office will be under his jurisdiction but that I wouldn't want 
to see a change in the relationship between Norman Mundell and Errol Mauchlan. 

The meeting with Kerley delayed my meeting with Lincoln Constance by a bit, so 
we didn't get started until almost 3 p.m. We spent the entire time discussing 
the academic staffing needs of various L&S departments. 

A photographer from the Personnel Office came in to take a picture of me for 
inclusion in the program for orientation of new employees. 

At 4 p.m. I walked over to Room 155 for the ceremonies connected with the 
presentation of a portrait of the late Professor Edward Tolman of Psychology. 
Mark R. Rosenzweig (Associate Professor of Psychology) formally presented the 
portrait of Tolman, who died this year. This ceremony also served as a sort 
of memorial service. In accepting the portrait, I chose to read the citation 
which Tolman received with his honorary degree from the University on Charter 
Day last year, having learned from both his friends and his wife how much he 
valued that honor. 

Friday, December 18, 1959 

The PSAC Panel on Basic Research and Graduate Education is meeting all day 
today and tomorrow until noon. We have reserved the Regents Conference Room 
(Room 221) in Sproul Hall for these meetings. Attending the meeting were 
members Bill Fretter, Alan T. Waterman, Frederick E. Terman, Henry E. Bent, 
Herbert S. Conrad, George W. Beadle, Roy M. Hall, 0. Meredith Wilson, McGeorge 
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Bundy and Roger Revelle, and staff members Robert N. Kreidler and George D. 
Lukes. I presided, as Chairman of the Panel. 

I asked Henry Bent about developments in the Office of Education following 
receipt of our recommendations on allocation of graduate fellowships under 
Title IV of the NDEA. He answered that careful consideration is being given 
to those recommendations and that it appears that of the 1500 fellowships to 
be awarded in the current program, two-thirds will go to social science and 
humanities students and fellowships in engineering will be doubled. He also 
noted that heavy emphasis is being given to mathematics, especially in regard 
to teacher training. We then discussed in some aetail the ideal way in which 
this fellowship program might improve graduate education. 

Bob Kreidler then informed the group of the recently revised policy which 
allows federal agencies to provide financial support to universities for 
research facilities, including buildings. There followed a long discussion 
about the historical background of this issue (of which Alan Waterman proviaed 
a sweeping view) and of the changing times, which mean that civil service is 
not as attractive to scientists as it was during the depression, when 
government jobs provided better salaries, better opportunities and more 
security than private industry. We decided that our report should include 
particular reference to the role of research facilities in government 
laboratories and the climate for creative research vis-a-vis the pursuit in 
universities of basic research in tandem with the education process. 

I hosted a luncheon in my conference room in Dwinelle Hall for the Panel 
members and then we returned to Sproul Hall and tackled the larger question of 
the intent of our Panel report and what areas we would like to cover. It was 
a fascinating and, I believe, extremely productive conversation in which 
everyone seemed to be vitally interested. 

We adjourned at 5:30 p.m. for cocktails at University House, followed by 
dinner at 6 p.m. The dialogue about graduate education and basic research 
continued through dinner, for the most part. 

Saturday, December 19, 1959 

The PSAC Panel meeting continued this morning, beginning at 9 a.m. and 
concluding after lunch. Most of today•s meeting was devoted to reaching 
agreement on who would be responsible for writing what sections of the Panel 
report. We agreed that the final report should be about 7,000 words in length 
and that we will assume responsibility as follows: 

Terman- Introduction 

Bundy- The importance of the research process to the 
educational process 

Revelle- The increasing quantity of basic research and the 
need for a supply of first rate scientists 

Fretter, Waterman and I- The historical role of the federal government in 
basic research and graduate education and the 
need to both recognize and extend this, also the 
role of large research laboratories 
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Beadle-

Bent and Hall-

Wilson-

Questions about the requirements for a Ph.D. 
degree and the importance of both research and 
exposure to teaching in this educational process 

Improving stability, continuity, and variety in 
basic research and graduate education efforts by 
improving support mechanisms 

Special problems of "middle size" institutions 
in basic research and graduate education 

We concluded our meeting, feeling well-satisfied with this start on the 
project, with a luncheon at the Men•s Faculty Club. The campus is very quiet 
since most of the students have already left for the Christmas holiday. 

I dropped by my office for a few minutes on my way home and looked over some 
of the correspondence, etc. A memo from Clark Kerr announces the appointment 
of A. Harry Bliss as statewide Coordinator of Environmental Health and 
Safety. This new office replaces the Office of the University Physician, the 
statewide Divisions of Radiation Safety, Sanitation, Occupational Health and 
Safety Engineering and the University Safety and Disaster Preparedness 
Coordinator. It also indicates that the Chief Campus Officer is now 
responsible for disaster preparedness on each campus. 

Harry Wellman wrote to inform me that he is not willing to make a special 
provision of two half FTE as an addition to the 1960-61 budget of the 
Department of Physics in order to fund the appointment of Nicholas Metropolis 
and John Simpson. He suggests, as an alternative, the use of Berkeley campus 
endowment funds. 

I also signed a recommendation for my graduate student Eldon Haines for a 
National Science Foundation fellowship. 

Sunday, December 20, 1959 

Stan Thompson, Dan Wilkes and I played a full 18 holes of golf at the Contra 
Costa Country Club today. Scores were 97 for Stan, 93 for me and 80 for Dan .• 

I am really looking forward to the Christmas holiday to catch up on some 
scientific reading, etc., and just take a break. 

Monday, December 21, 1959 

The Christmas recess officially begins this morning. Instruction will not 
resume until January 2nd and the campus area seems almost deserted. I went, 
as usual on Mondays, to the Radiation Laboratory first thing this morning. 
Since things will be slow in the Chancellor•s Office, I spent more time than 
usual on the Hill, visiting with my graduate students and discussing the 
progress of research in our Chemistry group. 

After the regular brown bag luncheon meeting, I drove down to the campus to my 
Dwinelle Hall office. I signed a number of letters which had been prepared 
for my signature. 
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A long letter to Kerr passes on the recommendations of a special committee to 
study facilities for a University Cultural Center. Prefacing the report, I 
quoted a faculty member who has said, "the feast provided by the University 
for the intellectual and cultural nourishment of its students is served up in 
courses... I suggest that a University Art Center might be located on the 
southernside of Bancroft Way, across the street from Kroeber Hall and might 
contain the following components: 1) an art gallery, 2) a printing and 
sculptu~e studio, 3) music practice and listening rooms, 3) a drama workshop, 
4) a conference center and 5) a library. The memo includes recommended square 
footage for each of these spaces and a wealth of detail about how they might 
be used. 

I also sent Kerr the informal record of the meeting I held on December 16th 
with members of the ASUC Executive Committee to discuss the reorganization of 
intercollegiate athletics administration, pointing out that no formal 
recommendation was read to the students and that I informed the students that 
areas requiring consultation and revi~ion remain part of the picture. 

I wrote to Ed Pauley to let him know that I have passed on some of his 
comments about the selection of a site for the Lawrence Memorial Hall to Bob 
Underhill, Ed. McMillan, Eldridge T. Spencer, and Harvey White and have asked 
them also to include Bill Wurster in the discussions. I also extenaed Helen's 
and my best wishes to his daughter, Susan, whose engagement was announced in 
this morning's papers. 

At 2:30p.m. I had an appointment with Lev Akobjanoff (for which Bill Fretter 
sat in). It was clear from the conversation that Akobjanoff doesn't want to 
terminate his employment. He spoke of a conversation with Bill last October 
in which he thinks Bill offered him the opportunity of working out at Richmond 
on the sea water conversion project and he intimated that if this was so, he 
is ready to take up the offer subject to assurance from us that Stewart would 
treat him right. When I said that I doubt that there is a place for him on 
the project, he intimated that he might have to go to people in Sacramento to 
point out Howe's inefficiencies and to try to get the project "straightened 
out". He expressed disappointment that I couldn't step in and place him, over 
Howe's objections, iri a position. He spoke of a patent matter in which he 
felt that as a result of having signed an agreement with the University which 
has some potential financial returns to him that there was some obligation of 
the University to carry him on until the research is concluded. This has to 
do with the use of a capillary filter and he seemed to be more interested in 
the uses other than those of sea water conversion for which he didn't appear 
to be very hopeful. 

At 4:15 p.m. I telephoned Dick Erickson and told him that Helen and I have to 
regret the invitation to go to Hawaii with the alumni tour in April. I told 
him that I will be glad to make a statement to read at the functions in Hawaii 
and he will get back in touch with me about that. 

Tuesday, December 22, 1959 

The most exciting piece of mail on my desk this morning was a notificati-on 
that I have been selected for the Joseph Priestley Award of Dickinson College 
for 1960. The ceremonies are scheduled for Carlisle, Pennsylvania, on March 
24, 1960. 
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I signed a letter appointing Leroy Bromley Acting Chairman of the Department 
of Chemical Engineering for the Spring Semester 1960. 

To Clark Kerr I wrote requesting an immediate decision concerning the nature 
of the organization for business affairs on this campus, in particular, 
information about whether the Cresap report recommendation for a Vice 
Chancellor for Business Affairs will be adopted. I notified him that Bob 
Kerley has decided to accept the position of Business Manager at New York 
University and that I will need to appoint a temporary Acting Business fvlanager 
(probably Forrest Tregea, who has been Acting Associate Business Manager for 
the past year and a half) if a permanent replacement for Kerley has not been 
found by the time he leaves. I told him that I wish to appoint a committee to 
assist me in filling the position and cannot give it a proper charge until we 
know what position we are to fill. 

I read a rather distressing memo from Alex Sherriffs describing the situation 
regarding the overcommitment in an amount of $40,000 -$50,000 of funds to 
grants-in-aid and subsistence for athletes. According to Alex, Greg Engelhard 
commits funds, but does not keep books to let him know how much he has 
committed! Bud Hastings, who is responsible for Engelhard, has not instituted 
any controls, despite the fact that this same situation occurred last year! 
As ·Alex says, 11 A most peculiarly run railroad 11

• I wrote a note to Alex, 
asking him to get a letter of evaluation from Engelhard through Hastings as 
soon as possible. · 

Daniel Arnon (Plant Physiology) responded to my memo regarding General Biology 
with an interesting suggestion, that we establish a new Department of 
Experimental Biology, specifically to work in interdisciplinary biological 
research. 

At 10:30 a.m. I received a telephone call from David Henry (President of the 
University of Illinois) who apologized for not calling me earlier regarding 
Pete Elliott•s acceptance of their offer to coach the Illinois football team. 
We agreed that a press release announcing this should go out immediately. Dan 
Wilkes will draft this for release this afternoon. 

Tom Pigford and I met at 11:30 a.m. to discuss the status of the Nuclear 
Engineering Department. He is concerned particularly about the status of a 
department, such as his, which has only graduate students. We discussed the 
question of facilities. He is not following conventional lines, since he 
doesn•t like the idea of demonstration labs as graduate labs. I said that I 
agree with this, that one cannot conduct Ph.D. research except through 
experimentation. They have a 100 milliwatt research reactor- 20% u235 with 
homogeneous polyethylene, which is not very useful. They will use an omnitron 
(Larry Ruby•s 0-T machine) for pulsed neutron work in a temporary building 
(loaned from Livermore). They want a new 10 kilowatt reactor in the new 
Engineering building. I pointed out the possible use of the 88-Inch 
Cyclotron. He told me that he wants to study fission gas diffusion, including 
the effect of coatings, thermal stress gradients, etc. He is most interested 
in materials for reactors, and said that perhaps in the future he may be 
interested in chemical processing of nuclear fuels. 

I told him that they will get 27;000 square feet in the new Engineering 
building and suggested the possibility of AEC funds for unusual building 
features. The main question on his mind was the character of the facilities, 
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i.e., provisions for handling of radioactivity, the reactor and shielding. I 
told him to keep in touch with Bill Fretter on this. 

Another large problem concerned the Materials Research part of his program. 
We talked about whether he should go along with Earl Parker (approaching ARPA) 
or with Ken Pitzer (AEC). After much discussion we decided that since he 
needs the money very soon, he should go along with ARPA, but try to keep 
channels open to AEC for long range support. I stressed the importance of 
keeping Ken Pitzer informed on this. 

I met with my Cabinet at noon. Present were Chernin, Fretter, Hart, Malloy, 
Mauchlan, Sherriffs, Strong and Wilkes. Today•s meeting served as a useful 
occasion for re-capping a lot of what has been happening lately. 

Harry Wellman called at about 2:30 p.m. to ask if I have any objection to 
having the discussion of parking fees at the November Regents Meeting removed 
from Executive Session; I do not. 

At 3 p.m. I met with Robert Blum (Asia Foundation). He invited me to become a 
member of the Board of Directors of the Asia Foundation, which I declined due 
to my heavy schedule. We left it that if I ever see an opening in my 
schedule, I will get in touch with him and we will reopen the question. 

At 4 p.m. I met with Clark Kerr to talk about my letter concerning the need 
for a decision on the kind of person we want to replace Bob Kerley. Kerr, I 
believe, has taken the attitude that if the campus makes a recommendation as 
to what structure we want, he will act. Jim Hart has talked with him about 
the Cabinet's feeling about a vice chancellorship. I am inclined to ask for a 
Business Manager (doing what Kerley is doing) reporting to a Vice Chancellor. 
I am a little nervous about asking for a fourth vice chancellorship. 

Patent No. 2,918,349, Extraction of Plutonium Values from Organic Solutions, 
was issued to me today. 

Helen and I hosted a Christmas party for all of the Chancellor's 
administrative and office staff at our home this evening. We had a buffet 
supper and our kids participated. 

Wednesday, December 23, 1959 

At 11:15 a.m. I met with Ted Vermuelen to discuss developments in the 
Department of Chemical Engineering and plans for the new Chemistry building 
further. 

At 11:30 a.m. I faced the task of informing Esmond Snell about my decision 
regarding the location of his group. I told him that I am forced to the 
conclusion that his group will be located on the Oxford corner where he was 
scheduled to go. I told him that we can't put all the people we are planning 
to put in the other ~ite, let alone his group, and that I am going to tell 
Wendell Stanley that if he really persists, we will study the situation 
further as to his group's future site. Snell agreed on all this and I told 
him how glad I am that he has taken this view. 

I then called Stanley and told him that we have looked over the expansion 
possibilities at his end of the campus and that we can•t possibly fit him in, 
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that we are even short 40,000 square feet on our future plans and may have to 
ask the Radiation Laboratory for this extra square footage. I informed him 
that I have told Snell that Biochemistry will be located at the other end of 
the campus (the Oxford site) and that we had to make this decision finally, as 
we are late as it is. For the Virus Laboratory and Virology there is no 
immediate deadline. However, the site has an ultimate capacity of 150,000 
square feet, which would give him ample room and we would like to get them on 
the priority list. I asked that if he can see his way clear and get support 
from his department, I would appreciate an answer soon. He wanted to know 
what the priority for his building would be if he moves to Oxford Street; I 
answered one to two years after Biochemistry, and if he stays at his present 
site, at least five years. 

Around noon I called Bill Prosser and told him that I would like to talk with 
Adrian Kragen about taking on the Faculty Assistant job (half-time) in the 
Chancellor•s Office n~xt semester. After he got over the initial shock, he 
was quite cheerful and willing for me to talk with Kragen. 

I met with Kragen at 1:30 p.m. and described the faculty assistantship 
position. He said that he will look into his schedule, his teaching 
commitments, etc. and let me know by Monday. 

At 2 p.m. I met with Greg Engelhard to deal with the very difficult task of 
discussing arrangements for his possibly leaving his position as Director of 
Athletics. 

I received a call from Stan McCaffrey at 2:45 p.m. He put in a good word for 
Bud Hastings and I said that we would have to be assured that Greg Engelhara 
and Bud would work together. He talked about Lee Mclean, a UCLA graduate who 
is doing some fundraising for UCLA ana may become their chief fundraising 
person (like Mixer is here). He suggested that Mclean might be helpful in the 
EOL Memorial campaign. 

I then met with Sam Silver in my office and reviewed with him the arrangements 
for his taking over the directorship of the Space Sciences Laboratory. He 
told me that he plans to discuss the plans for the Space Sciences Lab with 
Herb York and others in Washington. He would like to establish a coordinating 
committee for the SSL and I asked him to discuss this and other questions with 
Bill Fretter. 

The Academic Advisory Committee met in the Conference Room at 3:15 p.m. 
Present were members L. Constance, S. Elberg, W. B. Fretter, L. M. Grossman, 
J. D. Hart, G. Mackinney, J. W. MacSwain, M. A. Stewart, E. W. Strong, and W. 
D. Gwinn (for Earl Parker). The entire meeting was devoted to a discussion of 
the history and future of the Medical Physics Program. Nothing was resolved; 
we decided to continue the discussion at future meetings. 

The Committee on Campus Planning meeting began at 4:30p.m. Don Mclaughlin, 
Bill Wurster and I are the only members of this committee and we were all 
present. Also attending (at various points in the meeting) were John 
Whinnery, Mitchell Van Bourg, Noboru Nakamura, Harold Gilbert, Jim Hart, Ed 
Strong, Sandy Elberg, Louis DeMonte, Norman Dyer, and A. R. Wagner. A good 
part of the meeting was dedicated to the discussion of the needs of the 
College of Engineering, as represented by Dean Whinnery.' We talked about the 
possibility of moving some of the highly specialized facilities of Unit #l to 
the Richmond Field Station, with the intent of both keeping· the project within 
budget·and gaining maximum flexibility of centrally-located space. 
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Van Bourg, principal of the executive architect firm appointed, presented 
drawings of the plans for the Engineering-Hesse Courtyard Building. The 
Committee raised the question of the possibility of inclusion of a second 
story but acceded to Van Bourg •s judgement that the small amount of additional 
space gained would be outweighed by the loss of amenity and the related 
architectural problems of so doing. 

In discussion of the site for the Lawrence Memorial, Don Mclaughlin said that 
the proposed site of Chaparral Hill is far from having full approval, and that 
members of the EOL Memorial Committee seem to favor a location above Fog 
Bluff. Those present expressed concern that a magnificent site and location 
of superior region-wide accessibility may be overlooked in favor of a less 
accessible location which may ultimately restrict academic and research 
expansion. The meeting adjourned shortly after 7 p.m. 

I then went to the basketball game between Cal and Michigan State. Cal 
defeated Michigan, 71-60. 

Thursday;, Decerrber 24, 1959 

Today, Christmas Eve, was a holiday. I read a few Chancellor's papers, 
including a memorandum from David J. Armor (President of the ASUC) quoting a 
resolution passed unanimously by the ASUC Executive Committee at their meeting 
of Noverrber 30th, 11 The Executive Committee requests the Chancellor to 
investigate the feasibility of making degree checks for each student prior to 
entering his Senior year ... I will certainly look into this. 

In the afternoon I played 18 holes of golf with Dan Wilkes at the Contra Costa 
Country Club. Dan shot a 77 and I shot a 93, which included pars on the 
seventh, tenth, twelfth and fifteenth holes. 

We had our traditional Swedish Christmas Eve dinner, prepared with the help of 
my mother and including lutfisk, potato sausage and saffron buns. After 
dinner we exchanged gifts that had been placed under the Christmas tree. I 
took movies with my Bell & Howell camera of Helen, the kids, my mother, and 
Jeanette and Ray. · 

Friday, December 25, 1959 

This roorning, as usual, the kids were up a little earlier than they should 
have been in order to rush to the Christmas tree in the 1 iving room to see 
what Santa Claus· brought them last night. 

I spent the day at home with the family. We had the usual Christmas dinner of 
turkey with all the trimmings, prepared by Helen, my mother and Jeanette. 

Saturday, Decerrb er 26, 1959 

Today was spent at home with my family. 
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Left, my mother with baby Dianne, and Right, my sister with Dianne 

A break (apparently unwelcome from the boys• point of view) from Ping Pong 
L to R: Lynne, Dave and Steve Seaberg 
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Sunday, December 27, 1959- Los Angeles 

I spent the morning at home and then in the afternoon Helen drove Lynne and me 
to the San Francisco Airport, where we boarded United Airlines Flight #584, 
which left at about 3 p.m. and arrived at the Burbank Airport at about 4:40 
p.m. Here we were met by Jeanette, who drove us to our South Gate home, where 
we had dinner and spent the night. 

Monday, December 28, 1959- Palm Desert 

Lynne and I drove to Palm Desert to the Deep Canyon Ranch, owned by Regent 
Philip L. Boyd, where we arrived in the early afternoon. Jim Cobble met us 
there and Phil Boyd showed us around the ranchhouse and the barns. We are 
planning to stay here on our vacation for the next few days, although we are 
finding it much colder than we had expected. We prepared some dinner in the 
ranchhouse and spent the evening trying to keep warm. 

Tuesday, December 29, 1959- Palm Desert 

Lynne, Jim and I played golf at the Bermuda Dunes Country Club, where Phil 
Boyd is a member. This is a hard, tough course and I shot 95 for 18 holes and 
Lynne shot 150. This was Jim•s first round of golf so we aidn•t keep any 
score for him. 

After dinner at the ranchhouse, we drove to Palm Springs, where we attended a 
.dr i ve-in movie, managing to keep warm enough to get by. 

Wednesday, December 30, 1959- Palm Desert 

Lynne and I drove to Indio, where we played on the Cochran Ranch Golf Course. 
We played nine holes and I shot a 45 and Lynne, a 71. Jim didn•t accompany 
us, but went to the Bermuda Dunes Country Club, where he intended to go 
swimming, but as we learned when we joined him at the ranchhouse in the 
afternoon, he found it too cold to swim. 

We again had some dinner in the ranchhouse and then spent the evening trying 
to keep warm. 

Thursday, December 31, 1959- Palm Desert 

Lynne , Jim and I played golf in the nine hole course, the Shadow Mountain Club 
at Palm Desert. I shot a 30, Lynne, a 42, and Jim, a 45 for the nine holes 
and then I played the second nine holes, shooting a 29 while Lynne and Jim 
waited at the clubhouse. 

In the evening we drove to Indio to the Cochran Ranch for a New Year•s Eve 
party, which was hosted by Jacqueline Cochran. Among the guests were Beverly 
Hanson (the golf professional) and Ed Teller (who performed at the piano in a 
manner that seemed to indicate that he had had a little too much to drink). 
Fred Waring and his wife and a number of his singers were present and 
performed for us. We stayed there to watch the new year in and then returned 
to the ranchhouse at Deep Canyon Ranch in Palm Desert to spend the night. 
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Friday, January 1, 1960- Palm Springs 

Lynne, Jim Cobble and I watched the Rose Bowl football game on television 
today. Washington defeated Wisconsin, 44-8. Washington•s quartyerback, Bob 
Schloredt, led his team to victory in a game in which Wisconsin was favored to 
win by 6 1/2 points. 

Saturday, January 2, 1960- Palm Springs- Los Angeles and Home 

After saying goodbye to Jim Cobble, Lynne and I drove from Palm Springs to 
South Gate to visit my mother. We then went to the Los Angeles Airport and 
caught a flight to San Francisco, where Helen picked us up and brought us home 
to Lafayette. This vacation with Lynne was really delightful. With a family 
of eight now, it is seldom that we manage to get that special private time 
with an individual child. Lynne is growing up into quite a lovely young lady
and shows signs of making a pretty good golf player, too! 

Sunday, January 3, 1960 

I spent the day today catching up on what has been happening with Helen, the 
boys and Dianne during Lynne•s and my vacation absence and reading scientific 
journals, etc. Tomorrow it•s back to the Chancellor•s Office and the push of 
responsibilities there. The holidays have certainly been a nice break. 

Monday, January 4, 1960 

I went directly to the Radiation Lab this morning, where I greeted Sherman 
Fried, who started his position (in charge of the heavy isotope production 
program) last week. I dictated a few more letters acknowledging 
congratulations on the Fermi Award and met with my students before the 
Chemistry staff meeting at noon. 

When I arrived at the Chancellor•s Office at about 1:30 p.m. I settled down 
immediately to reviewing the stacks of correspondence that had accumulated on 
my desk during the Christmas holidays. 

A copy of the Master Plan for Higher Education was forwarded to me by Clark 
Kerr, with a nice cover note saying, 

11 I appreciate very much the help and advice you gave while these 
recommendations were being developed, and I hope that your assistance will 
continue to be available in the months just ahead, as we proceed to the 
implementation of the principles agreed upon by the two Boards. Again, 
thank you for your help. 11 

· 

This bulky document will require careful study; I only skimmed it today. am 
pleased to note that graduate work for the Ph.D. remains with UC; there is 
also an interesting provision for Ph.D. work at state colleges 11 in 
collaboration with a UC campus. 

Amonq the letters I signed was one to Clark Kerr forwarding the proposal for 
ChemStudy for review and approval by the Regents at their January meeting and 
informing him that it will require a grant of $125,053 from the National 
Science Foundation. 
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I also forwarded the plea written by Donald Shively for additional nonresident 
scholarships titled "University Scholarships for Students from Africa" to 
Kerr, along with my hearty endorsement. (This originates from Governor 
Brown•s expression at the December Regents Meeting of interest in helping 
Kenyan students to attend the University.) 

At 2:05 p.m. I received a telephone call from James Russell regarding the 
January 22nd meeting at the California Teachers Association Headquarters. He 
told me that they will start at 1:30 p.m. to suit my schedule and that Bill 
Fretter will be invited. (Lee DuBridge attended a meeting that they held in 
Los Angeles.) 

At 2:30 p.m. Sandy Elberg and I met (with Kitty Malloy sitting in) to discuss 
the work of the Campus Planning Committee and to prepare for the meeting with 
Harry Wellman and statewide planners and architects, which followed. Elberg 
and I then walked down to University Hall, where the meeting was held in Room 
742 (Conference Room). Attending the 3 p.m. meeting were Elberg and I, 
Wellman, Roscoe Weaver, Robert Evans, Robert Walen, Luigi Ousmet, George 
Pettitt and Louis DeMonte. We discussed the document "University 1960-61 
Major Capital Improvement Outlay Program•• which was distributed and the 
tentative action on this by the State Department of Finance. All of the items 
under the column headed "Tentatively Approved" were accepted except the 
Environmental Design Project #32. In the second column, all items below #4 
will be accepted except the Land Acqujsition ("Purchases of Necessity and 
Opportunity••) and, if necessary, the equipment part of the Mulford Hall 
Genetics Project. Also, all of this depends on our getting the $700,000 for 
Minor Capital Improvements. If we do not get this, we will try to make up the 
deficiency by doing the purchase of Stephens and Eshleman Halls in 
stages--Stephens, first. 

Adrian Kragen called at about 4:45 p.m. to accept my offer of the position of 
Faculty Assistant to the Chancellor during the Spring Semester (while Bill 
Fretter serves as Acting Chancellor during Ed Strong•s sabbatical) and to let 
me know that he will be working in the Chancellor•s Office in the afternoons 
and will begin working on February 1st. 

Tuesday, January 5, 1960 

This morning I woke up with a dreadful migraine headache. I am told that most 
people "outgrow" these headaches as they get older; I certainly hope that I 
will. I find it impossible to function when one really has hold of me. I 
spent the morning in bed, trying to throw it off, and felt enough improved by 
afternoon to drag myself out of bed and drive to Berkeley in.time to keep my 
2:15 p.m. appointment in my office with John Whinnery, Samuel A. Schaaf and 
Tom Pigford to discuss the plans for Engineering Building Unit I. 

I then gathered up a number of papers from my desk and returned home to my 
bed. Later in the evening, when my headache had eased up enough to allow me 
to read, I worked in my study reading the correspondence, etc. from my office. 

In response to a letter from Clark Kerr requesting my recommendation of an 
appropriate title~ etc. for the Business Manager position which will be 
vacated by Bob Kerley next month, I signed a memo drafted by Milt Cher~in 
recommending Campus Business Manager III within the current range for the 
position of $12,000 to $15,288 annually and asking his permission to proceed 
with the recruitment for this position. 
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I also signed a notice to the Academic Senate, Berkeley Division, regarding 
the meeting called for January 13, 1960 on the new parking program and 
enclosing information on this subject which was not available in time for the 
first printing of the call for the meeting. 

Wednesday, January 6, 1960 

I spent the first part of the morning in my office working on correspondence, 
etc. I read the minutes of the meeting of my Cabinet which I missed yesterday 
due to my migraine. All of my staff were present. The meeti~g served as an 
occasion for exchange of information on the progress of various assignments 
the staff has undertaken. No earthshaking announcements or decisions were 
made in my absence. 

I wrote to Robert Scalapino (Political Science) and George Leitmann 
(Engineering Design) to invite them to join me on the Chancellor•s tour of 
alumni groups in the state February 8th- lOth. We will be visiting Monterey, 
King City, Santa Cruz, Hollister and San Jose this year. 

At 10:20 a.m. Bob Kreidler called to let me know that William Rubey 
(Geological Survey) is very over-obligated so I said let•s not ask him to 
serve on my PSAC Panel. He also wanted to let me know that Bernard Berelson 
will come in for Saturday morning, January 16th, and that Rubey, Thomas B. 
Nolan (Geological Survey), and Howard A. Wilcox (Department of Defense) will 
also be invited. Baker will also join the Panel and will attend the next 
meeting. Kisty will ask us to meet with the Life Sciences group and said that 
he hopes our panel report will cover this. I suggested that they come to our 
meeting in Berkeley on March 5th and 6th. 

Beginning at 12:15 p.~. I presided over a meeting of the Chancellor•s Advisory 
Administrative Council (CAAC) in the Conference Room. Attending were members 
W. A. Brownell, M. Chernin, D. Coney, L. Constance, J. P. Danton, L.A. 
DeMonte, W. B. Fretter, C. C. Gilliam, E. T. Grether, J. D.· Hart, A. Hutson, 
R. Kerley, F. L. Kidner, E. M. McMillan, M. W. Morgan, N. M. Mundell, E. 
Parker, K. S. Pitzer, W. L. Prosser, K. Ryerson, W. F. Shepard, A. C. 
Sherriffs, C. E. Smith, M. A. Stewart, E. W. Strong, H. J. Vaux, J. R. 
Whinnery, D. M. Wilkes and W. W. Wurster and guest E. E. Snell. 

I continued (from the last meeting of the CAAC) my report on the December 
Regents ~leet i ng. I noted that Stan McCaffrey has asked us to use the 
abbreviation 11 UCB 11 to denote the Berkeley campus rather than the more common 
uucu to be consistent with the official name now in use of ••university of 
California, Berkeley11

• 

Bob Kerley reported on the status of a law passed by Congress in 1958 
providing that a simplified grant procedure be used in applying for research 
funds instead of a contracting procedure. It now appears that the government 
in its implementation is going to make the procedure more complicated than was 
intended. Kerley urged us to bring pressure to bear for correct 
implementation of this law. 

Lincoln Constance presented his draft proposal for amendment of the rules 
regarding 11 E11 grades, which was discussed at some length. 
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Frank Kidner then reported on the plan to change administrative control of 
interco1legiate athletics from the ASUC to the University. 

I distributed a memo describing the history of the plan to charge annual 
parking fees on the campus in support of the costs of building additional 
structures for parking and another memo on this subject by Daniel Landes, 
urging the Councfl members to study both memos carefully before the meeting of 
the Academic Senate next week. 

I then presided over the meeting of the Academic Advisory Committee, which 
began at 3:15 p.m. Members present included L. Constance, S. Elberg, W. B. 
Fretter, L. M. Grossman, J. D. Hart, A. E. Hutson, G. Mackinney, J. W. 
MacSwain, E. R. Parker, M.A. Stewart and E. W. Strong. Robley Williams was 
also invited in order to participate in our continuing review of the Medical 
Physics Program, to which much of the meeting was devoted. I also brought the 
memoranda on parking fees to the group•s attention. The meeting adjourned at 
4:50 p.m. 

I returned to my office and read some correspondence, etc., before heading 
home. Wally Haas wrote to inform me of a meeting with former tennis player 
alumnus and new tennis coach Chet Murphy and to express support for our 
efforts to improve the number and quality of courts on the campus. 

Thursday, January 7, 1960 

At 10:40 a.m. I called John Lawrence and invited him to attend the next 
meeting of the Academic Advisory Committee on January 20th, at which time we 
will continue our discussion of the Medical Physics program. 

I then returned a call from Stan McCaffrey, who suggested that I might want to 
meet with Logan Wilson (President of the University of Texas) when he visits 
our campus on Friday, January 29th. 

He also mentioned that Edward H. Siems (a member of the UC Alumni Council) 
might qualify for our Business Manager position. He will send me more 
information on Siems. 

From 11 a.m. until noon I held my regular Student Office hour. 

Jim Cobble and I met for lunch at Larry Blake•s on Telegraph. He had talked 
with Ken Pitzer and was disappointed that Ken didn•t offer him a position in 
the Department of Chemistry as, he believes, he had been previously led to 
expect. I offered to intervene, but he said he doesn•t want me to do so. 

I met with Bill Fretter at 2 p.m. to talk about arrangements for Adrian Kragen 
to take over his responsibilities as Faculty Assistant to the Chancellor 
during Bill•s absence in the Spring Semester. 

Lincoln Constance and I held our weekly meeting at 2:30p.m. Constance 
discovered that he had brought the wrong folder with him to our meeting and 
telephoned his assistant Feder to ask him to bring the right one along. 

While we were waiting we held a rather interesting conversation about the 
state of affairs in L&S as a whole. Constance asked me whether or not I am 
satisfied with the functioning of the College, since he sometimes thinks--or 
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has had intimations that others thought--that they are not sufficiently 
conversant of all the matters they should be within their own area, are too 
unconcerned about the effects of their activities on other parts of the 
campus, or are not moving to· accept properly those duties they should ·be 
assuming in consequence of the decentralization process now going on. 

I indicated that I do not feel, nor do I believe my staff feels, any general 
dissatisfaction. I noted that I have had only two criticisms of L&S: 1) the 
comment of Tracy Strevey of the Western College Association team that L&S 
appeared to be somehat too complex to administer as a single unit (which, I 
admitted, appears to have some validity); and 2) the recurring complaints by 
students that they are not always given courteous treatment in the Dean's 
Office. Constance seemed to be reassured by this conversation. We then 
quickly went over a number of administrative details. 

At 3:30p.m. Ed Strong and I met with Paul Taylor, Thomas Blaisdell and Stefan 
Riesenfeld to discuss the draft proposal for a Ford Foundation grant to the 
University in support of non-European area studies. Taylor reported that 
members of the Executive Committee of the Institute of International Studies 
(liS) and chairmen of the centers have submitted comments on the arrangements 
proposed for administration of the grant. The comments unanimously deplore 
the ill-conceived arrangements for administration (and, apparently, the 
reaction from Los Angeles was the same). Riesenfeld and Taylor pointed out 
that there are four statewide committees, two already appointed and two 
proposed, among which area studies are being distributed without provision for 
coordination between these four committees. The decision which located the 
administrative center for Latin American Studies at Santa Barbara does not 
meet with the approval of Latin-Americanists at Los Angeles and Berkeley. 
With respect to distribution of the funds, the Slavic Center is pleased by 
being allocated more by SCAR than had been recommended by the Executive 
Committee of the IIS. The amount allocated to Asian Studies, however, has 
been drastically reduced and, in consequence, Walter Galenson no longer 
desires to continue as Chairman of the Center. 

I attended a meeting of the Campus Planning Committee in my Conference Room, 
beginning at 4:30 p.m. Chairman Don Mclaughlin presided; also present were 
member Bill Wurster, and guests (at various points in the course of the 
meeting) Jim Hart, Bill Fretter, Eldridge Spencer, Alton Lee, Robert Kitchen, 
Vernon DeMars, Donald Hardison, Jean Walton, Alan Ribera, Louis DeMonte, 
Norman Dyer, and A. R. Wagner. 

The first four items on the agenda concerned plans for expansion at the 
Radiation Laboratory: the additions to Building 50 and 71, the Biomedical 
Complex (replacing Donner Laboratory) and the selection of an architectural 
firm for the Decontamination Building. · 

Alan Ribera (representing Supervising Landscape Architect Thomas Church) ana 
Jean Walton (representing Executive Landscape Architect Lawrence Halprin) then 
presented the plans for landscaping the area surrounding the new Student 
Center, with which we were all pleased. 

I mentioned that Tom Pigford has stated that the proposed reactor and wind 
tunnel are reasonable and desirable components of Engineering Unit I and we 
agreed that Bill Fretter and I should convey this information to Harry 
Wellman. The meeting adjourned at about 6:30 p.m. 
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Helen attended the Prytanean formal initiation and dessert function at 
Stepheos Union this evening. 

Friday, January 8, 1960 

When I arrived at my office in Dwinelle this morning, I settled down 
immediately to trying to clear up correspondence, etc. 

I signed a letter to Clark Kerr, drafted by Errol Mauchlan, urging that the 
University take steps 11 to stimulate and encourage all federal agencies to 
provide research support in the form of grants 11 instead of requiring us to 
enter into complicated contractual arrangements. The letter points out that 
the grant process has been successfully used by the National Science 
Foundation and the National Institutes of Health and that the contract process 
(employed by, among others, the Department of Defense) is not only cumbersome 
and outdated, but was also designed originally for use with profit-making 
contractors supplying materiel, etc. The letter concludes by noting, 

110n September 6, 1958, upon the recommendation of the ~ational Science 
Foundation and the Bureau of the Budget, Congress passed Public Law 85-934 
in order to relieve the government and the universities of this 
unnecessary administrative burden. The law authorized •the head of each 
agency of the Federal Government authorized to enter into contracts for 
basic scientific research with non-profit institutions of higher 
education ••• to make grants to such institutions for the support of such 
basic scientific research, • and to pass title to equipment (under either 
grant or contract) to the institution. So far, none of the DOD agencies 
has instituted a grant system (although the Office of Naval Research is 
now working on implementaton details for such a system and has made 
preliminary arrangements to transfer title to certain equipment acquired 
under existing ONR contracts to the University). There are indications, 
moreover, that most of the DOD agencies will tend to inject into their 
grant mechani.sm (if they employ the device at all) enough special 
requirements and provisions to justify retention of their present contract 
administrative staff and to delay indefinitely any significant 
simplification of the property system. 

Because of the unreasonable amount of non-productive effort required of 
University scientific personnel as well as University administrative 
personnel under the present contract property systems, I think it 
important that the University press for the use of grants of maximum 
simplicity by the federal government agencies ... 

I also signed letters to E. Morris Cox, William M. Roth, Edward H. Heller, and 
Mrs. Henry Potter Russell, inviting them to serve on an informal advisory 
committee to assist me in developing plans for an Institute for the 
Humanities. Faculty members of the committee will be Librarian Donald Coney, 
William R. Dennes, Henry Nash Smith and Ronald N. Walpole. Jim Hart did an 
excellent job drafting this letter for me; I was particularly pleased by the 
way that he used mention of Howard Mumford Jones• book One Great Society to 
introduce my rationale for feeling that such an institute would make an 
important contribution to learning. 

As a follow-up to the meeting of the Campus Planning Committee yesterday, I 
wrote to John K. Pierce (General Manager of the San Francisco Bay Area Rapid 
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Transit District) to invite him, Kenneth Hoover (chief engineer) and J. E. 
Everson (project manager) to attend a meeting of the Committee in the near 
future to discuss the needs and desires of the Berkeley campus with respect to 
the plans for a rapid transit system. 

I also signed a letter, prepared by Yoshi Uchida at the Rad Lab, to Dick 
Erickson, nominating John McCone for this year's Alumnus of the Year Award. 

At 11:30 a.m. I met with Harry Wellman at his office in University Hall. We 
discussed the feeling on the Berkeley campus that we are not getting the 
statewide support necessary to retain our eminence, a feeling brought about by 
the small amount of improvement money allocated this year. Wellman feels that 
our support in other ways has been very good and said that he thinks that we 
have had almost no refusals on such things as over-scale appointments and 
promotions. He suggested that Errol Mauchlan make a summary of the record on 
this, including cases in which Wellman has gone along with the Budget 
Committee rather than the Chancellor. The entire conversation was amicable. 

We also discussed the need for more economy in designing buildings 
(particularly Biochemistry, which we should have another look at to see 
whether there could be more savings). I told him that Bill Fretter and I have 
studied the need for a nuclear reactor and wind tunnel in Engineering Unit #1 
and have decided that it is necessary for graduate and undergraduate teaching 
on campus, so we will recommend its inclusion. 

I tried to explain to him the unanimous dissatisfaction with administrative 
aspects especially of the $3 million proposal that went to the Ford Foundation 
for support of area studies and the adverse reaction to his letter of December 
29, 1959, asking for full campus support. We discussed the meaning of 
administrative control of a given area study on a local campus and what this 
means to another campus engaged in studying that same area. I emphasized that 
this is a central issue. I described the nature of some of the 
dissatisfaction. We continued the discussion through lunch until 1:30 p.m. 

Then we reconvened at 2 p.m. with Bob Brode, Dean McHenry and Ed Strong to 
continue the discussion. There is general disagreement as to what was meant 
by administrative control from a campus; statewide will try to clarify this. 
It was agreed that the Tayler-Blaisdell response to the December 29th letter 
would be along the lines of saying that the present proposal is unsatisfactory 
and then outlining some alternative suggestions in the order of campus 
desirability. In the course of the discussion, I asked for definition of the 
so-called African formula. McHenry was of the opinion that this merely means 
that an area study center on one campus couldn't be duplicated on another 
campus using the same grant, such as the Ford grant, but if the scholar 
strength is present on the second campus, such a center would be initiated 
using other sources of support. The meeting broke up at about 3:30p.m. 

Before leaving. University Hall I dropped by Elmo Morgan's office to talk 
briefly about the loss of Bob Kerley and the opening for a Berkeley Business 
Manager. Morgan had read my two letters to Kerr and Kerr's letter to me and I 
explained the time sequence. I told him the reasons that we are recommending 
maintaining the status quo are that it has worked well in the past and that if 
the position were established as a vice chancellorship, it would almost have 
to be filled by a man of faculty caliber and I doubt that we could have four 
vice chancellors--that if we could, that would be satisfactory; however, this 
might raise problems in con~ection with this vice chancellor's status relative 
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to that of the other three vice chancellors. Morgan suggested S. A. Musser of 
Los Alamos as a possible candidate for the position. · 

When I returned to my office, I read a wire from Ed Pauley: 

11Reference your 1 etter of Dec 21, re Lawrence Ha 11 site. I waul d 
recommend that at this time we have informal meeting rather than formal 
one. Regards ... 

I read an interesting letter from Don Blessing, who is pushing the idea of 
hiring Eddie Erdelatz as our new football coach. He mentions that during the 
past ten days, he has contacted all 18 of the prominent alumni who attended my 
meeting last fall to discuss the administrative control of athletics and that 
all 18 are for Erdelatz. Blessing makes an interesting comment: 

11 I feel that we can win with good coaching at the University while still 
maintaining our high scholastic requirements. We do not have to win, as a 
matter of fact, but just look good losing which our friend Pete Elliott 
was never able to do. Proof of the matter is that Stanford had one of the 
worst teams in history, yet their attendance was as good as ever because 
they made a 11 the games in teres ti ng. 11 

At 5 p.m. I telephoned Nella Pace to discuss the report of today•s date of his 
Athletic Policy Committee. I began with the item in the last paragraph, 
saying that the policy on post-season games of the AAWU was determined over a 
year ago and announced to the press at that time and I asked him to inform his 
committee of that. I said that in the future we will consult with the 
committee on anything that important. 

With respect to delaying the selection of a coach until the athletic policy 
and. criteria for qualifications of the coach could be established this would 
make it necessary to appoint an assistant coach because other candidates 
wouldn•t be available that long. I also pointed out that any of the eligible 
assistant coaches probably wouldn•t accept a one year appointment nor could 
they get any assistance on such a basis. We left it that we would try to pick 
a coach meeting the committee•s predicted criteria and that I would consult 
with the committee, presenting the coach and his qualifications before an 
appointment would be made. 

I met Art Campbell and Arthur Roe for dinner at the Durant Hotel to talk about 
the progress of our CHEM Study project and to discuss the organization of 
tomorrow•s meeting. 

Saturday, January 9, 1960 

The meeting (which I presided over, as Chairman) of the Steering Committee for 
the CHEM Study project convened at 9 a.m. at University House. Present were 
Art Campbell, Arthur Roe, Leonard Nash, Warren Everote, W. H. Freeman, 
Cleveland Lane, Don Mclaughlin, Carl J. Nieman, Cecil Parker, Kenneth Pitzer, 
Bob Rice, Charles Price, Robert Silber, Bradford R. Stanerson, Grant Vest ana 
Roy Whistler. The only members who were unable to attend this first meeting 
today were Bryce Crawford, Henry Eyring, Ralph Tyler, and Farrington Daniels. 

The entire day was spent discussing the present proposal for CHEM Study to 
NSF; the objectives of the curriculum development project {elementary, 
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secondary, higher and graduate schools, average and gifted students, 
professional students and students who do not go on to graduate school); the 
organization of the Steering Committee; liaison with schools, professional 
organizations, etc.; teacher preparation; textbooks, monographs; films; 
experimental materials; testing and evaluation; distribution of information; 
calendar of operations and scheduling of meetings; and budget. 

Out of our discussion came a strong conviction that it is essential to 
minimize the gaps between the various groups working on curriculum problems in 
the high school, both from the professional standpoint and those already 
actively engaged in high school teaching. I feel the composition of the 
Steering Committee itself, our wide contacts and our initial relationships 
with the other groups and with the high schools are such as to minimize the 
chance of adverse reactions. We decided to concentrate on high school 
projects for the average student, as an initial focus. An Executive Committee 
(consisting of Freeman, Nieman, Parker, Pitzer, Rice and Vest) was set up 
since they are all from the West Coast and can assemble with minimum 
difficulty. 

The agenda item on liaison with schools led to a good many suggestions on how 
to establish and maintain the best liaison with the schools. There was 
general agreement that the high schools participating in the first year might 
well be centered in two or three geographical areas, and that the teachers 
participating might meet once a week with a local professional chemist who is 
actively engaged in the project in order to discuss the mutual problems and to 
insure as quick and efficient feedback as we can achieve into the continuing 
design of materials for the following years. 

Art Campbell reported that he is already working on an outline of a possible 
approach to high school textbooks. It was pointed out that there is 
relatively small point in designing experiments either for lecture or 
laboratory unless the high schools arrange to have more time for laboratory 
and more time for the teacher to prepare and give experiments in lecture. 
Various suggestions were made such as "pre-bottled" lecture experiments which 
would be distributed to high schools on a national basis. We decided to 
explore this idea further. 

We discussed at some length the timetable for completing this project and 
arrived at a very ambitious goal. During July the contributors will meet in 
Claremont, California, for a six weeks session when they will produce the 
materials to be tried in the high schools next fall. During August some 20 or 
30 high school teachers will be meeting in Claremont to become familiar with 
the materials to try them in their own high schools during the fall. The next 
meeting of the Steering Committee was set for April 3rd in Claremont. 
Steering Committee follow-up meetings were set for July 2nd and 3rd and August 
12th and 13th. The meeting adjourned at 5:30 p.m. 

I went home and had dinner with the family. Helen and I then drove back to 
the campus to attend the fall formal in the residence halls. 

Sunday, January 10, 1960 

This afternoon Dan Wilkes and I played nine· .. holes of golf at the Contra Costa 
Country Club. Dan•s score was 41 and mine, 47. 
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In the evening I attended a banquet and initiation ceremony for the Order of · 
the Golden Bear. 

Monday, January 11, 1960 

I decided to skip my usual Monday morning routine of visiting the Rad Lab and 
work at home this morning, catching up on reading scientific journals, etc. 
At 1 p.m. I received a telephone call, forwarded by my Chancellor•s Office, 
from Bill Leiser (sportswriter for the S.F. Chronicle) who wanted to put in a 
plea for us to hire Eddie Erdelatz as our football coach. I made a note that 
we will want, as a courtesy, to write Leiser as soon as we make our choice. 

When I arrived at my Dwinelle Hall office, at around 1:30 p.m., I read a 
number of letters on the football coach subject. One from the Grid Club of 
San Diego states, 

"So far as anyone can remember, the University has never asked these same 
Alumni for their opinion when a vacancy has occurred. However, in keeping 
with the world-wide growth of democratic institutions, and presumably the 
University•s desire to maintain a rapport with its Alumni groups, we 
thought you might be interested in our opinion on this occasion." 

The letter goes on to report that the Grid Club conducted a poll and 
overwhelmingly selected Erdelatz as our next coach. 

Another letter from Norman Sutcliffe (Class of 1936) chastises me at length. 
I 1 11 quote some of the more pithy parts. He writes, 

"I have been reading the sports page of the Chronicle since the beginning 
of the current football coach episode. It is truly ridiculous. You and 
Dr. Kidner, Engelhard and Hastings have created a distinct impression that 
the newspapers are the sounding board by means of which the. 
administration, the faculty and the ASUC will develope [sic] and rate the 
candidates for Elliott•s job ••• Who in hell is running the show, you or 
Engelhard and Hastings, or the newspapers? You are res¥onsible ••• You are 
busy running the University and working in your f1eld o Chemistry and 
these things are important to you. However, your job now is to run the 
University at Berkeley, and Athletics unfortunately has received more 
publicity per line of space than any other facet. Therefore, it is 
important that the publicity be raised up to a higher and more dignified 
level ••• It used to be fun to watch football at Berkeley and having been 
raised in Berkeley I have attended the games since 1924 when I first 
skinned over the barbed wire. I love California. You are a newcomer, but 
I 1 ike to feel that you may grow to love it too ••• Just try to examine 
your own inner thoughts about California at Berkeley and if you find you 
love her as much as if you had been raised in Berkeley and studied there 
as an undergraduate as well, you then cannot but agree she must be kept 
above politics, the press, and mediocre talents. You will find it 
impossible to be satisfied with an import, with a •drier•, or with a •hot 
shot• of any kind. Frankly Dr. Seaberg I don•t really believe that you 
did a first rate job as faculty athletic representative prior to assuming 
your present position. You were not equipped for it. Now is the time for 
you to dedicate yourself and conceive your actions on a foundation of love 
for the University. If you can do this then the athletic problem will 
disappear and you will have your hands free for scholastic 
considerations. The Alumni will support you." 
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Sutcliffe also reports on his dissatisfactions with past coaches and assistant 
coach Dee Andros. He offers his reasons for prefering the selection of Joe 
Verducci, whose love for California is not questioned. I'll admit that I feel 
describing me as a "newcomer" as a little less than accurate; after all, I've 
been at the University for about 30 years now (25 years at Berkeley). I think 
this alumnus is also probably the first person to question my love for the 
"old Blue and Gold 11

• I'll try to contain myself to thanking him for 
expressing his views, without defending myself, in my response. 

A telephone message from Arthur Tindell, which the switchboard took, indicates 
that he does not like Casanova and Erdelatz; he feels that they are "not 
ethical enough". He asked that it be emphasized to me that he feels very 
strongly about this, that his family has been at the University of California 
since 1911 and that he is a member of the Peninsula Bearbackers. 

I read a letter from Henry Bent, suggesting that we invite Charles V. Kidd 
(National Institutes of Health), who has spent about a year on a Rockefeller 
grant studying the general problem of relations between universities and 
supporting agencies, to the next meeting of our PSAC panel in Washington. 
This sounds like a good idea to me; I will telephone Bob Kreidler tomorrow and 
ask him to invite Kidd. 

I signed a letter Yoshi Uchida had brought down from the Hill recommending 
Lyle R. Dawson (whom I worked closely with on the Manhattan Project) for the 
Manufacturing Chemists Association College Chemistry Teacher Award for the 
Kentucky region. 

At 2:30 p.m. Ken Pitzer and I got together to go over a number of things 
related to the College of Chemistry, the Chemistry Building addition, etc. We 
also talked about the CHEM Study meeting last weekend and about my PSAC panel. 

At 3 p.m. Frank Kidner and I talked with Assistant Football Coach Dee Andros 
about his interest in the position of Head Football Coach, replacing Pete 
Elliott. He is interested. 

At 3:30 p.m. I received a telephone call from State Senator Gene McAteer, who 
wanted to make a strong case for the appointment of Erdelatz as football 
coach. I said that we have had strong support for him as well as other 
candidates and that we won't depend on any single group or person in making 
our decision. 

At 4:05p.m. I received a call from Mayor Clifford Rishell of Oakland, who 
said that he wants to speak with Clark Kerr, Bill Knowland and me about the 
use of Memorial Stadium for an Oakland professional football team. He also 
mentioned the possibility of moving the stadium to the waterfront. 

David Perlman (science writer for the San Francisco Chronicl~) interviewed me 
from a little after 4 p.m. until 4:30 p.m. He asked me a number of questions 
about how I feel about the chancellorship job, etc. 

Before leaving for the day, I placed a call to Bill Keeler to ask him to call 
an emergency meeting of the IAAB on the coach situation before week's ena, 
explaining that the pressure on this is bu.ilding out of all proportion and 
letting him know about the flood of telephone calls and letters from people 
trying to influence our choice. I told him that I have delayed responding_to 
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the recommendations reported in the minutes of the IAAB meeting held on 
December 7th because I did not yet have sufficient information. I informed 
him that Frank Kidner is conversant with problem #l (regarding the $15 payment 
in the present grant-in-aid program) and is pursuing it; it is already befo~e 
the AAWU, which is taking the recommendations of other bodies into 
consideration. Regarding the recommendation that we reserve spaces in the 
residence halls for athletes, I told him that there is consideration for the 
Chancellor to be allotted some spaces to cover not only athletes, but also 
graduate students, special students, etc. I said that the ''Rhodes Scholar" 
problem is more complicated and that I cannot yet report anything on that. 

Tuesday, January 12, 1960 

Among the letters waiting for me in my office this morning was a letter of 
congratulation on the Fermi Award from my friend, Queen Fredericka of Greece. 

There was also a letter from Owen Chamberlain, informing me that he does plan 
to attend the dinner in honor of him and Emilio Segr~ being hosted by the 
R~gents, after all, and asking questions about plans for this occasion, 
arrangements for reimbursement of airfare, etc. I asked Donna Dinsdale to 
respond to Owen's letter immediately and to add that I am looking forward to 
seeing him at the dinner on January 21st. 

A note from Charles Aikin (Chairman of the Department of Political Science) 
throws out the idea of inviting Charles DeGaulle to speak on campus during the 
conference on the French Fifth Republic in March (at which Jacques Soustelle 
is already scheduled to speak). As Aikin points out, having "Mr. France" as 
one of the speakers would be a tremendous draw and there have been indications 
that he may be visiting the West Coast at that time. I authorized Aikin to 
feel things out informally with Soustelle. 

I also read another note from an alumnus promoting the selection of ·a 
particular person for football coach. This one, Jack Goldman, suggests the 
selection of Otto Graham, whose main strength, he feels, would be teaching. 
Goldman writes, 

''I do not expect Graham to make Cai tops in football as they cannot 
compete with colleges who openly grab just football players, but I do 
expect under Graham a team will be fielded that will only lose a game or 
two each year and know how to block and tackle superbly and get proper 
necessary instructions when it is needed such as Newell [our basketball 
coach] gives his boys at critical times." 

At 10 a.m. I received a telephone call from Don Mulford, who ~aia that the 
Port District, probably in cooperation with the University of California, 
might make land available for the Oakland pro football team in the airport 
area or at the area at the foot of Broadway. There is also the possibility of 
a state-supported sports arena (as in Los Angeles). He wanted to know whether 
the Memorial Stadium could be used for one year by the Oakland pro team on a 
reciprocal basis whereby we would later use their newly built facilities, 
stadium, etc. This would get the project launched. I said careful 
consideration of this proposal will be given, but that they should not be too 
hopeful. He stressed the public relations aspect and added support of 

·.legislators that would accrue. He may call Clark Kerr on his return. 
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At noon I presided over the regular Tuesday lunch meeting of my Cabinet. 
Present were Chernin, Fretter, Hart, Malloy, Mauchlan, Sherriffs, Strong and 
Wilkes. I opened the meeting by summarizing the correspondence and 
conversations I have had with Kerr on the Business Manager situation. The 
last communication from Kerr requests the views of the Cabinet as to title and 
area of responsibility. It was the consensus of the members of the Cabinet 
that we should recommend in the following order: 1) Appoint an academic Vice 
Chancellor- Business Affairs on a half-time basis with a good business manager 
under him (in which case, the title of business manager would not be 
necessary); 2) Keep the Business Manager position as it is; 3) Appoint a 
traditional vice president-type of business manager, along the lines of the 
Cresap report, full-time, with the title Vice Chancellor-Business Affairs. 

I noted that Kerr has asked me to designate a member of my staff as campus 
representative to work with the statewide manual staff in planning the 
integration of campus and statewide material in the University Manual of 
Policy and Procedures and appointed Errol Mauchlan. 

The draft forms for application for use of University facilities were 
discussed, edited and, with corrections, approved. The General Rules for Use 
of University Facilities on the Berkeley campus were also amended and it was 
agreed that both the documents should be checked with the appropriate faculty 
group. The procedure decided· upon is that they will go to the new committee 
(to be selected) and if the member of that committee who is also a member of 
the Committee on Academic Freedom wishes to take it to the Committee on 
Academic Freedom, he may. 

I informed the group that I will be in Washington next week and that Ed Strong 
will chair the meeting. 

At 3 p.m. I met with the Athletic Policy Committee in Room 414 of the Library 
to discuss questions raised in Nella Pace•s (the Chairman•s) letter to me of 
last month and to further discuss the general question of the administrative 
control of athletics. Needless to say, the question of the selection of the 
football coach also came up. 

Shortly after 4 p.m. Frank Kidner and I met in my office with Mayor Rishell of 
Oakland and Bill Knowland. They posed the question of the possibility of the 
Oakland professional team using Memorial Stadium for one or two years. This 
may determine whether or not Oakland-Alameda County gets the football 
franchise. This would tie in with possible UCB later use of a new stadium. 
The Port of Oakland apparently has some land that might be a possible site. 
The question is: would we turn them down in this context? I outlined the 
traditional and historical (at UCB) objections to this proposal. They will 
get in touch with Kerr as soon as possible. 

Helen and I attended a reception and then dinner for seniors at Bowles Hall 
this evening, beginning shortly after 5 p.m. In my remarks at the dinner I 
touched on the history of Bowles Hall and emphasized the new Faculty Fellows 
program. 

Wednesday, January 13, 1960 

This morning Anna Carol Dudley and I got together to discuss the status of 
nominations for the Barnard Medal, for which I am serving as chairman of the 
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committee to select the recipient. I agreed to send a letter to committee 
members (rather than a poll), indicating that I. I. Rabi seems to have the 
most support and that I favor him. Then, if the responses warrant it, I will 
ask Bill Nierenberg to write the citation, citing Rabi •s work and also his 
contributions in the field of scientific statesmanship. The selection of the 
candidate and the citation need to be completed by the date of the National 
Academy of Sciences Council meeting, February 7th. 

Another letter on the football coach selection came from Jack Gallagher, a 
sportswriter for the Oakland Tribune and a Berkeley alumnus. Gallagher favors 
Dee Andros, mentioning, among other reasons, his excellent relations with the 
press. 

At 2:30 p.m. I met with Bob Kerley and A. R. Wagner to be briefea on the 
parking situation in preparation for the meeting of the Berkeley Division 
Academic Senate on this matter at 3:10 p.m. in Room 155 Dwinelle Hall. The 
plan to collect parking fees has raiseq quite a storm among the faculty and 
the meeting was well-attended, with about 160 voting members present. Also 
present were a number of representatives of the press, who were allowed to 
remain on the motion of Harley Flanders. I opened the meeting by pointing out 
that inasmuch as the Legislature will not provide money for the privilege of 
parking on campus, we need to plan this for ourselves. I also emphasized that 
the faculty has been kept informed of the progress of these plans since 
discussion was first initiated in 1952. Daniel Landes then introduced the 
following resolution: 

.. Whereas the Faculty of the University of California, Berkeley, has never 
formally approved the newly announced parking plan; 

Whereas it is proper and just that the Faculty, as any body of free men, 
consent to such taxes and charges as may be levied on them; 

Whereas it is improper to ask the Faculty to pay for the parking 
facilities of students or other non-Faculty groups; or to pay the cost of 
capital improvements to the University; 

And Whereas it is important both to the welfare of the Faculty and the 
operation of the University as an institution of research ana learning 
that access to the campus be facilitated and that the cost of parking to 
members of the Faculty be minimized; 

We, the Faculty of the University of California, Berkeley, do hereby 
resolve: 

(1) That the announced schedule of parking fees be suspended; 
(2) That the matter be reconsidered by the appropriate agencies and a 
new parking proposal be prepared on the following principles and 
submitted to the Faculty for their consent: 

(a) that the Faculty be required to pay only for such parking 
facilities as are reserved for their use; 
(b) that the Faculty not be required to pay for capital 
improvements, but only the current operating costs--including 
depreciation but excluding ground rent or amortization--of such 
parking facilities; . · 
(c) that insofar as surface parking is possible, or on off 
campus, it should be reserved by preference for Faculty use; 
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(d) that access to the campus for loading or unloading of 
passengers and equipment be open and free to vehicles of members 
of the Faculty at all times; 

(3) That henceforth no tax or charge be levied on the members of the 
Faculty without their formal and specific consent, as given by direct 
referendum or by a quorum of a majority of the members of the Senate 
assembled ... 

There followed considerable discussion about this matter. Among those matters 
debated were the suggestion that funds might be raised from the overhead given 
to the University by various foundations; that members• salaries might be 
reduced by the amount which they contribute to the retirement fund and a 
saving in income tax effected; the problem of regulation of students• parking 
privileges; the allocation of parking space as between Faculty and students; 
the possibility of the contribution, by students, to the amortization of the 
parking structures. The vote was finally taken with the result of 92 ayes to 
63 noes. 

When I returned to my office, I gave instructions to send a copy of this 
resolution to President Kerr immediately. 

Frank Kidner, Bud Hastings, Greg Engelhard and I then met to discuss the 
selection of a new football coach. I told them that I have been receiving a 
lot of recommendations from alumni, sportswriters, local Berkeley people, 
etc. Hastings and Engelhard want me to appoint Eddie Erdelatz. I expressed 
doubt about this choice and asked that they try to find someone else. I 
didn•t accept their argument that they can•t do so. 

When I returned home this evening, Helen told me that she attended a Chemistry 
Department tea at the Connicks• home this afternoon between 3 p.m. and 5 p.m. 

Thursday, January 14, 1960 

On my way to the campus this morning, I stopped by the Radiation Laboratory to 
sign some letters that had been prepared for me there, etc. One of the first 
papers to receive .my attention, as it turned out, was a petition with five 
pages of signatures from staff at the Radiation Laboratory: 

.. requesting that he support the undersigned in their request to the 
University of California to rent Cal Memorial Stadium to the Oakland 
franchise of the American Football League, for the year 1960 only ... 

This is assuming the proportions of a major controversy, as so many athletic 
issues seem to do. 

I signed a letter to the Nobel Foundation Committee for Physics nominating 
Donald Glaser and Luis Alvarez, 

11 for their work on the invention of the bubble chamber, for the 
construction and operation of chambers of large size filled with liquid 
hydrogen, and for demonstrating the great usefulness of these chambers by 
collecting highly significant original data on the properties of mesons, 
hyperons, and anti part i c 1 es. 11 
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Another letter went to Senator Henry 11Scoop 11 Jackson, responding to his letter 
of October 28, 1959 posing a number of questions on the relationship of 
science and technology to the national security process. In response to his 
question, 

11What institutional changes within the Department of State might help 
give political policy-makers a better understanding of the impact of 
research and development projects on the future of foreign policy? 11

, 

I wrote, 

..... The impact of science on foreign policy occurs at a number of levels 
in different ways. It involves not only the technological fruits of 
research in the form of weapons systems but also the effect of stientific 
knowledge itself as an element of power. Science and foreign policy 
interact in research and development in weapons systems both in the United 
States and abroad , in foreign aid programs such as aid to agriculture, in 
atomic energy programs, in scientific information, and in the evaluation 
of the. relative capacity for scientific research and development. 
Ideally, the policy-makers in the State Department should have a firsthand 
knowledge of science and technology to be able to interpret these 
interactions and make intelligent decisions on policy ••• Most important 
would be a change in attitude in the State Department from the former lack 
of recognition of the importance of science in policy-making, epitomized 
by the long vacancy in the Office of Scientific Adviser, to a policy of 
adequate coverage of all aspects of scientific policy to obtain 
institutionalized advice close to top level decisions and close to the 
normal flow of policy in the department ..... 

In response to the question, 

11 How, without straitjacketing technological development, can State and 
Defense [Departments] furnish those concerned with development more useful 
guidance concerning the paths of technological exploration which might 
best enable us to further our overall political and military objectives? .. , 

I emphasized that the Department of Defense has already initiated some 
imaginative approaches toward bringing their objectives to the attention of 
the scientific community. I wrote, 

..... I can think of nothing more important than the sponsorship of research 
and development to be •exported• in the furtherance of our policies for 
strengthening friendly nations and imprGving the lot of their people. A 
program of this kind should stand beside a stepped-up effort in education; 
education of our young people for foreign service and of foreign nationals 
so that they can handle their own problems ..... 

The letter, which is quite a long document, touches on a number of other 
matters, including the role of the Special Assistant to the President for 
Science, the President•s Science Advisory Committee (PSAC), ana the Federal 
Council of Science and Technology. Bill Fretter and I spent a lot of time 
discussing the content of this letter and I am extremely pleased by the job he 
did drafting a letter summarizing our conclusions in those sessions. 
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I read a distressing letter from Melvin Calvin aescribing the problems 
resulting from the failure to include his building (the Laboratory of 
Photosynthesis and Chemical Biodynamics) with the plans for Chemistry Unit I 
in connection with his proposals for support of the construction from NSF and 
NIH. Calvin writes, 

11 0ur present dispersal has already reduced our effective service to The 
University, and to science, and any prolongation of it is just one more 
step toward the permanent loss of the unique serviceability to The 
University of this group. 11 

We will have to figure out a way to get t-'1elvin 1 S building with Chemistry Unit 
I (which has ~.lr:.eaqy~received Priority I in the t-'ICIP). 

Among the memos waiting for me on my desk in Dwinelle was a memo from Jim liart 
describing the proposed programs for University t-'eetings, which he and Anna 
Carol Dudley have discussed: 

February
March
April-

May-

Jim Killian and the new football coach 
Charter Day 
Ralph Bunche (first choice), followed by Dag Hammarskjold or 
Harry Truman- in connection with the Model United Nations 
program going on at that time- or possibly Charles DeGaulle 
Senior Farewell 

I noted that I think these suggestions are good and that I will invite Killian 
when I see him at the PSAC meeting this weekend. 

Another memo from Jim Hart passes on the recommendations of the Jefferson 
Committee regarding 1961 Jefferson Lectures. Their first choice would be 
Edmund Wilson (the prominent writer), followed by Sidney Hook (a well-known 
scholar in the area of political philosophy from New York University), Denis 
Cowen and Richard Hofstadter, in that order. 

My first appointment ·in my Chancellor 1 S Office, at 2 p.m., was with Brenda 
Goodman, a student. We discussed the philosophy of athletics, scheduling, 
financial aid to athletes, coaches 1 contracts, etc. 

Lincoln Constance and I then got together for our weekly meeting, covering, as 
always, a wide range of topics concerned with the departments in the College 
of Letters and Science. We discussed John L. Kelley 1 s desire to be relieved 
of the chairmanship of the Department of ~athematics after 1959-60, and after 
three years as Vice Chairman and three years as Chairman. We agreed that he 
deserves the chief credit for building up the department, and that he is 
entitled to relief if he wishes it. Constance will start the process of 
polling members in the department about Kelley 1 s successor. 

He gave me a letter from Henry Nash Smith (Chairman of the Department of 
English) pointing out that the department is being asked to prepare copy for 
the Schedule and Directory some three and a half months aheaa of time, before 
they even know the fate of the 1960-61 budget. I asked Constance to discuss 
this with Jim Hart, who will consult with Clinton Gilliam about this problem. 

We also talked about Madison Beeler 1 s proposal that the Pritchard lectureship 
this year be dedicated to the field of biblical archeology. Jim Hart has 
discussed this suggestion with George Foster (Anthropology). Foster said that 
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this matter has been explored before and that Robert Heizer and Theodore 
McCown were very doubtful about doing it, since there is often pres·sure for 
religious groups to get courses of this nature into the curriculum, which are 
then difficult to get out. Moreover, any outside funds would probably come 
from religious groups; their acceptance would set a dubious precedent. We 
agreed that the matter should be dropped and Constance will tell Beeler so. 

Lincoln gave me a copy of a letter from Nevitt Sanford suggesting .that the 
proposed Clinical Laboratory might become a part of the Institute of Human 
Development and asking that the Administration's thinking on the Laboratory 
not become "crystallized around the ideas of 'medical' and 'professional'" 
before all alternatives are considered. 

Kenneth Stampp joined us for a discussion of the use of its portion of the 
Anonymous Fund for the Department of History in light of Clark Kerr's wishes 
for "something sparkling". It was agreed that fellowships to first year 
graduate students (especially if they could be called "Heller Awards"), the 
bringing of visiting scholars and the enrichment of the departmental offering 
in various ways should have prime consideration. After that, some 
facilitating of travel by departmental members to national meetings would not 
be inappropriate. 

At 4:30 p.m. Frank Kidner, Alex Sherriffs and I met to talk some more about 
the selection of a new football coach and various other athletic matters. 

In the evening at home I read a long report on the School of Criminology 
submitted by Gordon Mackinney (Chairman of the Committee on Educational 
Policy, Northern Section). In summary (of a very long discussion of the 
development of the field of Criminology, the needs of the state, the 
development of programs at state colleges, etc., etc.) they recommend that a 
committee be appointed to consider reorganization and new appointments in the 
School at the earliest possible date, that one undergraduate major in 
Criminology be continued indefinitely and that the undergraduate major in 
Criminalistics be continued for the next decade (or until various issues [like 
the role of state colleges] are clarified), that the professional training 
leading to the Master's Degree in Criminology be continued and that a research 
doctorate program be established. 

Helen told me that she had a teacher's conference with Mrs. Holm, Eric's 
kindergarten teacher, this afternoon. She said that Eric is doing well in 
kindergarten- so far, so good. 

Friday, January 15, 1960- Washington, D.C. 

At 7:20 a.m. a University driver picked me up at my home. Bill Fretter and I 
are travelling together to the PSAC Panel meeting in Washington; he had been 
picked up a few minutes earlier and was already in the car. We drove to the 
San Francisco Airport, where we boarded United Flight #704 which departed at 9 
a.m. and arrived in Washington at 7:40 p.m. The flight was an excellent 
opportunity for Bill and me to discuss a number of things, putting our heads 
together, especially, on ideas for the PSAC Panel. We went directly to the 
Statler Hilton Hotel and checked into our rooms. 

Waiting at the hotel desk for me was a letter from George Kistiakowsky, 
suggesting that we (my PSAC Panel on Graduate Education and Basic Research) 
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invite the PSAC Life Sciences Panel to attend one of our future meetings. 
Kisty notes, 

"I wouldn't be enthusiastic to see the Life Sciences Panel take off on a 
study of graduate education and support of graduate research in life 
sciences as if this were separate from the problem which your Panel is 
considering. On the other hand, I suspect that if these people are not 
heard by your Panel, they will, on principle, disagree with whatever 
findings you make." 

Saturday, January 16, 1960- Washingto'n,, O.t<i 

Our PSAC Panel meeting began at 9:30 a.m. in Room 220 of the Executive Office 
Building. I presided over the meeting, which was also attended by members 
Roger Revelle, Bill Baker, John Willard, Mac Bundy, Roy Hall, Hebert Conrad, 
George Beadle, Fred Terman, Henry Bent, Bill Fretter, (staff) Bob Kreidler and 
PSAC Chairman George Kistiakowsky. 

After I made a few opening remarks, we heard an interesting presentation on 
Ph.D. requirements from Bernard Berelson (Columbia University) who has 

·recently completed a study of this subject for the Carnegie Corporation. He 
noted that the time required to obtain the Ph.D. averages about eight years in 
arts and sciences, about 12 years in professional fields (engineering, law, 
education), and about six years in physical and biological sciences. He made 
a good point in the discussion of why we might want to shorten the time 
required so that students could engage in teaching and research: that that is 
exactly what they are doing as graduate students- and at a much more 
affordable rate of pay! He feels that the present system will keep up with 
the demand for people with doctoral degrees, given a continuing effort to 
encourage the best of undergraduate students to continue their education. 

At 11 a.m. we were joined by a group of representatives from government 
laboratories: Charles V. Kidd (National Institutes of Health), Byron T. Shaw 
(Department of Agriculture), Allen V. Astin (National Bureau of Standards), 
Howard A. Wilcox (Department of Defense), Thomas B. Nolan (Geological Survey) 
and William Rubey (also Geological Survey). Kidd stated that the central 
problem, as he views it, is the effect of federal research dollars on the 
university. Historically, the federal government has bought research results 
needed by operating agencies to perform their missions, and, at the same time, 
it has become a patron of research in universities. However, no effective 
mechanism has been developed by which the problems of the universities and the 
problems of the government agencies get effective reconciliation. Some means 
must be found by which the effects of federal research can be assessed in 
terms of their impact on higher education. With respect to in-house research, 
the major problem is recruiting and keeping good people. This is not so much 
a matter of salaries but rather a need to build into government laboratories 
opportunities for teaching. 

Astin disagreed with this view, expressing the view that salaries are an 
important issue, that recruiting and retaining good people is much more 
difficult in government laboratories since the Civil Service regulations do 
not permit higher salaries for the superior researcher. There followed a 
general discussion of ways to improve the interactions between government 
laboratories and universities through both exchanges of personnel and 
information. 
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After breaking for lunch, the Panel members continued our discussion. We 
talked about the meetings this morning with Berelson and the government 
laboratories• representatives and concluded that in our report we must 
emphasize ways to improve communication and increase interaction between the 
research laboratories and the universities. We also compared notes on the 
progress of our writing assignments. The report seems to be moving along 
surprisingly quickly; Panel members show some enthusiasm for the subject. 

In the evening Dr. and Mrs. Roy Hall hosted a dinner for members of the Panel 
in their home at 891 North Nottingham in Arlington, Virginia. I spent the 
night at the Statler Hilton again. 

Sunday, January 17, 1960- Washington, D.C. 

Beginning at 9 a.m. in Room 220 of the Executive Office Building, our Panel 
discussions continued. Chairman of PSAC George Kistiakowsky shared his views 
of what the Panel might accomplish with us. He stated that it is essential 
for the success of science in the White House and its impact on policy-making 
that the Panel not solely engage in lobbying for increased support of science 
in universities. The PSAC deeply believes that science and higher education 
are essential to national survival and welfare in the short run, and to the 
growth of the economy and leadership in the long run. Paraphrasing ~lanny 
Piore•s paper of January 12, 1960 11 written to provoke discussion .. , Kisty 
stated that the Panel•s charter might be as follows: 

11 The report of the Panel should not deal with research as a whole but with 
the problems of academic institutions and the research therein so as to 
keep them coupled with the nation•s needs and the U.S. Government•s 
objectives, even though this coupling may not be wholly consistent with 
the university•s limited point of view ... 

Kisty suggested that the report should be short, should contain concrete 
recommendations directed at colleges and universities but more importantly, 
should describe ways by which the federal government could contribute to the 
achievement of the Panel •s objectives. He expressed the opinion that if the 
recommendations simply advocate more funds, then the report will have little 
effect. There is a need, therefore, to spell out priorities, the forms in 
which federal support should be given, the alternatives, and any statutory 
changes that may be required. He then presented us with a fairly detailed 
outline of the issues, as he sees them. In the discussion that followed, 
George Beadle accepted the assignment of writing a statement on how the 
research laboratory might provide the environment where the student researcher 
and the teacher come together. Bob Kreidler will try to pull together into 
one document the papers already prepared by Drs. Beadle, Terman and Bundy. 
Before adjourning the meeting at l p.m., we agreed to meet again in Berkeley 
on March 5th and 6th. 

I called home and spoke with Helen this afternoon. Everything is fine there. 
She told me that she took Lynne to see Dr. Redmond yesterday morning and then 
took Pete to Dr. Jenning•s office in the afternoon. 
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Monday, January 18, 1960- Washington, D.C. 

After breakfast in the Statler Hotel, I walked to the nearby Executive Office 
Building, where I met all day in Room 220 with the members of the President's 
Science Advisory Committee (PSAC). I made a presentation on the progress of 
our Basic Research and Graduate Education Panel. Comments by individual 
members of the PSAC follow: 

Detlev Bronk stated that he hopes the Panel will consider the implications of 
the A. D. Little report, "Basic Research in the Navy", which concluded that a 
large percentage of Ph.D.'s never do another piece of research after receiving 
their doctorate. 

Jim Killian suggested that the Panel consider the question of whether there 
are enough graduate schools in science and engineering. He and Jim Fisk are 
also concerned about the role of the liberal arts college in science. They 
stated that there are a number of able people in science who came from liberal 
arts colleges but that there is an unfortunate and unhappy trend whereby there 
are less opportunities to employ teachers who would give the right stimulus. 
Consequently, there is a need to give science teachers in the liberal arts 
environment better professional opportunities. Further, it was Killian's view 
that if you can improve teaching of science in the high school by an all-out 
effort on course improvement, there are similar opportunities for the liberal 
arts curriculum. I suggested that Douglas Knight (Lawrence College) and 
Lawrence Gould (Carlton College) be invited to the March meeting of the Panel 
to discuss the liberal arts college. 

Manny Piore stated that universities cannot be expected to respond to every 
crash situation that arises, and that the Panel should take note in its 
recommendations of things that can be done for the general good of the 
university. 

Pief Panofsky stated that he is concerned with the gap between student 
preparation in institutions of higher education and the demands placed on 
graduates in research institutes. Similarly, there is a need for advanced 
teaching in the colleges to narrow the gap between undergraduate and graduate 
work. Io_~his regard, Hans Bethe suggested that talented undergraduates 
should be permitted to graduate earlier. 

Jim Shannon expressed concern over the general lack of understanding of 
federal support of higher education. Agencies are mission-oriented; 
universities are not • This leads to a loss of integrity by both institutions 
and the executive branch. The Panel must look at these realities and 
especially at the impetus given higher education by federal agencies whose 
orientation is outside the context of educational needs. Furthermore, there 
needs to be an attempt to assess the implications of the new mechanisms for 
education in institutions other than universities (i.e., hospitals and 
research institutes). We need to break down our parochial view of graduate 
education and recognize that new ways have been developed for acquiring 
broader experience in a broader environment. For example, perhaps 
laboratories and institutes could develop arrangements with government 
laboratories to accept graduate students for some period of time and vice 
versa. Killian commented that the whole problem of the relationship of 
research institutes to universities is of critical importance and, perhaps, 
the central problem. 

January 1960- Page 21 



We also spent a good deal of time discussing possible provisions for a treaty 
to ban nuclear weapons testing. One of the issues is monitoring such a test 
ban in order to assure ourselves of compliance by the Soviet Union. 

Also under discussion was the matter of membership on a panel on biology, 
which will consider the problem of carcinogenic chemicals and will be chaired 
by Detlev Bronk and Robert Loeb; there will be special consideration of the 
recent national scare over the contamination of cranberries. 

There was also discussion of a general Life Sciences Panel under the 
chairmanship of George Beadle; Kistiakowsky wants me to be sure that my Panel 
on Basic Research and Graduate Education confers with this Panel. 

After dinner with Kistiakowsky and some members of PSAC, I returned to the EOB 
for a continuing meeting. We had a rather spirited discussion on the problem 
of monitoring a nuclear weapons test ban. John Tukey and Pief Panofsky were 
of the opinion that it should be possible to monitor such a test ban, but 
Kisty questioned whether the methods they have in mind are realistic. We 
agreed that we have no concrete proposals to make at the present time. The 
meeting ended at about 11 p.m., at which time I walked back to the Statler 
Hilton Hotel to spend the night. 

Tuesday, January 19, 1960- Washington, D.C. and Home 

After breakfast in the Statler, I checked out of my room and then walked to 
the Executive Office Building to attend in Room 220 the continuing meeting of 
PSAC. Among other items, we continued our discussion of arms limitation and 
disarmament problems. We discussed whether we should offer our help to the 
Department of State in connection with their preparations for the ten-nations 
disarmament conference. However, we decided that we will not start to do this 
at this time. 

I left the meeting after the lunch break and took a cab to the Friendship 
Airport, where I boarded TWA Flight #61, which left at about 3 p.m. and 
arrived in San Francisco shortly after 7 p.m. A University driver picked me 
up and drove me to my home in Lafayette. 

Wednesday, January 20, 1960 

The first news I had today was about the flu epidemic raging i~ the campus 
community. Cowell Hospital is almost full already and so we will have to 
attend the sick students in residence halls in their own rooms, using a 
visiting nurse. Bob Kerley is also arranging for additional beds to be 
delivered to the residence halls, in case we need them for other students. 
Helen has made an appointment to take the whole family for flu shots this 
afternoon. All of the deans have been alerted to this problem and will be in 
close touch with Henry Bruyn, Director of the Student Health Service at Cowell. 

Since this afternoon is tied up with meetings and appointments and the Regents 
Meeting begins tomorrow (with the meeting of the Council of Chief Campus 
Officers preceding it tonight, as usual), I tried to catch up on the pile of 
my correspondence accumulated during my absence. 
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As is my habit, I began by signing a number of letters which had been preparea 
for my signature. Notes went out to a number of alumni who had suggestea 
various people as our new football coach, thanking them for the interest ana 
assuring them that their recommendations will be taken into consideration. 

I sent a memo to the President•s Office, informing them that T. Y. Lin (Vice 
Chairman of the Division of Structural Engineering and Structural Mechanics of 
the Civil Engineering Department) will serve as Acting Chairman February 1, 
1960 to September 14, 1960, that P. L. Morton will serv-e as Acting Chairman of 
the Department of Electrical Engineering February 1, 1960 to September 14, 
1960, and that Z. M. Arnold is serving as Vice Chairman of the Department of 
Paleontology January 12, 1960 to September 30, 1960. 

I also signed letters to Ron Warren (Membership Secretary of the American 
Chemical Society) renewing my nominations of Burris B. Cunningham for the 
Fisher Award in Analyti ca 1 Chemistry and John 0. Rasmussen for the ACS Award 
in Pure Chemistry. Once again I nominated Stanley Thompson for the Dickinson 
Achievement Award given by the UCLA Alumni Association. 

I wrote to A. N. Richards and V. M. Slipher of the Barnard Medal Committee to 
inform them that the following names have been suggested for consiaeration: 
Lloyd Berkner, James Van Allen, Sir John Cockcroft, Isiaor Rabi, Richara 
Feynman, and Martin Deutsch. I noted that most support seems to be for Rabi 
and that I concur with that choice, asking them to let me know their final 
vote as soon as possible since the National Academy of Sciences Council will 
meet on February 7th. 

I responded to a letter from the State University of New York College on Long 
Island, requesting my evaluation of Spofford English•s potential as a college 
president, with a glowing recommendation, needless to say. This new (now in 
its third year) unit of the State University of New York has an interesting 
mandate from the state: the training of scientists ana engineers and of 
secondary school teachers of science and mathematics. Their present location 
in Oyster Bay is a temporary one; construction of a new campus will begin this 
spring in Stony Brook, Long Island (which is about 15 miles from brookhaven 
Nat~onal Laboratory). The initial construction is planned to accommoaate a 
student body of 3,000 but their master plan calls for an eventual size of 
10,000 and they hope to broaden--ttleir offerings to include degree programs in 
humanities and social sciences. It sounds 1 ike an interesting opportunity for 
Spoff. 

Jim Hart had drafted a note from me to Kerr, suggesting that we host a 
luncheon in honor of John Francis Neylan in recognition of his having donated 
copies of the Second, Third and Fourth Folios of Shakespeare•s plays to our 
General Library collection of rare books. I signed the letter, despite the 
fact that I think Neylan is not well enough to enjoy a luncheon at this point. 

At Jim Hart • s request, I also signed a 1 arge number of letters to prominent 
people in the Bay Area art community, asking them to serve on an honorary 
committee for the opening exhibition at the dedication of Kroeber Hall on 
March 5, 1960 •. 

I signed a letter to Edmund Wilson, inviting him to be the Jefferson Lecturer 
for 1960-61 and describing the nature of the lectureship in sorne detail. 
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Once again, I sought the help of William Lacy (Special Assistant to the 
Secretary of State) in arranging the visit of a Soviet mathematician, Y. T. 
Medvedev, who will exchange visits with Jacob Feldman (UCB). I explained that 
I am sending a copy of this letter to Lawrence Mitchell (National Science 
Foundation) because we propose using NSF funds for payment of Medvedev and the 
Foundation might find that the proposed exchange can be handled under exchange 
agreements of its own. I mentioned that Charles Braden would very much like 
to visit the Soviet Union and would like to volunteer if another university 
wishes to bring a Soviet mathematician here and lacks an American counterpart. 

I wrote to Clark Kerr forwarding a copy of a memo which was sent to both Dean 
Constance and me by Aaron Gordon (Economics), noting the salaries for 
assistant professors, associate professors and professors in Economics 
departments at other major universities. The chart dramatically demonstrates 
that our salaries are lagging seriously behind those of other institutions, 
particularly at the full professor level. 

This problem is apparent in other departments at Berkeley as well. I formally 
signed a request to Kerr for approval of an accelerated merit increase for 
Roger Stanier, whom we are anxious to keep at Berkeley in the face of his 
receipt of a generous offer from Harvard. 

I also sent Kerr a memo on the resolution regarding parking fees that was 
adopted by the Berkeley Division of the Academic Senate last week. I noted 
that I will use the following information for my presentation to the Regents 
Finance Committee on Friday: 

"1. The substance of the resolution should be reported to The Regents with 
an explanation of some of the factors involved in the calling of the 
meeting. They include: (a) questions raised as to faculty participation 
in the planning of parking facilities on the Berkeley campus, (b) the fee 
interpreted as a salary cut, (c) the question of faculty paying for 
student parking facilities, and (d) the possible reduction in demand when 
the fee is introduced .•. 

2. A second point raised is related to the cost of the parking structure 
near University Hall, which substantially increases the required fee, but 
which, except for the accident of the siting of University Hall, would not 
have been included in the program. The question of demand is being 
explored at present by careful checks on occupancy of the extensive new 
lots open to students and staff on the south side of the campus, and we 
should be better informed on this by the end of February. 

In the short period of time which will have elapsed between the meeting of 
the Berkeley Division of the Senate and The Regents• meeting, it will not 
be possible to decide whether the faculty criticism of the parking program 
justifies a major review of the plan. The substantial support of the 
present plan by many responsible faculty members during the Senate 
meeting, and the difficulty of the entire problem lead me to doubt that 
any great changes would be forthcoming even with much additional study." 

Among the incoming correspondence I read was a letter from Joseph Pask 
(Chairman of the Division of Mineral Technology) recommending that we include 
Material Sciences in the planned programs for the Lawrence Hall of Science; I 
will send a copy of this to Harvey White. 
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Arthur Hutson (Secretary of the Committee on Committees) wrote to inform me of 
the proposed composition of the newly established 11 Special Committee on 
Student Government, Student Organizations and Use of University Facilities 11

: 

E. C. Bellquist (Chairman), J. L. Hodges, F.~. Kidner, E. T. Grether, R. G. 
Bressler, Jr., with alternates (who would serve in the event some of the first 
choices decline) A. Rappaport, H. Scheffe, R. B. Brode, F. C. Newman, and B. 
N. Walpole. 

John Dodge (Managing Editor of the Encylopaedia Britannica) wrote to inform me 
that they have now prepared individual articles on each of the transuranium 
elements and would, therefore, like to change my contribution titled 11 The 
Transuranium Elements 11 (which served as a 11 Stop-gap 11 general survey during the 
interval of preparation of the individual entries). I referred the letter to 
Eileen Carson with the suggestion that the encyclopedia editorial staff revise 
the article and send it to me for my approval. 

Charles Aikin (Chairman of the Poli Sci Department) wrote to let me know the 
reasons that Zbigniew 
to join our faculty. 
for Slavic Studies is 
this assessment, 

Brzezinski gave for turning down our feelers to get him 
The most important one was his feeling that our Center 
not adequately staffed or supported. Aikin agrees with 

11 I do not need to tell you how inadequate our Center has been from the 
very beginning. It is--as even Brzezinski pointed out--much inferior to a 
somewhat similar institution at the University of Indiana (of all 
places). I would assume that we have had time to develop the Center even 
though we started later than did Harvard and Columbia ... 

Aikin makes another point, about the restrictions of our recruitment process: 

11 We faced one other further handicap in dealing with Brzezinski. Columbia 
was able to offer him a position without consulting its faculty. We made 
it very clear to him that the odds were overwhelmingly in his favor and 
that his proven scholarship would almost assure a favorable report by the 
faculty. If I would have brought him over to talk with the two of you ana 
you had said 'The job is yours•, he might well have decided to come to 
Berkeley then and there. However, painful our system may be at times, I 
st i 11 support it ... 

Elmo Morgan sent me a copy of his letter to President Ke'Y-r on the subject of 
the Campus Business Manager. He indicates that he and Vice President Kettler 
fee 1, 

.. rather strongly that now is the time to make the change by combining the 
functions of business and finance and placing them under a competent 
person with a title and position on the organization chart that will give 
him the prestige and authority necessary to carry out these functions ... 

He suggests an early meeting between the four of us to discuss this and the 
possibility of making this a fourth vice-chancellorship. 

At 2 p.m. Bill Fretter and I met with Lee Mclean, who is doing some 
fundraising for the Lawrence Hall of Science, to discuss the progress of his 
efforts. 
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I presided over a meeting of the Academic Advisory Committee, beginning at 
3:15 p.m. Members present were L. Constance, W. R. Dennes, S. Elberg, W. B. 
Fretter, L. M. Grossman, J. D. Hart, S. S. Hoos, J. D. Mackinney, J. W. 
MacSwain, E. S. Strong, and guest John Lawrence. 

Lawrence attended in order to contribute his thoughts to our ongoing 
discussion of the Medical Physics program. He provided us with the following 
definition of Biophysics: a) use of Physics to examine biological phenomena, 
b) the study of the effect of physical and environmental factors on biological 
material, and c) the application of the techniques of Physics in Biology. He 
argued that because of the differences in background and orientation between 
graduate majors in Medical Physics and Biophysics (the former almost 
invariably being M.D.'s) any reorganization should ensure the retention of the 
Ph.D. program in Medical Physics. If such reorganization were to involve the 
creation of a department of Biophysics, this should, Lawrence feels, be an 
amalgamation of Biophysics faculty, with the Medical Physics group as a 
nucleus. He feels that we should also consider the idea of consolidating 
Biophysics teaching programs with closely related departments, such as 
Biochemistry, Bacteriology, and Biology. He emphasized that the Medical 
Physics group will cooperate in any viable solution, particularly the 
administrative structure and policies of the College of Letters and Science. 

I then made a brief report on athletic policy, mentioning that a draft release 
on the transfer of administrative control has already been drawn up in 
cooperation with UCLA and that the selection of a new football coach will 
require the approval of the Regents• Educational Policy Committee. 

A discussion of the academic plan of the College of Engineering raised some 
interesting questions about the problems involved with establishing enrollment 
ceilings. I pointed out that the implementation of limitations on enrollments 
involves policy decisions beyond the jurisdiction of the campus. I addea that 
the eventual campus ceiling is still highly uncertain because of the 
unforeseeable effects of the Master Plan, uncertainties in regard to the 
development of new campuses, etc. I suggested that, as a general principle 
for physical planning purposes, buildings should be designed to the capacity 
of the site. 

I then reported briefly on the situation arising from the resignation of 
Acting Business Manager Kerley. I remarked that the Cresap, McCormick and 
Paget report recommended the appointment of a full-time, professional Vice 
Chancellor-Business Affairs. I informed the Committee that my Cabinet feels 
that a part-time academic Vice Chancellor, supported by a Business Manager 
with responsibilities similar to those of the present position would be 
preferable. Discussion revealed a strong sentiment among the Committee that 
the title Vice Chancellor should be reserved for faculty appointments. There 
was mention of the fact that there has been considerable criticism from the 
faculty of the number of nonacademic Vice Presidents in the systemwide 
organization and the conclusion was that the AAC would not like to see that 
pattern repeated at the campus level. The meeting adjourned at 5 p.m. 

Immediately after the meeting I met briefly with Arthur Ross to discuss my 
space commitments to him. 

I used the remaining few minutes of time in my office to review a letter to 
Kerr, drafted by Ed Strong, commenting on the Master Plan Report, Chapter III, 
••structure, Function and Coordination". Strong makes some excellent points. 
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He quotes the report, page 2, 

"Neve~heless, there are many common characteristics and requirements of 
the three segments [University, State Colleges, Junior Colleges] that 
suggest a need for more similarity of structure and procedures for the 
future." 

Strong's draft asse~s, 

"This opens wide a door through which Junior and State College 
administrators may march in seeking, by denial of differential functions, 
to obtain for their institutions things or conditions proper only to the 
University. It would be more prudent to say that where there are common 
characteristics ••• " 

Regarding the administration of junior colleges, strong arguments are given 
for the University supporting the proposal that junior colleges should have 
their own boards, rather than be operated by unified or high school district 
boards. There are many reasons for this, among them the need to somehow limit 
the influence of the State Board of Education and the State Superintendent's 
Office and grant the schools some autonomy which encourages them to address 
the needs of their own communities. 

Perhaps the most interesting comment in the letter is the analogy Strong 
provided for me about the importance of the difference in quality as well as 
function. He quotes the Master Plan Report: 

"All three segments, for example, share general education at the lower 
division level; both the state colleges and the University engage in 
teacher training. Indeed, the similarities are often more striking than 
the difference." 

A dramatic response to this is: 

"A child building a tree house out of scrap lumber·and a skilled carpenter 
building a staircase exhibit many similarities of function (sawing, 
hammering, etc.). The dissimilarities may often be the more striking not 
only as to kind and quantity, but also a~ to degree and quality of 
functioning. The context (the total set of conditions) within which 
particular functions are carried out should be kept in view and 
emphasized. Otherwise, the large differences which mark off a University 
from a college or a junior college become blurred and slighted." 

I like the clarity with which the point is made. I just hope that none of our 
colleagues in the state college system or junior colleges ever get hold of 
this comparison with a child building a tree house~ 

The meeting of the Council of Chief Campus Officers at the Millberry Union at 
the San Francisco Medical Center was called to order at 7:35 p.m. Present 
were Harry Wellman (presiding), Charles Young (representing Vern Knudsen), 
Emil Mrak, Jack Oswald {Secretary), Roger Revelle, John Saunders, Herman 
Spieth, and I and guests Stanley C. Bateman (Business Manager of the San 
Francisco campus), and Vice Presidents Ray Kettler and Elmo Morgan. 

Wellman commented that the climate of discussions with the State Department of 
Finance regarding the University budget request has been excellent, and there 
have been many opportunities this year for the University to make its position 
clear on the many questions raised by the Department. On the subject of 
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special non-academic merit increases, Wellman noted that in 1959-60 the 
University had appropriated from its funds $100,000 for such special increases 
and had asked for $115,000 for this purpose in 1960-61. On the grounds that 
such increases are not available to all state employees, the Department of 
Finance refused to continue the support of the increase made in 1960-61 and to 
provide money for such in 1960-61. We talked about the possibility of the 
University handling such merit increases from excess funds and how we might do 
this, also, placing more emphasis on merit and less on length of service. The 
Governor is going to include an overall 5% increase for all state employees, 
including academic members of the University and state colleges. This is half 
the request for 10% which the University made and so we will have to make a 
strong presentation for inclusion of the 10% we feel we need to be competitive 
with other institutions. 

It was announced that all Priority I items (except $10,000 at Davis for dried 
fruit research and $20,000 at UCLA for alumni records) were approved and that 
none of the Priority II or Priority III were approved. 

For educational television, only $250,000 of the $550,000 increase proposed in 
the operating budget has been approved. Wellman indicated that the $400,000 
capital outlay request for television equipment has been deleted. There was a 
brief discussion concerning the use of educational television during which 
Wellman expressed the opinion that we could make a better case for 
intra-campus television than for inter-campus. I stressed that the main use 
is for improved teaching on the campuses. Saunders suggested that the 
inter-campus aspects should stress not the linking of two large campuses but 
rather linking the smaller campus with the larger campus, i.e. Santa Barbara 
with UCLA, Davis with UCB. 

Wellman distributed a report on the actions to date on the University•s 
1960-61 capital outlay program. Young questioned the $308,000 deletion from 
the Chemistry-Geology Building addition at UCLA. Wellman indicated that 
approximately half of this cut was the elimination of plans for air 
conditioning and noted that the Department of Finance has disallowed 
human~comfort air conditioning from all buildings. The other half of the 
deletion was the elimination of a faculty center and graduate study area. The 
question of student-faculty lounges has been referred by the Department of 
Finance to the Public Works Board; if they approve it, those plans will be put 
back into aca9pmic buildings. 

Wellman feels that the two most serious problems are the deletion of $13 
million for land for new campuses and the "excessive cost" of new buildings 
already in the works. Barrows Hall was one of the buildings mentioned in this 
regard. Morgan noted the three reasons for this criticism of Barrows: the 
faculty-student lounge, the expensive architecture and the poor use of land
none of these seem very reasonable to me. 

Kettler distributed copies of a proposed budget calendar for 1961-62 and asked 
all of us to consult with people on our campus and get back to the committee 
which prepared this (chaired by Leslie Hawkins of the Los Alamos Scientific 
Laboratory) with comments. 

We were informed that there has been a change in assignments in the systemwide 
administration. Now all financial matters should go directly to Kettler and 
all matters concerning buildings to Morgan, instead of everything to Wellman, 
as has previously been the case. 
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Wellman described t~e proposed changes in the summer sessions. ·Beginning in 
1962-63, there would be established at Berkeley and Los Angeles two six-week 
summer sessions: the first for all types of students, matriculated and 
non-matriculated, on a self-supporting basis, as is now the case; and the 
second for matriculated students only, at a fee proportionate to the 
incidental fee now charged in regular sessions. Costs of the second session 
would be integrated with the regular campus budgets.- I indicated that 
Berkeley will support this proposal. 

As usual, the CCCO meeting lasted· a long time and it was quite late before I 
arrived at the residence hall at 610 Parnassus, where a room had been reserved 
for me and I spent the night. 

Thursday, January 21, 1960 · 

I woke up this morning with a splitting migraine headache. Ordinarily, I 
would have stayed in bed with the hope of shaking the headache before it got 
much worse. However, with the.Regents Meeting today and the dinner for Nobel 
Prize winners at University House tonight, I will have to try to muddle 
through. It•s hard to think straight with one of these headaches; I hope tnat 
I will somehow manage to appear coherent as I make necessary presentations 
about Berkeley campus issues today. 

The meeting of the Regents Committee on Educational Policy was held in the 
Millberry Union at 11:30 a.m. Present were member Regents Carter, Boyd, 
Canaday, Hearst, Naffziger, Steinhart, Pauley, Mclaughlin and Kerr; also 
attending were Regents Olson, Starke, Sullivan and Watson, William Forbes, 
Vice President and General Counsel Cunningham, Vice President-Executive 
Assistant McCaffrey and Associate Secretary Woolman. It was a bit unusual 
that I was the only Chancellor in attendance at this meeting. 

On the agenda was the question of the selection of the Berkeley football coach 
and the suitability of Eddie Erdelatz. Saying that many alumni and students 
seem to favor his appointment, I presented his name but expressed the opinion 
that he is not an ideal match. I was very relieved when Ed Pauley adamantly 
opposed him. It was decided that I could continue the search a bit longer~ 

Another issue, as we expected, was the proposal to use Memorial Stadium as a 
temporary home for the American Football League professional team, if Oakland 
is successful in getting the franchise. I admitted to the Committee that many 
of the people involved in promoting this idea are friends of the University 
and individuals of considerable influence, who have been calling my office a 
lot in the last few days. Kerr said that he had only one call on this subject 
and that from a legislator (my guess would be McAteer) who was rather 
insistent that the University agree to the proposed use of the stadium. Kerr 
said that he feels hesitant about acceding to this request and that he is 
particularly concerned about the idea of bringing professional football crowds 
into the Berkeley community on Sunday afternoons. Members of the Committee 
expressed opposition to this use of the stadium and voted to continue the 
practice of not renting University facilities for professional athletic 
events. I was authorized to advise people with whom I have discussed this of 
their decision and immediately following the meeting, I did so, calling both 
Oakland Mayor Rishell and Assemblyman Don Mulford. 
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The Regents Committee on Grounds and Buildings met in the UCSF Faculty Club at 
1:30 p.m. Present were member Regents Steinhart, Merchant, Boyd, Carter, 
Hearst, Starke and Mclaughlin and guests Regents Canaday, Naffziger, Olson, 
Sullivan and Watson, William Forbes, Vice President and Secretary and 
Treasurer Underhill, Vice President and General Counsel Cunningham, Vice 
President Wellman, Vice President-Governmental Relations and Projects Corley, 
Vice President-Executive Assistant McCaffrey, Vice President-Finance and 
Controller Kettler, Vice President-Business Morgan, Chancellors Spieth and I, 
Deans Aldrich and Sheats, Provost Saunders, Director Revelle, Assistant Vice 
President-Oswald, Vice Chancellors Carter and Young, Engineer Weaver, 
Architect Evans, Assistant to Vice President-Business Neddersen, Deans Grether 
and Wurster, Supervising Architect Becket, Principal Architect McElvy, Burton 
Rockwell (of the firm John Lyon, Reid and Partners) and Elizabeth 0. Hansen. 

Among the recommendations approved by the committee were the selection of 
architects for the Decontamination Building, authorization to proceed with 
plans for an addition to the Heavy Ion Accelerator Building, and the 
preliminary plans for the Health Physics Building, all at the Radiation 
Laboratory 

' During the evening Helen and I attended a dinner party at University House, 
hosted by President Kerr and the other Regents, in honor of Owen Chamberlain 
and Emilio Segre and their receipt of the 1959 Nobel Prize in Physics. Other 
guests included Clyde Wiegand and Thomas Ypsilantis of the Radiation 
Laboratory, who are co-discoverers of the anti-proton for which Segre and 
Chamberlain received the Prize. 

Friday, January 22, 1960 

I attended a meeting of the Regents Committee on Finance beginning at 9:30 
a.m. in the GuyS. Millberry Union at the San Francisco Medical Center. 
Members present included Regents Hagar (Chairman), Anderson, Boyd, Carter, 
Mosher, Naffziger, Steinhart and Mclaughlin. Guests included Regents Canaday, 
Haggerty, Olson, Simpson, Sullivan and Watson, William Forbes, Director of 
Fi-nance .Carr, Vice President and General Counsel Cunningham, Vice President 
Wellman, Vice President-Governmental Relations and Projects Corley, Vice 
President-Finance Kettler, Vice Pres-i-dent-Executive Assistant McCaffrey, Vice 
President-Business Morgan, Chancellor Spieth, Provost Saunders, Deans Aldrich 
and Sheats, Vice Chancellors Young and Carter, Assistant Secretary and 
Assistant Treasurer Thomson, Associate Secretary Woolman, Engineer Weaver, 
Assistant Vice Presidents Oswald and Miller and Richard Neddersen. 

With respect to nonacademic salary range adjustments, Vice President Wellman 
presented a statement showing percentage increases in private industry 
salaries, by occupational groups, since March 1957 in the San Francisco Bay 
Area and in the Los Angeles area. The statement indicated that private 
industry salaries in the Bay Area will have increased 12.6% during the period 
March 1957 to March 1960, and 13% in the L.A. area. During the same period, 
University nonacademic salaries increased 5.17%, indicating a lag of 7.43% and 
7.83%. Further, Wellman advised the committee that the Governor's budget will 
provide a 5% across-the-board increase, plus 1.24% for class adjustments to 
state employees, or a total of 6. 24%. If that were converted to meet the 
situation at the University (where there is a larger percentage of clerical 
help), it would represent an average increase of 6.68%. 
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He then presented Kerr•s recommendation that we request the Governor to 
include in the budget $3,709,500 for increases of nonacademic salaries 
1960-61, these to be non-uniform range adjustments on a class-by-class basis. 
He said that it is Kerr•s i'dea that we should wait until later to decide how 
much of this fund might be ~sed for across-the-board increases and how much to 
meet the current crisis. 

When the parking fee issue came up on the agenda, I described the Academic 
Senate meeting on parking, followed by a summary. I included a description of 
Rolph•s suggestion. It was decided not to defer going out to bids on the 
parking structure ready to go out to bid •. No Regents seemed to be sympathetic 
to the faculty resolution•s point of view. Regent Carter didn•t even favor 
studying a redistribution of fees in accordance with location of the parking 
sites. Carr spoke strongly in favor of the view that faculty, like everyone 
else in the state, should pay for parking. They declined to let me make a 
study and report at a later Regents Meeting, but passed a motion that the 
President, because this is University-wide policy, should come in with a 
report at the next Regents Meeting. 

However, most important, Carter suggested that a study be made of the 
possibility that the next across-the-board raise be made in such a manner as 
to take over by the Regents the faculty•s share of retirement payments; it was 
made clear that this is a separate item not related to parking. 

The Committee also recommended that $30,000 already allocated for transfer 
from the Springer Fund in July 1960 in support of the Radio Astronomy 
Laboratory be transferred immediately, that an additional $18,000 of Springer 
Funds be appropriated immediately to cover the cost of telescope foundations 
and laboratory buildings at the Laboratory, and that $38,000 be allocated from 
the Springer Funds in July 1960, to cover the cost of the caretaker•s house, 
roads, fencing, and clearing _for fire protection. 

After the meeting I met my driver, who took me to the meeting of the 
Educational Policies Commission at the headquarters of the California Teachers 
Association (CTA) near the San Francisco Airport. The meeting was chaired by 
Arthur Corey of the CTA and attended by C. Easton Rothwell, GlennS. Dumke, 
Ralph Tyler, William Brownell, Howard E. Wilson, John W. Dodds, I. James 
Quillen, and Paul Hanna. Another meeting is being held on the East Coast 
under the chairmanship of James B. Conant; attendees at that meeting will 
include Grayson Kirk, George Kistiakowsky, Frederick M. Burkhardt, Roy Larsen, 
Devereux Josephs, Erwin Canham, Henry Heald, Virgil M. Hancher, Dean Rusk, 
John Gardner, William G. Carr, and Benjamin Willis. 

When I returned home this evening, Helen told me that she and Pete had a day 
of doctors• offices, first to Dr. Redmond in the morning and then to get a 
shot in the afternoon. 

Saturday, January 23, 1960 

I spent most of the day today catching up on reading papers from my 
Chancellor•s Office. The minutes of the meeting of the Berkeley Division 
Committee on Committees which was held on January 15th informed me that Sidney 
S. Hoos was elected Chairman and elected to serve as the membership of the 
Northern Section Committee were Hoos, John W. Cowee, John E. Dorn, Theodore D. 
McCown and Richard E. Powell. The Berkeley Division committee will meet 1 
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p.m.- 3 p.m. and the Northern Section committee from 3 p.m. on Fridays. 

Alex Sherriffs presented my letter requesting the appointment of a Special 
Committee on Student Government and Organizations and Use of University 
Facilities; the committee selected Eric Bellquist (alternate Armin Rappaport), 
J. L. Hodges (alternate H. Scheffe), Frank Kidner {alternate Bob Brode) Ewald 
T. Grether- {alternate Frank Newman) and Ray Bressler, Jr. (alternate Ronald N. 
Walpole). 

I also read the minutes of the Cabinet meeting held last Tuesday during my 
absence. Item #1 reads, 

11After considerable discussion it was agreed that the Chancellor should 
consider telling The Regents in his verbal report that the main thing that 
is making it difficult to justify paid parking to the faculty is the fact 
that the Berkeley faculty are paying for Statewide parking building--the 
most expensive now funded--and that the Chancellor should go to The 
Regents meeting in as flexible position as possible and ask that a final 
decision on fees be postponed until the experiment on demana has been 
completed. Fretter is to draft letter to the President after consultation 
with Bob Kerley ... 

This recommendation reaches me a little late. I did, of course, present the 
Academic Senate resolution which covered some of this territory. However, the 
suggestion of a postponement to allow for a study by the Berkeley campus was 
rejected in favor of requesting such a report from the President•s Office. 

A note from Errol Mauchlan concerns the proposed appointment of Philip Cortney 
as a Regents Lecturer. Don McLaughlin suggested Cortney for this appointment, 
which was then referred to the appropriate committee, chaired by Raymond 
Sontag. Sontag•s committee came back with a finding that Cortney was not 
well-qualified for the position and the problem arose of how to go about 
cornmunicating this opinion to Regent Mclaughlin. A long mix-up of scheduled 
and cancelled luncheons, a dinner party at which Cortney was present (to the 
embarrassment of all but Mclaughlin), etc. followed and, finally, Aaron Gordon 
was convinced that it was not worth the effort of opposing the appointment 
(which is, after all, only for a few weeks duration). The difficulty now is 
how to convince Sontag to change the recommendation of his committee. As 
Errol remarks, 

.. You should realize that, even with Gordon•s agreement, Sontag will not 
like approving this appt. He is (properly) sensitive about maintaining 
campus rights in this area and has always felt that while Regents may 
propose they should not dispose (i.e., shove down the campus throat) ... 

I, also, am very sensitive about these situations, particularly, I am afraid, 
when they involve Don McLaughlin, who can be quite extraordinarily pushy in 
getting what he wants and improperly exploits his power as a Regent by 
continually interfering with the administration of the Berkeley campus. 

A very long and very disturbing letter from Knowles Ryerson (retiring Dean of 
the College of Agriculture) presents the complaints of his College about the 
slowness with which we have been fulfilling promises to build new 
environmentally-controlled greenhouses for their research to replace those 
displaced by the new Psychology-Education Building. He wrote, 
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"The research program of the Agricultural Experiment Station has been and 
continues to be seriously interfered with. There is a limit to tolerance 
and good will ••• Certainly an institution that can build complicated 
cyclotrons, bevatrons, gigantic astronomical instruments, and other new 
and vastly complicated machines and facilities, can build adequate, 
ordinary research greenhouses in a reasonable 't:ime." 

Moves to accommodate the new Biochemistry Building are now required and 
Ryerson's reaction, I think, is understandable. 

"I know we are in an area of rapidly expanding building programs, and that 
planning staff has been short- and will be- all the more reason to do what 
we do well and promptly, to make use of what personnel we have. 
Directions and agreed upon plans can be followed, staff can be consulted 
on doubtful points. This type of construction can go forward promptly and 
will have the cooperation of all of us. However, I must repeat that the 
College of Agriculture cannot agree to make a single move from the 
remainder of the greenhouse range until replacement facilities, including 
the present new ones, are operating properly. 

I regret having to write this kind of a communication. It ought not to b~ 
necessary. I am too concerned with the frustration and low morale of my 
staff, however, to remain silent without protest. I trust these 
difficulties can be met and the needs of ourselves and Biochemistry can be 
proVided as scheduled to the satisfaction of all, and.that adequate 
procedures worthy of a university community can be established to 
eliminate these costly, frustrating, and morale-breaking experiences in 
the future." 

During the course of the day I telephoned Cart Majors, Arleigh Williams, Nella 
Pace and Adrian Kragen to ask them to serve on an advisory committee to help 
choose a new football coach; they all accepted. 

About 7:30p.m. I called Clark Kerr and told him abo.ut the composition of that 
committee. I also told him about the preference of both my Cabinet and the 
AAC for an academic Vice Chancellor for Business Affairs (half-time) and a 
Business Manager. He didn't seem opposed, but agreed that we should meet with 
Elmo Morgan to discuss this further. He agreed to a temporary appointment of 
Forrest Tregea as Business Manager with a small raise and that some 
retroactive pay increase for Kerley (not too far back) would be reasonable. 

I told him about the report of the statewide committee which recommended that 
the Hearst medieval barn be sited in the garden east of University House, to 
which he is opposed. 

I also informed him that I will have to miss the March Regents Meeting (due to 
receiving awards in the east); we agreed that Bill Fretter might represent me. 

Sunday, January 24, 1960 

I spent a good part of the day on the telephone talking with the following 
people about the football coach situation and explaining to them my reasons 
for establishing an advisory committee to help choose a new coach: Carl 
Nordly, Frank Kidner, Stan McCaffrey, Dan Wilkes, Alex Sherriffs, Eric 
Bellquist, Robert C. Tryon, Mort Smith, Dave Armor, Greg Engelhard, Bud 
Hastings, Bill Monahan and Bob Grieg. 
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I also enjoyed a chance to catch up on reading scientific journals, etc. and 
to spend some time playing with the kids. 

Monday, January 25, 1960 

Following my regular Monday morning routine, I went directly to the Radiation 
Laboratory to spend the time before our lunch meeting visiting with my 
graduate students, Vic Viola, Glen Gordon, Marshall Blann and Eldon Haines. 
While I was up on the Hill, I dictated a letter to go to Bill Rice, our 
architect, to Doral Buchholz, suggesting some changes (mostly to make the 
fixtures more modern) to the plans for the additional bedrooms in our house in 
Lafayette. 

I also telephoned Art Campbell to talk with him about the progress of our 
ChemStudy project. He said that he will send copies of the list of the 
membership qf the steering committee and letters prepared for my signature and 
mailing. Art said that he did call Lloyd Malm about the public relations job; 
he suggested that I call Henry Eyring and ask him if he would release Malm 
from the University of Utah for this assignment. I said I would be willing to 
do this, but would prefer waiting until after I receive his (Art•s) letter. 
Art has also spoken with Carleton Speak (a Ph.D. retired from teaching in a 
New Rochelle, NY, high school) to see if he would be interested in heading up 
an experimental program, working full-time with George Pimentel here in 
Berkeley. He also talked with Warren Everote about Dave Ridgway serving as 
the person in charge of film production. We agreed that we will talk further 
about all of these matters when he visits on February 5th and lunches with me 
and Pimentel at the Faculty Club. 

At the Nuclear Chemistry staff lunch, John Suttle (LRL Personnel Officer) 
mentioned to me that Marvin Levy {University of New Mexico football coach) 
might be a good candidate for our opening. After lunch I went down to the 
campus to my Chancellor•s Office and had time for a brief survey of my papers 
before my weekly meeting with Lincoln Constance. A telegram arrived early 
this morning from Jack Eddy of Felton, saying, "lmpossible to believe that the 
man who found Berkelium and Californium cannot find Erdelatzium." A note from 
Kitty on the copy says, "I showed to Dan {Wilkes)- he•s hysterical.•• 

A very long letter on the same subject signed "Respectfully, somewhat 
hesitantly, but very sincerely yours, Bill Leiser (Not as sports editor, but 
as citizen and enthusiast for California and AAWU sports) 11 came from the 
Chronicle sports writer, making an ardent appeal for choosing Eddie Erdelatz 
as our new coach and stating that he believes that Erdelatz has been unfairly 
smeared. 

I signed a few letters that had been prepared for my signature. I wrote 
Horace Albright to say that I understand that he may not be able to accept 
appointment as Regents• Lecturer during the current academic year and I am, 
therefore, amending the invitation to cover a month of his choice in this or 
the next academic year. 

A memorandum went out over my signature describing in fair detail the recently 
clarified policy on the acceptance of University Extension course credit by 
regular departments, a policy which has caused more than a little controversy 
due to differing interpretations by different colleges and departments. 
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Constance and I met at 2 p.m. and talked about a number of L & S matters, 
including the question of recruiting new faculty at above-scale salaries. 

At 3:10 p.m. I attended the meeting of the Representative Assembly. The 
meeting was recessed at 4:10 p.m. in order that the Special Meeting of the 
Northern Section of the Academic Senate might begin on time. Clark Kerr 
presented the Master Plan for Higher Education in California, emphasizing that 
this is a critical time in the growth of the University, that we need to plan 
for double the present number of students by 1970--a colossal task. He talked 
about the role of the state colleges and how changes in their role will affect 
the University•s role, increasing our own emphasis on graduate studies and 
responsibility for providing for an adequate supply of Ph.D.•s. There seemed 
to be great faculty interest in Kerr•s presentation and some real enthusiasm 
for the task ahead of us, which he outlined. 

When I returned home, Helen told me that she took Dianne to our pediatrician, 
Dr. Jennings, for a check-up today. He confirmed our observation that she is 
a very healthy baby. 

During the evening I spent some time in my study reading papers from the 
Chancellor•s Office. Among th~m was a very interesting letter from Herman 
Spindt (Director of Admissions)"to Stan McCaffrey, responding to a remark by a 
high school principal at a recent meeting that the "best students" don•t go to 
the University of California, but select Stanford and Ivy League schools 
(Harvard, Dartmouth, Columbia, Yale, Amherst, Pennsylvania, Smith, Vassar, 
Radcliffe, Barnard, and Princeton) instead. His office and the UCLA Office of 
Admissions conducted a survey of the choices of the top graduates from high 
schools in the area of both UC campuses. Berkeley fares very well; the 
results are sufficiently interesting to copy here: 

Colleges Attended by the Top Five June 1958 Graduates 
of Bay Area High Schools 

College Attended: 

UC Berkeley 
UC Davis 
UCLA 
UC Riverside 
UC Santa Barbara 

TOTALS TO University of California 

State Colleges 
Junior Colleges 
California Private 
"Ivy League" 
Other Out-of-State 
Work 
Unknown 

Miscellaneous 

January 1960- Page 35 

From 28 Bab Area Schools 
(14 Students) 

Number 
66 

4 
3 
0 
0 

73 

8 
5 

30 
6 

13 
3 
1 

Percentage 
47.14 
2.86 
2. 14 

52.15 

5.71 
3.5 7 

21.43 
4.29 
9.29 
2. 14 

.71 

.71 



Tuesday, January 26, 1960 

This morning I went directly to the 8:45 a.m. breakfast meeting of the 
Interfatth Workers Fellowship at the Disciples of Christ Student Center at 
2401 Le Conte. (I had promised to meet with this group in December, but had 
to cancel as a result of going to Washington to receive the Fermi Award.) 
This was an informal occasion. I made some remarks on the future of the 
University, mentioning our plans to accommodate the expected increase in 
enrollment, plans for increasing the University•s physical plant and enriching 
student life with the student center, etc., consideration of innovative 
programs like the honors accelerated program and the possibility of earning 
University credit in high school, and the Faculty Fellows program. 

I also discussed the University•s policy against discrimination in housing, 
explaining the new procedure which requires that landlords read our statement 
of policy and return a postcard acknowledging that they understand it before 
their rentals will be listed with the University•s Housing Office, and 
informing them that fraternities an.d sororities will be required to eliminate 
discriminatory clauses in their charters by no later than 1964. 

I also discussed the issue of teaching religion in the University, referring 
to the First Amendment separation of church and state and noting that while a 
state-supported school cannot promote one theology over another, religion is 
taught as part of the study of many disciplines, with the same high standards 
of scholarship and rational search for the truth which distinguish the 
University•s activity in other fields of study and the importance of religion 
is not diminished. I quoted James Conant•s remark: 

"Only a completely secular school system can be supported by the taxpayers 
and operated by our democracy. Otherwise, a public institution would be 
torn asunder in the conflict between rival theologies." 

The students asked me a number of questions before I left to go to the campus 
at a little after 10 a.m. It was an interesting and enjoyable dialogue. 

Among the correspondence on my desk when I arrived at my Chancellor•s Office · 
were two letters related to athletics. A confidential letter from Walter 
Byers (Executive Director of the NCAA) informs me that the next meeting of the 
NCAA Committee on Infractions will be held February 28th and March lst and 
that we could present our case at that time, or, if we wish more time to 
investigate the charges, we might wait to answer the inquiry until the time of 
their next meeting, in June. 

Len Casanova (head football coach at the University of Oregon and formerly a 
candidate for our opening for a coach) wrote to let me know how favorably 
impressed he was by the treatment he received from both Greg Engelhard and Bud 
Hastings when he was being interviewed. He said, 

"I don•t believe that I have ever been interviewed for any position where 
I have received such a thorough appraisal of the situation at the 
institution they represent. The fine features of your University ana the 
problems that would confront any coach were discussed most honestly." 
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At 11 a.m. I met in my office with E. J. Bofferding of Cresap, McCormick and 
Paget. He wanted to know the effectiveness of the decentralization and asked 
me if there were any problems. I told him that in general it has gone very 
well but that there are still some areas of conflict between line and staff 
authority in the Statewide role (i.e. Personnel); I admitted that this is 
partly a matter of personalities. 

We discussed the operation of the Regis-trar•s Office and I explained to him 
why the Berkeley campus• office is more expensive than the UCLA one. He 
wanted to know more about our views on independent use of IBM equipment 
(rather than to tie in with Statewide). I told him to talk with Clint Gilliam 
to get his views about this, saying that, off-hand, it seems to me that it 
might be better. 

I told him we are favoring establishing a position of Vice Chancellor-Business 
as a half-time, rotati~g job and briefly described some of the reasons for 
this. He asked whether we could divide up the duties and have a line 
relationship; I said that we will be moving closer that way in the fall. 

I described Kitty Malloy•s duties and those of the other people on my 
Chancellor•s staff (i.e. Errol Mauchlan•s-, Maribel Montgomery•s) and expressed 
my feeling that we need an office manager. In generat.I emphasized that we 
need more help. He is going to talk with Mauchlan and Malloy and then will 
probably meet with me again. 

At noon I presided over the regular Tuesday noon meeting of my Cabinet. 
Present were Chernin, Fretter, Hart, Kragen, Malloy, Mauchlan, Sherriffs, 
Strong and Wilkes. I began the meeting by describing my meeting with 
Bofferding and. inviting the staff to pass on any comments on the 
decentralization to me or to Mauchlan or Malloy. 

We agreed that Governor Brown should be invited to speak at the University 
Meeting on February 11th if Senator Humphrey is unable to accept our 
invitation to start the series of political speakers that week. Other 
possibilities mentioned for the University Meeting were Harry Ashmore, Sam 
Gould and C. Northcote Parkinson. It was agreed, however, that if the 
political speakers series starts in February, the February University fvieeting 
might be omitted. Gene Lee is to draft letters to six or seven candidates and 
to invite Humphrey this afternoon. If Humphrey accepts, the series will be 
announced immediately (as a preliminary plan). 

I reported in some detail on the January ceca and Regents meetings. 

We discussed vacation schedules for this summer: I will take off the month of 
July; Sherriffs, Chernin and Mauchlan will all take off the month of August; 
Fretter will be here until he leaves on his sabbatical on September 15th; 
Strong will return from his sabbatical around September 7th. 

At 2 p.m. I met with Aaron Gordon to talk about matters of concern to the 
Department of Economics. 

About 3:30 p.m. I left my office and walked up the hill to the International 
House, where I presided over a meeting of the Board of Directors. Apart from 
the usual reports from Allen Blaisdell (as Director) and from the Committees 
on Finance, Investment and Business Management, most of the discussion was a 
very broad consideration of the future of !-House. The Board passed the 
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following resolution expressing their sense of the need for a more thorough 
consideration of the broad questions raised: 

11 It was agreed that the University representatives prepare a more 
comprehensive report of the proposed organization and operation of 
International House and its program under the University and its place 
within the University administration ... 

Helen attended a meeting of the Happy Valley School Parents Club this 
afternoon. 

Wednesday, January 27, 1960 

This morning's calendar was free so I had a chance to spend some time catching 
up on paper\'IOrk, etc. I read a number of reports from committees and routine 
administrative papers. 

At 11:10 a.m. I received a call from George Kistiakowsky, who wanted to get 
information from me about the qualifications of Robert Metcalf (UC Riverside) 
to speak to the PSAC Panel on Food Additives. Kisty is concerned that the 
Panel receive a balanced view and expressed some reservations about Metcalf's 
close associations with the agri-chemical industry. I will check with Herman 
Spieth and get back to him tomorrow. 

When I called Spieth (who gave Metcalf a good recommendation), I had the 
opportunity to speak with Clark Kerr, who was meeting with him in his office 
at that time. I asked Kerr how much could be said to the CAAC about what 
happened to the resolution on parking at the Regents Meeting and about 
subsequent remarks at the Meeting. He said it would be okay to mention that I 
reported the Rolph idea and that ~orne of the Regents thought it interesting 
enough to be worthwhile investigating. 

The Chancellor's Advisory Administrative Council (CAAC) convened, under my 
chairmansip, at 12:15 p.m. in my Conference Room. Members present were W. A. 
Brownell, H. Bruyn, D. Coney, L.A. DeMonte, W. B. Fretter, C. C. Gilliam, E. 
T. Grether, A. E. Hutson, R. Kerley, M. W. Morgan, N. M. Mundell, E. Parker, 
K. A. Ryerson, W. F. Shepard, C. E. Smith, M.A. Stewart, E. W. Strong, H. J. 
Vaux, J. R. Whinnery, D. M. Wilkes and W. W. Wurster; also attending were R. 
A. Gordon (Chairman of the Department of Economics) and I. M. Lerner (Chairman 
of the Department of Genetics). 

I opened the meeting by introducing Henry Bruyn as a new member of the Council 
and by reporting on the January CCCO and Regents meetings. 

Copies of my memorandum to deans and departmental chairmen of January 25th on 
the subject of credit for Extension courses were distributed. Bill Fretter 
commented on the importance of reviewing carefully applications from 
University Extension for approval of courses and instructors, since credit 
must be given for approved courses. It is also important to note that, if a 
Berkeley campus department accepts for credit a course given on another 
campus, it must accept also the related approved Extension course. we also 
talked briefly about the planned integration of summer sessions. 

After the meeting I mentioned to Knowles Ryerson that I am thankful for his 
letter about the greenhouses and told him that we are working on the problem 
and taking it very seriously. 
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At 3:30 p.m. I met with Betty Luce (Personnel Department) to go over the 
documents necessary to bring about a raise for Bob Kerley and Forest Tregea. 
I signed a letter to President Kerr, enclosing a separation form for Bob 
Kerley (effective Febuary 26, 1960) and supporting Kerley•s contention in his 
resignation letter that he should receive some salary consideration in 
recognition of the fact that he served as Acting Business Manager without 
salary consideration. I recommend that he be advanced to the next step of 
Business Manager III retroactive to July 1, 1959 and that Forest Tregea be 
appointed Acting Business Manager effective February 1960 at a temporary pay 
increase of 10% during the period he is acting as Kerley•s replacement. 

At 4 p.m. I met with Edward H. Siems, who told me that the three top people of 
the Key System, including himself, were being let go as a result of the new 
mass transit organization that is being set up. I told him that we do not yet 
know in which direction we are going in the area of business affairs and that 
no decision would be made for a couple of months more. I told him that I was 
pleased to meet him and would certainly keep him in mind when some basic 
decisions have been made. He seemed very pleasant and had a good appearance. 

At 4:05 ·p.m. John Carr (State Director of Finance) called to inform me of the 
plans for the meeting that will be held in his office in the Capitol Building 
in Sacramento on the mornin~ of February 3rd to discuss educational televisio~ 
in California. I am to prepare the agenda and .preside over the meeting. Also 
invited to attend are Don Liefer, Jim Day, Harvey White, Jerd Sullivan, Ted 
Sherburne, Bill Fretter and John C. Crabbe and William Vasse. 

The Committee on Campus Planning, chaired by Donald t-'lcLaughlin, met in the 
Chancellor•s Conference Room at 4:30p.m. Wurster and I, the other two 
members, were both present. Also attending were Ed Strong, Bill Fretter, 
Sandy Elberg, L. A~ DeMonte, N.H. Dyer and A. R. Wagner and, for various 
parts of the meeting, R. Kitchen, F. Hunt, R. Anshen and W. S. Allen. 

Kitchen and Hunt, the architectural team appointed for the design of the 
Animal Building in the Biomedical Group, presented a new site plan for the 
complex, to be located immediately north of the Botanical Gardens in 
Strawberry Canyon. The CPC had criticized the plan they presented at our last 
meeting on January 7th because of its proximity to North Canyon Road. 
Therefore, we asked them to submit a different desig~ which would show greater 
respect for the natural setting of Strawberry Canyon. Their new design, which 
we approved, sets the building further back from the road ana divides the 
building into two portions so that it is less obtrusive and more suited to the 
natura 1 topography of the 1 and. 

Anshen and Allen then presented satisfactory preliminary plans for the parking 
structure and athletic fields to be built west of College Avenue between 
Residence Hall Units #1 and #2. 

We discussed the problems associated with current faculty objections to the 
fee structure proposed to amortize loan funds used in financing the first few 
parking structures. We were in agreement that these problems are largely a 
matter of timing and equitable fee schedules and should not affect physical 
planning; we should go ahead with construction of the parking facilities that 
are already a part of the Long Range Development Plan. 

Louis ~Monte reported that very serious problems with building funds have 

January 1960- Page 39 



arisen as a result of State Department of Finance scrutiny of Berkeley campus 
projects. Four major projects are "in trouble": Barrows Hall, Engineering 
Unit #1, Environmental Design, and LeConte Annex. The State Department of 
Finance measures our projects by the same criteria as they use for the state 
colleges, which we don•t feel is quite fair. We decided that one way to help 
promote our point of view (particularly over such disputes as the 
architectural elements of the buildings) would be to make sure that our 
representatives in Sacramento are better informed in defending the projects; 
we may even want to send someone who is more intimately acquainted with the 
projects to Sacramento to attend the meetings with the offical University 
representatives. The meeting adjourned at 6:30 p.m. 

I then met Helen in my office and went with her to a reception hosted by the 
Chernins at their home. They were celebrating the end of the study of 
curriculum in the School of Social Welfare. 

Thursday, January 28, 1960 

In my Chancellor•s Office this morning I started the day dictating some 
correspondence. I wrote to Bill Leiser (Chronicle sportswriter) to thank him 
for his thoughts on the football coach situation and to suggest that when the 
search is all over, perhaps he and I might get together for lunch to discuss 
this persona 11 y. 

I was pleased to read a note from Clark Kerr informing me that both Kerley•s 
and Tregea•s raises in recognition of serving as "Acting Business f'/Janager" 
(Kerley in the past and Tregea in the future) have been approved. This only 
seems fair. A note from Milt Chernin mentions that Kerley is working on a 
document describing what changes he thinks need to be made in the Berkeley 
campus business operations. He is asking for input from the heads of his 
divisions. I asked that an appointment be set up for me with Tregea to inform 
him of his appointment as "Acting Business Manager" and to let him know what I 
expect of him in that position. I will also want to drop into one of the 
Business Office meetings and formally "launch" Tregea in this new 
res pons ib il ity. 

At 10:30 a.m. Frank Kidner brought John Ralston along to see me. John is a 
former Berkeley football player who is interested in the position of head 
football coach for which we are recruiting. 

At 2 p.m. Lawrence Lessing and Betsy Stillwell of Fortune Magazine met with me 
in my office to interview me for their publication. They covered my career in 
general (how I happened to go into science, etc.) and asked me questions about 
my views on basic research and of our support of it in this country. They 
asked me who I consider to be the great American chemists ano what I think of 
the present space research programs. 

The Vice Chancellor of Kurukshetra University in the Punjab Province of India, 
Professor Hardwari Lal, paid me a courtesy visit at 3 p.m. We talked about 
the amicable relations between England and India, the situation in France ana 
a number of other wor 1 d affairs. 

At 3:30 p.m. I met with Wendell Stanley to talk once again about his space 
problems. He began by referring to his letter of June 10, 1959 to Clark Kerr 
in which he said that he would leave the University in answer to my decision 
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on the division of space between the Virus Laboratory and Biochemistry. Since 
that time, there have been two big points made in my favor: 1) I kept my 
promise of 1.5 FTE in the Virology Department and, in view of the stringency 
of the budget, he realizes that this was really something that demonstrated my 
interest in the department; and 2) plans for the three buildings in the Hearst 
tract gave him another 11 ray of hope 11

• He didn•t agree with the decision to 
move the Virus Laboratory but it looks okay. He said that he made the 
decision. to stay in the University as it is 11 the best place in the country 11

, 

to which I immediately agreed and used the opportunity to expand on this theme 
at some 1 ength. 

Then we went back to two things: 

1) He referred to a memo he wrote to Kerr in May 1957 in which he 
outlined a 60,000 square foot building (56,000 square feet of this was, he 
said, eligible for federal financing) but it never 11 cleared through 
anywhere 11

• Now he wants to know whether he can apply to the Public Health 
Service for 50% of the Virus Laboratory. He said that if it is true that 
the Virus Lab is only two years behind Biochemistry in the priority 1 ist, 
he should apply now. He thinks on the basis of the 1957 memo and other 
data, he should be asked to prepare an application. According to his 
information, the Public Health Service only has $30 million a year for 
such purposes. He ~lso asked about whether he could have 30-40 post-docs; 
I said we waul d look into this. 

2) He wanted to know what is planned for released space when Biochemistry 
leaves, expressing the opinion that my letter holding him to the space he 
currently has was very strict and over-restrictive. The space is related 
to communal arrangements with Biochemistry (storehouse, library, machine 
shop, equipment, etc.) and much of it was paid for with Stanley•s funds 
(private grants from Lederle, etc.). I suggested that Bill Fretter work 
with Robley Williams to work this out. 

We went on to talk about the need to improve moaern biology on campus and 
reviewed the eminence of his people. He doesn•t think we are behind CalTech 
or Stanford, insisting that if we had better policies here in FTE•s, etc. we 
could get anyone we want. I told him that a change in those policies would be 
one·way to solve the problem but other people have to have staff, too- I just 

. can•t give him everything! I tried to get it across to him that we need to 
build up other fields, too. He finally came around to saying that he probably 
won•t object to building up another institute. I emphasized that he need to 
look to the future and pay attention to building up young men. He said he 
understands this, and then stated once more that he would like two or three 
more FTE 1 s within the next two or three years, to which I coula only respond 
that that will depend upon enrollment. 

A student, Rudy Fregoso, came in for an appointment with me at 4:45 p.m. and 
described to me a problem he has with paying for a janitor•s services in 
cleaning up Hearst Gym in connection with the Western Intercollegiate Fencing 
meet. I referred him to Alex Sherriffs. 

At 5:10p.m. I received a phone call from John tt:cConnell (who has been very 
persistent in recent days in talking with Alex Sherriffs ana other members of 
my staff about his current project) and told him that I will not allow my name 
to be used on his petition. I told him very clearly that I do not feel that I 
made any commitment to do this in Geneva in 1958 (as he implied I haa), that I 
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don't make such commitments before knowing the other names on· the petition and 
certainly not such a commitment to be carried out a year and a half later 
after a changed situation. I gave as an example of the way in which 
situations change the fact that I am now a member of the President's Science 
Advisory Committee, which is considering many possible cooperative experiments 
with the Russians and that I certainly could not go on record publicly as 
favoring one such experiment that has not been considered by the group. 

Helen took the kids for flu shots this afternoon. 

Friday, January 29, 1960 

First thing this morning I dictated a letter recommending fv1elvin Calvin for a 
research professorship in the Miller Institute. I wrote, 

11 I would like to give this request my highest endorsement. Professor 
Calvin is a brilliant scientist carrying on an extraordinarily fine 
program of investigation. of the photosynthesis process •. I have followed 
this work since its inception about 15 years ago and have been continually 
pleased, and even amazed, by the brilliance of his ideas and the 
competence with which these ideas are trans 1 a ted into experimenta 1 test, 
followed by penetrating interpretation. 

Perhaps my high regard for his work is best illustrated, if I may tell 
you, on a confidential basis of course, that I have nominated him for the 
Nobel Prize in Chemistry for 1960. 

I might also add that I am very sympathetic to the problem of his 
displacement from a laboratory of his own through no fault of his own. 11 

I read a note from Bill Fretter describing his discussions with Harvey Vihite 
regarding the site study for the Lawrence Memorial Hall. Architect Spencer 
has made a list of possible sites and is making a detailed study of the Fog 
Bluff site, with the view that it is the tightest of the sites and that if the 
Hall will fit in there, it will fit in anywhere. In any case, he understands 
that if it will fit on Fog Bluff, it will be placed there. White and lionel 
Viales will go to Los Angeles next week to brief Ed Pauley on the progress of 
our plans. 

Another memo from Fretter informs me that the Committee on the Marine Biology 
Laboratory has met and is actively pursuing the possibility of a site for the 
Laboratory on Bodega Head at Horseshoe Cove. 

At 10 a.m. the Chancellor's Office hosted a coffee for Ed Strong, who is 
leaving for his sabbatical next semester- in a few days. 

After the coffee hour, I briefly interviewed a couple of candidates for a 
secretarial opening we have in the office; Maribel conducted a more thorough 
interview of their histories and skills so I was mostly just getting an 
impress ion. 

At noon I hosted a luncheon for Logan Wilson (President of the University of 
Texas) at University House. Guests included Clark Kerr, Stan McCaffrey, Harry 
Wellman, Reinhard Bendix, Herbert Blumer, Henry Rosovsky, Frank Hahn (a 
visiting professor of Economics), Hans Rosenberg (a visiting professor ot 
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History), Kingsley Davis, Seymour Lipset, Malcolm Davisson, Charles Glock, 
Mellier Scott, Mark Rosenzweig, Leo Lowenthal and Bud Hastings. It was a 
pleasant occasion which also served as a chance for me to get to know some of 
the faculty guests a bit better. 

At 2:05 p.m. Melvin Calvin called to let me know that the National Science 
Foundation is sending out a site team on March 5th. I tried to explain the 
general situation with respect to getting his building in the budget and he 
seemed to understand. I said that we will press forward on all fronts 
(including looking for private funds) and will try to get him into next year's 
University building budget. He seemed satisfied that I am doing all I can. 

I then met with Forrest Tregea and told him that I have decided to appoint him 
Acting Business Manager with a temporary salary of $11,400 to take over what 
had ,been Kerley's duties. I expressed my confidence that he will do the best 
job possible and that we will have a fairly quick solution to our permanent 
problem of organization in this area. I offered to meet with his people next 
Monday and he will let me know the time; I suggested he confer with Kerley ana 
Chernin to decide who should be invited to attend. Tregea told me that he 
will apply for the permanent Business Manager job, which I said is quite 
proper for him to do. 

At 3:30p.m. Wendell Stanley telephoned to tell,,me that he has thought further 
about the problem of expanding the University's work in modern biology. He 
threw out the idea that the Virus Laboratory might be changea into or absorbed 
by an Institute of t>'lolecular Biology which would include people from Zoology, 
Botany, Plant Pathology, Cancer Genetics, etc. The Department of Virology 
would remain a separate entity. I raised the question of the directorship and 
he was non-committal. We would have to represent this as an idea that 
originated with me and on which I had to sell Stanley. Something like this 
would be good to start in connection with the three new buildings in the 
Hearst site. 

Beginning at 4:30 p.m. Clark Kerr and I got together to race through (in less 
than an hour) an agenda that included 7 items on my list and 19 on his, 26 
items in total. I described my report to the CAAC on parking and my plans to 
report to the Representative Assembly next week. Kerr asked that I provide 
him before he leaves next Thursday with a copy of this planned report for his 
use in making a report.to the Regents. 

We also discussed the problem with 116ig C11 morale and the worry over entrance 
requirements. I mentioned that we may have a meeting for alumni and that I 
think it would be a good idea for him to discuss the athletic administration, 
entrance requirements and our choice of a football coach at that time. He 
said we could go ahead and set a date. I confided that we may be in a 
position to make a recommendation to the Regents regarding a football coach 
and that I would like to clear the two names we are considering with the 
Educational Policy Committee (maybe over the phone). Kerr suggested that I 
talk with Harry Wellman to see if he would prefer to handle this with the 
Regents' Committee during his (Clark's) absence. 

I briefed Kerr on the situation at International House, particularly on the 
matter of talking to the Rockefeller Foundation. He said that the only thing 
he discussed with Robert Gordon Sproul was the matter of his (Kerr's) 

·continuing on the Board as President; Sproul said that Rockefeller insists 
that the President of the University of California be on the Board. 
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I was very pleased to learn that a raise has been approved for Roger Stanier, 
which together with some other concessions (space, etc.), we hope will inspire 
him to turn down the offe-r from Harvard and keep him here. . 

Kerr tal d me that he has spoken with the Ford Foundation about the funds _for 
area studies and learned that the grants go only to Harvard, Columbia and UC. 
Ford wants to give this money to the University as a whole, not to individual 
campuses. He suggested that I speak with Paul Taylor so that he will come 
into Wednesday's meeting with a reasonable attitude. He seemed to imply that 
the statewide approach would be more with the mechanics of administration. I 
promised to call Taylor to smooth the way. 

Shortly before 5:30p.m. Elmo Morgan, Harry Wellman, Ray Kettler and Loren 
Furtado joined us in Kerr's office. I explained that we don't want an 
Assistant Chancellor (non-academic) but a Vice Chancellor, half-time, 
rotating, and a Business Manager. They didn't go for this suggestion and said 
that we should go ahead and recruit a Business Manager at a level of about 
$18,000. Morgan will work up a job description and· as soon as we receive it, 
we should appoint a committee to get started on the search. (The committee's 
main function will be to evaluate the candidates' qualifications.) Both 
Morgan and Kettler have some people to suggest for our consideration. I told 
them that I want to make it clear that they are not using this as a device and 
that they don't plan to change the title on me; they assured me (more or less) 
·that they aren't. I ended the appointment by saying that I still think it 
would have been better to have a rotating Vice Chancellor and a Business 
Manager, but I accept the arrangement as is. 

I went to Harmon Gym to watch the basketball game between Cal and the 
University of Oregon. Cal defeated Oregon, 70-45. 

Saturday, January 30, 1960 

.Among the papers which I brought home from the office 1 ast night to read over 
the weekend was a copy of a letter from Gene Lee to Charles Aikin which 
describes the developing plans for political speakers from both parties to 
visit the campus as the time for the presidential campaign approaches. 
Suggested speakers are, from the Republican Party: Governor Mark Hatfield, 
Governor Nelson Rockefeller, Secretary of the Interior Fred Seaton, Secretary 
of Labor James Mitchell, Senator Thruston Morton, Representative Char 1 es 
Halleck and Secretary of Defense Thomas Gates; from the Democrats, Senator 
Hubert Humphrey, Senator John Kennedy, Senator Stuart Symington and Senator 
Lyndon Johnson. Vice President Richard Nixon will be invited with the 
understanding that every effort will be made to get the Democratic nominee to 
make an appearance also. This sounds 1 ike an interesting program to me and 
one that will greatly enhance student understanding of the democratic 
process. I would be willing to support the costs from contingency monies, if 
need be. 

Today is the annual University Day, an alumni program. I gave a speech, 
entitled "The University and the Master Plan", at the luncheon at 
International House. There seemed to be a lot of interest in how the 
University fits into the plan for higher education 

In the evening I watched Cal defeat Oregon State in basketball, 67-48. 
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Sunday, January 31, 1960 

I spent the morning at home today playing with the kids and puttering about 
the house. That is quite a luxury these days. 

In the afternoon Helen and I drove over to San Francisco to drop in on the 
celebration marking the 40th anniversary of the establishment of the 
Langley-Porter Institute, the neuropsychiatric facility which is now a part of 
the the UCSF campus. 
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Monday, February 1, 1960 

As usual, I spent this Monday morning and stayed on for lunch up at the Lab. 

Shortly after I arrived at my Dwinelle office, I placed a telephone call to 
Hugh Dryden at the NAS offices in Washington. I asked him whether there would 
be any difficulty in nominating I. I. Rabi for the Barnard Medal, since Rabi 
is on our committee; he said there wouldn't be. We should tell the other 
members of the committee of the final decision at the right time and let Rabi 
find out as any other nominee would. 

At 2 p.m. I met by appointment with Roger Stanier to discuss his offer of the 
Higgins professorship at Harvard and to try to persuade him to turn down their 
offer and stay here. I told him that I am prepared to recommend a substantial 
salary increase for him. We also talked in general about our efforts to 
strengthen the University's offerings in General Biology and about the 
important role he could play in helping us to realize this goal. Stanier is 
an eminent microbiologist and has been very active in University service. We 
are all very anxious to keep him on our faculty. 

Following my meeting with Stanier, -I met briefly with E. Gorton Linsley 
(Entomology Department), who is being considere9 for the deanship of the 
College of Agriculture. " 

At 3:15 p.m. Colonel Samuel C. Gurney (Air Science) brought in Mr. Croft to 
intro·duce us. They described to me the new Air Force ROTC program. He told 
me that they are going to have a program which will include courses given by 
various departments (such as Political Science, etc.) during the first 
semester and then during the second and third semesters will include only ROTC 
courses, followed by courses offered by regular departments again in the 
fourth semester. Similarly, the junior and senior years would include more 
work in regular departments. We also talked about the possibility that, in 
the event that ROTC becomes voluntary,they might offer a six-week orientation 
course during which the students could make up their minds whether they wish 
to continue in the ROTC program. 

James Ackerman (Architecture) met with me at 3:45 p.m. 

At 4 p.m. I called Paul· Taylor to let him know that Clark Kerr wants him to 
keep an open mind on the area studies problem. Taylor said that he would like 
to meet with me to discuss this further so I set up a meeting with him, 
Riesenfeld, Blaisdell and F~etter for 4:30p.m. tomorrow. 

I then walked over to the Business Manager's Office in Sproul Hall (Room 221) 
and met with the various department heads, Bob Kerley and Forrest Tregea 
there. I told them about Kerley's new job (noting that I was aware that they 
already knew about this unofficially) and informed them that I am appointing 
Tregea Acting Business Manager, effective today. (Kerley elected this 
termination date so that he could be free to help us in a broader capacity 
between now and his departure on February 26th.) I expressed my full support 
for Tregea and said that I know he will receive the same support from all 
those present. I also said that I intend to set up a permanent organization 
soon and that I hope that there will not be an interim period of uncertainty. 
Kerley also said a few encouraging words and Tregea made a few remarks at the 
conclusion of the meeting. 
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This afternoon•s Oakland Tribune ran an editorial titled 11 Time for University 
of California To Adopt a •Good Neighbor• Policy .. which urges the University to 
make its stadium available to Oakland•s new American League football franchise, 

11 It would be far better if the University of California Regents and 
Administration as a matter of good Community relations would rent the 
California Stadium temporarily until the Oakland Stadium could be built. 

The more than a million people on this side of the Bay would have a place 
over here where games could be played. The University would receive some 
revenue from an otherwise little used facility. In addition the 
University would be making many new friends and demonstrating a tangible 
•good neighbor policy• which could, over the years, be mutually 
advantageous ... 

The pressure is on. It doesn•t seem to matter that we have already definitely 
turned down this proposal. 

Before leaving the office I signed a number of letters inviting leaders of the 
Democratic and Republican parties to speak on the campus. The letter, which 
went to Vice President Richard Nixon, Senator Stuart Symington, Governor Mark 
Hatfield, Senator John F. Kennedy, Governor Nelson Rockefeller, Senator Hubert 
Humphrey, Senator Lyndon B. Johnson, Secretary of the Interior Fred Seaton, 
Secretary of Labor James Mitchell and Governor Pat Brown, stated, 

11 The meetings are to be part of our general program to bring to the campus 
leaders in all walks of life so ~hat they may present to the university 
community their views on important questions of the day. In no area do we 
consider this more important than that of political affairs, particularly 
in a presidential election year. 11 

I also signed a letter to Knowles Ryerson, informing him that I have taken up 
the difficulties of the Oxford Tract greenhouses with Louis DeMonte and feel 
confident that the deficiencies will now be corrected and all necessities 
provided. 

I wrote Henry Eyring (University of Utah) to ask him to help obtain a two year 
release from the University of Utah for Lloyd Malm so that he could 
participate in our CHEM Study project as Assistant Director, stating that Malm 
has had considerable contact with high school teachers, both in summer 
institutes and with their local programs in Salt Lake City and has good 
rapport with students 11 together with a professional competence that will carry 
weight in discussing new ideas for high school teaching with them ... 

As usual, after dinner I retreated to my study to read some papers I brought 
home from the office with me. I studied with care the Major Capital 
Improvements Program for the Berkeley campus for 1960-61, which calls for the 
expenditure of $636,000 for the following major capital improvements: 

1. Electric extension, NW corner Hesse Hall to Hearst Avenue. 
2. Steam main extension, SW corner Haviland Hall to Hearst Avenue and 

thence to Le Roy Avenue. 
3. Storm Drain in Hearst Avenue. 
4. Sewer Line in Hearst Avenue. 
5. Water main along Hearst Avenue between Stern Hall and Le Roy Avenue. 
6. Revisions to Campus Water Distribution Systems to improve fire flow 

capacities. 
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7. Capacitor installations, 4KV Electrical System. 
8. Increase electrical substation capacity and improve reliability of 

4KV distribution system. 
9. Telephone wireways and splice boxes. 

10. Water main extension from SW corner Education- Psychology Building to 
site of Biochemistry Building. -

11. Steam main loop completion Biochemistry Building area. 
12. Electric duct line from SW corner Ed.- Psych. Building to Oxford 

Street. 
13. Electric line from University Hall to Press Building. 
14. Steam Generating Unit for Central Heating Plant. 

The last item is the largest, estimated to cost $235,000. The new boiler 
which will be installed has a capacity of 100,000 pounds of steam per hour and 
will replace an existing 30,000 pounds per hour unit which is old and 
unreliable. 

The University Bulletin of today•s date carried the announcement that the 
Community Facilities Administration of the Housing and Home Finance Agency has 
granted the Berkeley campus a $3 million loan for construction of 300 more 
married student apartments on the Gill Tract in Albany (where there are 
presently 419 units.) 

Tuesday, February 2, 1960 

My day began at the meeting of the Intercollegiate Athletic Advisory Council 
in Room 715 University Hall, at which Tom Cunningham presided. The purpose of 
this meeting was to discuss the statement from Vice Chancellor Bill Young of 
UCLA and me titled "Joint Statement on Organization and Management of 
Intercollegiate Athletics at Berkeley and Los Angeles... Bill drafted this 
statement, which he clearly outlined in the first paragraph, as follows: 

"This memorandum consists of four parts: the first part sets forth the 
basic recommendation of the Berkeley and Los Angeles campu?es concerning 
the organization and management of intercollegiate athletics; the second 
has to do with the recommended method by which the views of the faculty, 
students, alumni and administration may be heard in the course of policy 
formation and execution; part three sets forth the essential duties of the 
Intercollegiate Athletic Director to which reference is made in parts one 
and two; and part four calls attention to a number of problems which must 
be resolved in order properly to implement the basic recommendation ... 

The basic recommendation (Part I) is: 

"It is recommended that there be established on the Berkeley and Los 
Angeles campuses a Department of the University to be known as the 
Department of Intercollegiate Athletics and that responsibility for and 
administration of the intercollegiate athletics program be transferred 
from the A.S.U.C. and A.S.U.C.L.A., respectively, to the Department of 
Intercollegiate Athletics on each campus, effective 1 July 1960. · 

It is further recommended that the executive head of each department of 
intercollegiate athletics be known as the Intercollegiate Athletics 
Director and that each such executive head have line responsibility to his 
respective Chancellor. 
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It is recommended that each Department of Inter collegiate Athletics be 
budgeted and,operated as a self-supporting activity (auxiliary enterprise) 
of the University, with special provisions for management operations, 
reserve funds and working capita 1 and that each Department be staffed by 
University employees ... 

Part II recommends the establishment of an Intercollegiate Athletic Advisory 
Board to make recommendations to the Chancellor. Membership on each campus 
would consist of: 

11 (a) four members of the faculty; three of whom shall be the Chancellor •s 
Faculty Athletic Representative, the Chairman of the Divisional Committee 
on Athletics of the Academic Senate and the Chairman of the Department of 
Physical Education; (b) four students on each campus: the President of the 
A.S.U.C., two other undergraduate students and one graduate student, 
preferably an alumnus, chosen by a method to be determined by the 
Chancellor at Berkeley; the President of the A.S.U.C.L.A., two 
undergraduate students and one graduate student, preferably an alumnus, 
chosen by a method to be determined by the Chancellor at Los Angeles; (c) 
three alumni on each of the two campuses. At Berkeley, the President of 
the University of California Alumni Association and two members to be 
appointed by the Chancellor from a panel nominatea by the Council of the 
Alumni Association. In Los Angeles, the President of the U.C.L.A. Alumni 
Association and two others, appointed by the Chancellor from a panel 
nominated by the U.C.L.A. Alumni Council; (d) the campus Business f'llanager; 
(e) the Intercollegiate Athletic Director, ex-officio and without vote ... 

The Council voted unanimously in favor of this statement and the system it 
proposes. 

Unfortunately, in order to attend the IAAC meeting, I was not able to 
participate in the orientation for new faculty which began this morning. This 
was a pity since I enjoy the opportunity to welcome new faculty myself. 

At noon the Chancellor•s Cabinet met in the Conference Room while we ate our 
lunch. I presided and Chernin, Fretter, Hart, Kragen, Malloy, Mauchlan and 
Wilkes were also present. We began the meeting by reviewing plans for outside 
speakers to visit the campus this semester, describing the political series we 
are initiating and the invitation to Governor Brown to speak on February 11th. 

I then reported in some detail on my meeting with Kerr, Morgan, Wellman, 
Kettler and Furtado last Friday to discuss the title and responsibilities of 
the Business Manager position. 

We touched upon the subject of the proposal to create a platform for speakers 
in the Student Union area by giving land back to the City of Berkeley for this 
purpose. We seemed to be headed for the conclusion that we ought to drop this 
idea, which is receiving considerable opposition from the Regents; however, 
since our time was short, we deferred further discussion of this matter until 
a future Cabinet meeting. 

I signed several letters which had been prepared for my signature, among which 
was a letter to Sidney Hook of New York University•s Department of Philosophy 
inviting him to give the Jefferson Lectures this Spring Semester (or in the 
Fall Semester if that suits his schedule better) and another to Assemblyman 
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Don Mulford proposing that a group of Alameda and Contra Costa legislators 
visit the Berkeley campus on February 25th or 26th. 

At 3:30 p.m. I ~et with Frank Kidner, who described to me his plans for his 
sabbatical leave which will begin this July. He may go to Indonesia or 
possibly to London, or both. He said that he would recommend Malcolm Davisson 
to head the Indonesian project locally and that if he could find someone to 
head the project in Indonesia, he wouldn•t go there, just to London. He gave 
me a copy of the project's contract, which I promised to study tonight since 
it needs to go before the Regents at their February meeting. The contract 
goes through December 1962, which will be its termination date. 

At 4 p.m. I met with Elliott McCarty, who claims that he was erroneously 
advised by an assistant dean in Letters and Science and by reading some 
printed instructions. He enrolled in Spanish III, which was not sufficient to 
fulfill his foreign language requirement because he has taken an equivalent of 
four units of Spanish in high school and eight units in junior college and 
thus, should have taken Spanish IV or another language in order to fulfill the 
16 units required. He said that other students have been misled in this way 
and that something should be done about it. I said that I will speak to Dean 
Constance about this in an effort to forestall future recurrences and that we 
would have to let it go at that. 

At 4:30p.m., as we had arranged yesterday, I met with Paul Taylor, Stefan 
Riesenfeld, Tom Blaisdell and Bill Fretter to discuss the problems with the 
Institute of International Studies and the allocation of Ford Foundation funds. 

When I arrived home, Helen told me that she took all of the kids to Dr. 
Jennings• office for flu shots this afternoon. 

After dinner, as usual, I worked in my study, reading papers from the 
Chancellor•s Office. As I promised I would, I read the Indonesian project 
contract which Frank Kidner gave me this afternoon. It looks fine to me. 

I also read a note from Bill Fretter summarizing his and Ed Strong•s reasons 
for feeling that appointing Nevitt Sanford as Director of the Institute for 
Human Development would be a mistake. Essentially it all boils down to their 
conviction that Sanford would run the Institute as a "one-man show" and that 
it should serve a group of faculty rather than the ambitions of one person. I 
agreed to Fretter•s proposal that I appoint a committee to administrate the 
Institute for a year until a suitable director can be found and an ad hoc 
committee to seek a new director to take office in 1961. 

Wednesday, February 3, 1960- Sacramento- Berkeley 

A University driver picked me up at my home very early this morning to drive 
me to Sacramento for the 9 a.m. meeting on educational television called by 
State Director of Finance John E. Carr. Other participants in the meeting 
included Ted Sherburne, Bill Fretter, Harvey White, Roy E. Simpson (State 
Superintendent of Instruction), Regent Jerd Sullivan, Richard B. Lewis (San 
Jose State College), K. K. Jones (Professor-in-Charge, Broadcasting, San Diego 
State), Leo F. Cain (Vice President, San Francisco State), Kenneth D. Norberg 
(Coordinator of Audio-Visual Services, Sacramento State College), Dorothy W. 
Knoell (Curriculum Consultant, Department of Education, Division of State 
Colleges), John C. Crabbe (General Manager, KVIE, Sacramento), James Day 
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(General Manager, KQED, San Francisco), Robert Harris (Budget Division, 
Department of Finance), Robert L. Harkness (Assistant Director, Department of 
Finance) and Don Leiffer (Governor•s Office). 

I opened the meeting with general remarks on television in education. The 
meeting was limited to a discussion of the uses of television by education, 
rather than a more general discussion of 11educational television... This 
excluded, for the purposes of discussion, the operation of non-commercial 
educational TV stations (except as these affected the subject of the meeting) 
and the vocational training aspects of television (the teaching of TV 
production, directing, acting, etc.). After my remarks Ted Sherburne spoke 
for a while on the status of educational TV in the United States, its 
effectiveness as a teaching tool and plans for television uses at the 
University of California (particularly our 1960-61 proposed budget). Jerd 
Sullivan and I followed Ted•s presentation with some comments, reinforcing the 
importance of this area. 

Then representatives of the state colleges presented an outline of their 
proposed activities, followed by a summary of Title VII of the National 
Defense Education Act by Kenneth Norberg and then by a budget presentation of 
the state colleges• plans (totalling $191,000--$100,000 for capital outlay and 
$91 ,000 for operating expenses) by Dorothy Knoell. John Crabbe and James Day 
both remarked on the problems encountered by non-commercial educational TV 
stations in covering costs of programs produced for use in the schools. 

John Carr then summarized the meeting, expressing his belief in the importance 
of television as a possible solution to some of the major problems of 
education in California. He suggested that television should point toward 
four goals: 1) Quality- the improvement of the quality of teaching; 2) 
Quantity- handling of 1 arger numbers of students; 3) Time- the acceleration of 
the education process; and 4) Money- the saving of money. He suggested some 
sort of continuation of this kind of meeting between the University and the 
state colleges in order to avoid duplication of research efforts and to put 
the available funds to the best possible use. He suggested that the 
University resubmit a budget of up to $400,000 by March 1, 1960, through 
appropriate ch~nnels, and that it might be possible to find the additional 
funds if the projects seem to warrant it. He did not say what the source of 
these funds would be. He also suggested that the state colleges do the same 
thing, with the implication that their top level would be lower. The meeting 
adjourned at 1 p.m. 

After a quick lunch, I returned to Berkeley in the University car. 

The Academic Advisory Committee met in my conference room at 3:15p.m. 
Present were members L. Constance, S. Elberg, w. B. Fretter, L. M. Grossman, 
S. S. Hoos, G. Mackinney, J. W. MacSwain, E. R. Parker, and guests John W. 
Gofman, Hardin B. Jones and C. A. Tobias. 

We continued the review of the Medical Physics program begun at our last 
meeting. G:>fman, Jones and Tobias each spoke about the relationship between 
Medical Physics and Biophysics, as a more general field. 

We then went on to a detailed discussion of the report of the Eaucational 
Policy Committee on the review of the School of Criminology. It was agreed, 
in regard to the deanship, that the incumbent should be offered the choice of 
normal review or of agreeing to the setting up of a committee to select a new 
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dean with the understanding that his name would be considered with those of 
other candidates. 

J. W. MacSwain reported on the Committ~e on Courses• review of its 
jurisdiction in respect to grading. I~ general it has decided that it has no 
jurisdiction in regard to any particular single grade, but in the event of 
wide variation in grading in a particular course, it has authority to consider 
the level of the course. The meeting adjourned at 4:50 p.m. 

On my way home I bumped into Carl Nordly, who ~old me that Bill Monahan has 
checked with Wally Haas about the Strawberry Canyon fee schedule and that Haas 
doesn't like the idea that we would charge students for the privilege of using 
the recreational facilities. He pointed out that if we could raise the money 
(about $5,000) some other way (i.e. through endowment funds), it would be 
okay. He mentioned that some Section Club members (i.e. Kay Kerr) might 
object. 

At home this evening, at about 8 p.m., I telephoned Clark Kerr to discuss a 
number of matters. I described the session in Sacramento today •. I told him 
that we are suggesting that he appoint someone to meet with Bob Harkness 
(State Department of Finance) along with state college representatives to try 
to reach concurrence on how much the television budget should be. I said that 
we will ask for $150,000 extra above the $250,000 for 1960-61. 

I also told him that Jim Hart has already told me about the meeting today to 
work out a recommendation for funds distribution and administration in area 
studies. Kerr said that he feels that the meeting went well and that we 
should designate someone (Tom Blaisdell) to be on the committee. I described 
in a very brief and somewhat superficial way the difficulties that have 
developed involving Walter Galenson and Charles Jelavich but said that we hope 
things will work out satisfactorily. 

We discussed the latest pressures for use of our stadium for the Oakland pro 
football team. I asked him to be sure to have some mechanism to get this to 
the Regents at their February meeting, if it seems necessary. I got the 
impression that Clark has asked Harry Wellman to handle this. 

In regard to the parking fee problem, I told Kerr that we will probably have 
something on this matter for him tomorrow but that it won't include many 
changes in the recommendations. I disclosed one idea that people are still 
working on- whether there might be some savings to Berkeley faculty if all 
campuses shared the costs of the statewide parking structure. He said that 
this matter need not come before the Regents until their March meeting. 

I mentioned my conversation with Carl Nordly on my way home this evening and 
Clark put Kay on the phone so that I might ask her about possible objections 
from Section Club members. She didn't know what she was supposed to be 
objecting to and suggested that someone is using her name. She said that she 
might have objected if groups of students use it for functions free, as the 
Section Club raised $500 for use of club rooms by the Club, but that she 
really didn't have much objection to that either. When Clark got back on the 
phone, he suggested that we might investigate whether we could use part of the 
incidental fee for this (amounting to about 25¢ per student). He also threw 
out the idea of using McEnerney funds for this purpose this year and that we 
could figure out something else later. I told him that I will ask Milt 
Chernin to look into the incidental fee idea and if this is not possible, to 
discuss the McEnerney idea with Errol Mauchlan. 
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Thursday, February 4, 1960 

This morning•s Daily Cal carried my traditional welcome to the students. In 
it I mentioned severa} of the recent and anticipated additions to the campus 
which improve or will improve the quality of student 1 ife, such as the new 
residence halls and the new Student Union. I concluded the message by 
writing, 

11 Such programs and faci 1 ities will make more meaningful, I believe, the 
academic experience for which each of you came here. I urge each of you 
to make the vigorous pursuit of intellectual excellence his first 
objective. But I also commend to you the good fellowship that the 
University offers in full measure. Each has its proper place in preparing 
you for successful 1 iving. 11 

Another article in the Daily Cal reported on the action of the California 
·state Senate yesterday, passing a resolution urging the University to lend the 
Memorial Stadium to the new Oakland Prnerican Football League team. (The 
Alameda County Board of Supervisors and the Oakland City Council passea 
similar resolutions on Tuesday.) The article noted that the Board of Regents, 
on January 21st, reaffirmed its policy of not permitting the use of its 
football stadiums by professional teams but speculated that they may 
re-consider their refusal at their February 19th meeting in Riverside, much as 
Clark Kerr and I discussed last night. 

I signed a memo to Kerr passing on the Chancellor•s Office statement on the 
parking fee structure (drafted by Bill Fretter and Adrian Kragen). As I told 
Kerr last night, it does not contain any substantial changes. It does propqse 
that a special permit at a nominal charge of $1.00 be offered to faculty 
members desiring to be driven onto the campus but not wishing to park. 
(Individuals holding this type of permit may park on the campus at any time by 
paying the single-day parking fee.) The memo concludes with the observation 
that 

11 Any request to the Legislature at this time to finance the parking 
facilities would appear to be futile on the basis of past history and the 
present information, and possibly would imperil requests to the 
Legislature that are more important both to the University and to the 
facu 1 ty. 11 

At 10 a.m. I met with Adrian Kragen and Frank Kidner, to discuss the 
recommendation of the committee to select a new football coach (chaired by 
Kragen and including Arleigh Williams, Nello Pace and Cort IV1ajors). It was no 
surprise to me that they propose Marvin Levy (football coach of the University 
of New Mexico), as I had strongly suggested the suitability of such a 
selection. We agreed that they will invite Levy to visit Berkeley in order to 
interview him and determine if he is indeed the best man for the job and if he 
is interested in the position here. 

Ray F. Smith (Chairman of the Department of Entomology and Parasitology) came 
in with Gorton Linsley by appointment to discuss arrangements in their 
department resulting from Linsley•s Miller Institute appointment and his 
proposed appointment as the new Dean of Agriculture. Linsley had previously 
been appointed to the Miller Institute for 1960-61 and is now asking for 
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acceleration of the Miller appointment. In anticipation of Linsley•s absence 
Smith has made informal commitments to two distinguished entomologists for 
1960-61 and is, therefore, requesting that one-half of Linsley•s salary now 
available be held over until the next fiscal year in order th~t the department 
may carry out the arrangements previously made for his replacement. I agreed 
to s.end authorization for this to the Accounting Office. 

At 11:30 a.m. W. C. Moldenschardt (Manager of the University branch of the 
BanK of America on Telegraph) came by to pick me up and drive me to the 
Pacific Union Club in San Francisco for a meeting with B of A officials there, 
which he had arranged. We lunched with Clark Beiss (President), Louis 
Lundborg (Executive Vice President), Samuel Stewart (Executive Vice President 
and General Counsel) and Lloyd Mazzera (Executive Vice President)- all of the 
Bank of America. It was a strictly social occasion, which may, however, 
benefit the University in its fundraising efforts. 

I returned to my office shortly before my 2 p.m. meeting with Lincoln 
Constance. I had time to review the recommendation of I. I. Rabi, drafted by 
Bill Nierenberg for the Barnard Medal Committee of the National Academy o~ 
Sciences, and to sign it and forward it to Hugh Dryden. The recommendation, 
which Bill called "in the proper pompous style of these things", reads: 

"I. I. Rabi is~he principal author of a revolution in experimental and 
theoretical physics which is still developing. His successful 
introduction of radiofrequency spectroscopy to atomic and subatomic 
systems opened a whole new dimension in physics. It released the 
investigator from the narrow confines of the use of the static electric 
and magnetic fields and made experimentally available all the lucidity of 
the entire frequency spectrum in detailing periodic motions of the atomic 
and nuclear systems. With little change in the concept his methods have 
been applied to systems as divergent as the solid state and the mu-meson. 
New standards of absolute precision have been established whereby minute 
changes in the rate of rotation of the earth on its axis are easily 
detected. 

Professor Rabi, with his great interest in and feeling for the problems of 
our times, has exposed the inherent possibilities of the 
scientist-statesman in national and international matters. In many ways 
he has developed the communication and cooperation among scientists that 
has led to the better understanding of common hopes and aspirations by the 
peoples of the world." 

. I also signed a note to Bill Nierenberg, thanking him, and notes to all 
members of the committee (excepting, of course, Rabi himself) informing them 
of this action. 

Constance and I held our regular weekly meeting between 2 p.m. and 3 p.m. in 
my office. He told me that Captain Meyer '(Chairman of the D~partment of Naval 
Science) had asked whether or not the Department of History would be willing 
to take over instruction in Naval History and that Nicholas Riasanovsky has 
already replied discouragingly. I expressed my sincere desire that we 
substitute civilian courses for military courses wherever possible and asked 
Constance to pass this on to Riasanovsky and ask that he give further 
consideration to making such a course available through present faculty 
members. 
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We discussed the desirability of holding Roger Stanier here at Berkeley and 
Constance urged me to accept responsibility to make whatever financial 
arrangement is necessary to be effective. 

I told Lincoln that Reinhard Bendix has already spoken with me about the 
appointment of Alex Inkeles (presently at Haryard) in the Sociology Department 
and I told him that I am enthusiastic about this suggestion and made the 
commitment to Bendix that I will support the deficiency in salary out of 
Salary Savings. 

In regard to the Department of Linguistics and the alleged 11Confusion 11 there 
about the award of NDEA fellowships, I pointed out that these are awarded on 
the basis of new or improved curricula. I mentioned that I am serving as the 
Chairman of the PSAC Panel on Basic Research and Graduate Education and that 
we have made recommendations to the NDEA that fellowships should go more to 
the Humanities and that more fellowships should go to proven institutions 
rather than 11underdeveloped 11 ones. I emphasized that I feel that this is a 
national problem and not a local one and, therefore, nothing over which I have 
any real jurisdiction. · 

I learned that a questionnaire sent by the American Historical Association to 
the chairmen of 80 American history aepartments across the country inaicatea 
that they feel that UCB ranks second among history departments, after Harvara 
and before Wisconsin. This information is confidential but I will certainly 
share it with Clark Kerr. 

Constance gave me a copy of a memorandum from him and John Kelley recommending 
that Bernard Friedman be appointed Acting Chairman of the Department of 
Mathematics for the Spring Semester 1960. 

He also gave me a copy of the membership 1 ist of the Berkeley chapter of Phi 
Beta Kappa and we agreed to discuss at a later date the neea to revitalize 
this organization. 

Immediately following my meeting with Constance, I met with Jacqueline de la 
Harpe (French). She told me of a 12-year-old boy named John Fuerst, who is 
precocious in biochemistry. He is an eighth grade student at Claremont Junior 
High in Oakland and Professor de laHarpe asked if we could make special 
facilities available to him here at the University. I tala her that she might 
speak with Robley Williams, who is sympathetic to the needs of precocious 
students and will be able to determine if the boy is truly especially 
talented. Most of the time these students are pushed by an ambitious mother. 

At 3:30p.m. I met with John Wh1nnery to discuss with him his feelings about 
his deanship of the College of Engineering now that he has had some experience 
with the job. He is still in the process of getting acquainted with the job, 
but said that things are better than he expected. There is a trend of 
increasing graduate student enrollment ana of the percentage of faculty 
engaged in research. He rated the following departments high as comparea with 
others nationwide: Materials (including the f"iinerals group which is coming up 
in ranking), Electrical, Civil (which is a bit surprising), Sanitary, 
Structural, Transportation and Traffic. He said that Industrial Engineering 
is a little 11 Spotty 11 but has some very strong people in the department. The 
Naval Architecture Department is very small, but he feels it shoula continue. 
Aeroscience is very good, as is Nuclear (and he feels that their new chairman 
Tom Pigford is excellent). He does not feel that the Mechanical Engineering 
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Division is working very well (apart from the Aeroscience Department), 
mentioning that there are problems most particularly with the Heat Power 
Systems and Mechanics & Design departments. These departments cause 
difficulties all over the country from the standpoint of moving toward more 
scholarly, research-oriented engineering education programs. He is having a 
study made of the possibility of improving the situation through 
organizational changes. He said that he feels that Clyne Garland is doing 
fine as Associate Dean, but it is worth seriously considering the idea of 
replacing him as Chairman of Mechanical Engineering (which apparently is all 
right with Garland). 

He asked me whether he should send agenda items for the Statewide Coordinating 
Committee on Engineering directly to Chairman Harry Wellman or through the 
Chancellor's Office. I asked him to send them through us. 

One of the questions under consideration now is whether Engineering should be 
offered at the Santa Barbara campus, which falls into the same category as 
Davis and La Jolla and Livermore. They will be discussing this question at 
the Dean's Council meeting; I asked to see their conclusion before it reaches 
the Statewide Coordinating Committee. 

He asked me if the 1953 agreement with the state colleges {which specifies 
that they offer only technical engineering:.courses) is still in effect or if 
it was replaced by the Master Plan for Higher Education. They need to know 
whether they ought to change the statement of the 1953 agreement in their 
College Bulletin. I said that I will ask Bill Fretter to check this out and 
let him know. 

I reminded him that he should take responsibility for the review (and 
rotation) of departmental chairmen in his College. He said he has discussed 
this with Lincoln Constance and intends to follow Lincoln's example in 
handling this. The Mechanical Engineering Division is a special problem 
because of its size (three divisions); however, we agreed to follow the same 
procedure as with division chairmen. 

Beginning at 4:30 p.m. Bill Wurster and I (constituting the membership of the 
Campus Planning Committee in the absence of Chairman Don Mclaughlin) met with 
representatives from the San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District
Kenneth Hoover {Chjef Engineer), J. E. Everson (Project Manager), L. Riggs and 
B. Lavigne (both of the Tudor Engineering Company, which serves as consultants 
to the BART District). Also attending our meeting were Jim Hart, Milton 
Chernin, Sandy Elberg, Louis DeMonte, N. H. Oyer and A. R. Wagner. 

Wagner opened the meeting by making a brief statement of our (campus) views on 
the needs of the Berkeley campus with regard to the new rapid transit system. 
He referred to my letter of December 11, 1959 to the Board of Directors of the 
District suggesting that a station at the Bancroft-Telegraph entrance to the 
campus might be added to the planned station on Shattuck Avenue in downtown 
Berkeley, which he submitted will only be within walking distance of 16% of 
the campus population while the location nearer to the campus would be 
accessible to 70% of that population. He supported this by distributing a 
drawing representing predictions about the locations of students, staff and 
faculty in 1970. 

Hoover then spoke for the BART District assuring us of their interest in 
serving the needs of as many populations within the Bay Area community as 
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possible, while at the same time emphasizing their fiscal restrictions and the 
criteria by which they have decided on the Shattuck Avenue location. 

B i 11 Wurster described the charge of our Campus Planning Committee and 
commented on the often-conflicting demands of circulation and parking on the 
one hand and the preservation of open space and aesthetics on the ot~er. He 
made it very clear that any route which might be routed through the campus 
would have to be underground because of these aesthetic requirements. 

We talked briefly about alternative ways to provide optimum access to the 
rapid transit line for the campus community, including connecting surface bus 
lines and building some sort of shuttle facility such as frequent small cars 
operating on a 15 mph conveyor be 1 t ( ca 11 ed a 11Carveyor 11

). Hoover commented 
that such a system is proposed to replace the shuttle trains operating between 
Times Square and Grand Central Station in New York City and is, although 
assuredly practicable from an engineering standpoint, untried in reality and 
would not be inexpensive. The BART representatives then left our meeting. We 
covered a couple of aqditional routine·items before adjourning at 6:15p.m. 

After dinner this evening at home, Helen took Lynne to her dancing class. 

Friday, February 5, 1960 

I set off for the campus this morning feeling much relieved to finally be rid 
of the the pressure to select a new football coach. I feel very satisfied 
that Marv Levy is an excellent choice for us, offering, as he does, the rare 
combination of a solid record as a coach and an academic background {M.A. in 
History from Harvard) which suggests he will value scholastic achievement by 
the athletes, too. 

As soon as I arrived in my office, I began dictating letters, sharing the news 
with interested parties. In the letters I emphasized Levy's accomplishments 
in both athletic and scholastic areas and added, 

11 His style of football is the Iowa Wing-T, which we know, to our regret, 
to be an interesting style." 

This, of course, referred to our contest in which Iowa outmatched us in the 
Rose Bowl last year. 

A telegram from Herm Weiner congratulating us on our selection of Levy was 
received at 9:40 a.m. Weiner seems to maintain excellent contacts for advance 
information despite the fact that he is no longer recruiting for our teams. 

I signed a letter to Mrs. John H. McDill of Woodstock, Vermont, thanking her 
for her offer of original correspondence between her grandfather and early 
University of California President Daniel C. Gilman and asking her to contact 
the Archives Division of the General Library to make arrangements for this. 

At 10:30 a.m. Dan Wilkes came into my office to discuss with me our plans for 
handling the announcement of Levy's selection and our efforts to promote an 
enthusiastic reception for the new coach on the Berkeley campus and among our 
alumni. 

At 11 a.m. I met with Carl Lamanna {Naval Biology Lab). He gave me a progress 
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report entitled 11Twenty-Seventh Technical Progress Report 11 (dated 12/31/59) 
which summarizes research conducted by the NBL under contracts with the Office 
of Naval Research. This is the first unclassified report on this work. 
Lamanna asked if there is anything else he should be doing. 

At noon I met Art Campbell (who flew up from Claremont this morning) and 
George Pimentel in the North Dining Room of the Faculty Club. During lunch we 
discussed the CHEM Study project. I asked Pimentel- to serve as Assistant 
Director of the CHEM Study project and, particularly, to act as the primary 
author in the textbook preparation. Although George seems very enthusiastic 
about the project, he expressed concern about the possibility that this work 
might intrude on the time available to him for conducting graduate level 
research (which he says is the main benefit that keeps him here at Berkeley 
despite a multitude of offers from other institutions). I agreed informally 
to relieve him of his entire undergraduate teaching load and most of his 
committee assignments during his tenure as Assistant Director, if he accepts. 
He asked for some time to think some more about it and said that he will let 
me know within the next few days. Art is going to spend the afternoon meeting 
with Bob Rice and Cecil Parker to discuss arrangements for trying out the new 
curriculum in the high schools next year. 

When I returned to my Chancellor•s Office, I learned that James Lynch of the 
English Department called to inform me that news had just reached nim of a 
news story that broke in Los Angeles regarding a remark made by John Lechner 
(Executive Director of the Americanism Education League of the American 
Legion) about an item in our Subject A examination. Lechner accused the 
University (and especially the Berkeley campus) of having an ulterior (and 
un-American) motive in including this item in the exam. The offensive topic 
is as follows: 

11 What are the dangers to a democracy of a national police organization, 
like the F.B.I., which operates secretly and is unresponsive to public 
criticism? 11 

That seems to me to be the sort of question which we would want our students 
to think about seriously. However, undoubtedly we will get into big trouble 
with some of our constituents for encouraging students to think critically 
about our system. 

I also received a message that Frantisek Wolf (Mathematics) dropped by to see 
me. He has just returned from sabbatical leave and was upset about the 
Computer Center situation. He does not believe that Abe Taub is the superstar 
he has been made out to be and is convinced that the Math Department is 
pushing Taub because they want to regain control over the Computer Center 
(which they lost some years ago in a power struggle with Ed Teller). Bill 
Fretter suggests that we may have to take another look at Taub and at the high 
salary recommended for him, especially since Earl Parker told him (Bill) that 
the Budget Committee will turn down the proposed salary. 

I then got busy on the phone letting people know about our selection of Levy 
as football coach. I talked to Eddie Erdelatz, Dee Andros and John Ralston 
(all of whom were candidates for the job) and to Dick Erickson, Robley 
Williams, Herm Selvin, Frank Starment, Bob Grieg and Wally Haas, Jr. 

Carl Nordly kept his 4:30 p.m. appointment in my office to discuss the 
Strawberry Canyon fee schedule with me. He handed me a memo signed by him and 
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James Meriam, saying that they will need to take in $15,000 through fees to 
cover the costs. 

As usual, when I arrived home, Helen told me. about what she and the kids did 
today. Helen met with Pete•s 8th grade teacher, Mrs. Yamaguchi, at Stanley 
School, who said Pete is doing fine in her class. On his way home from school 
Pete stopped by Dr. Jennings• office for his allergy shot and Lynne attended 
an after-school French class at her teacher•s home. 

In my study in the evening I read some papers I had brought home with me. A 
memo from Clark Kerr to me and Vern Knudsen informs us that the joint 
recommendation for the organization and management of intercollegiate 
athletics at Berkeley and Los Angeles, as unanimously adopted by the IAAC, is 
approved. Kerr goes on to emphasize the importance of maintaining consistency 
between our two campuses, of having coaches who accept our policies and 
represent the University well and of scheduling opponents who are reasonably 
consistent with our admission and academic requirements. 

At around 8 p.m. this evening I called Clark Kerr to review a number of 
pending matters. I started out by describing the activities of today in 
connection with the appointment of Levy. He suggested that we might give a 
~inner for Andros to express our appreciation for his services. 

I asked Clark to set a date for a meeting with the alumni to discuss the new 
intercollegiate athletics organization (suggested some time during the week of 
March 7th). I also expressed my pleasure that we are finally ready to put 
this plan into place. He 1 11 check his schedule and get back to me. 

I told him that we have decided on a 4 over-maximum salary for Roger Stanier, 
which he seems to feel is reasonable. 

Mort Smith called to say that he is very concerned about the University taking 
a stand against the use of the stadium by the Oakland pro team without any 
real discussion or documentation of the reasons for doing so. He feels that 
this stand is creating a genuine public relations problem. 

Saturday, February 6, 1960 

I spent the morning around the house and then, when Helen left to do her duty 
pouring tea for the Prytanean Society at 2 p.m., I dragged Pete off to play 
golf with me at the Contra Costa Country Club. For the nine holes, Pete 
scored 119 and I, 46. The second hole was a real frustration to Pete- it took 
him 23 strokes!! I am afraid that if his game does not soon improve a little, 
I will never be able to convince my oldest son to become my regular golfing 
partner. 

Sunday, February 7, 1960 

Today's San Francisco Examiner carried a story titled "What Nobel Prize 
Winner Fears Most for the Future" (attached). 
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Monday, February 8, 1960- Berkeley- Monterey 

Before I left to drive to the campus this morning, !.called Cart Majors to 
discuss plans for the alumni meeting on the reorganization of athletics. we 
agreed that Adrian Kragen, Carl Nordly, Nelle Pace, Alex Sherriffs and Frank 
Kidner should be invited to attend, too. 

We also talked about the issue of allowing our Memorial Stadium to be used for 
pro football, a controversy which is heating up rapidly. Cart suggested that 
we might enlist (from behind the scenes, of course) some public support for 
our position through the Big C Society (through Bob Grieg) and various women's 
groups, clubs, church groups and neighborhood groups. 

I had to forego my usual Monday morning visit to the Rad Lab today because I 
will leave this afternoon for the three-day ''Chancellor's Tour". The demands 
of the chancellorship never let up; there was a lot to take care of in my 
Chancellor's Office before leaving on the trip. 

I started, however, by reading today's Daily Cal, which contained a number of 
articles of interest to me. "Board of Regents Sets Hearing on Professional 
Use of Stadium" reports that this question has been put on the Regents' agenaa 
on February 19th. It describes last month's consideration of this issue by 
the Regents' Educational Policy Committee and also refers to the official 
recommendation of the National Collegiate Athletic Association that member 
institutions prohibit the regular use of their facilities by professional 
sports teams. An editorial column by Dan Silver takes a less positive 
approach to our position on this issue, remarking that Clark Kerr's statement 
that such a use of the stadium is not in keeping with the "church-going, 
university-town" character of Berkeley is "Bosh''. 

11 
••• the status of this city as either 'church-going' or 'university-town' 

is extremely doubtful. 

Undoubtedly a goodly number of Berkeleyans are churchgoers. Undoubtedly a 
goodly number are not. In any case a special condition of general piety 
and devotion which would permit the characterization of a community as 
church-going has never appeared to us to be a salient feature of the local 
scene. 

The idea of Berkeley as a 'university-town' when compared with other towns 
which bear the name unchallenged, is laughable. 

The University-town atmosphere is only generated by immediate proximity to 
the campus and is virtually unrecognizable outside of a five block radius. 

As far as the majority, non-University, population is concerned, the 
prevailing opinion seems to be one which attempts to ignore the University 
whenever possible and to consider it with less than whole-hearted approval 
when it is brought to public attention ... 

I am afraid that Clark really left himself open for this response to his 
remarks. I have to agree with the author of the column that our campus 
community is not notably pious and think there are better reasons for refusing 
the use of our stadium than that it might interfere with local churchgoers. 
Given the rowdiness of some of our own foo~ball crowds, I think we can hardly 
contend that we maintain a quiet and decorous attitude in the stadium which 
would be disturbed by the demeanor of pro football fans. 
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Another article, titled "Student Housing Plans Raise Furor", describes the 
reaction from current residents of our Gill Tract married student housing to 
proposed rents after the advent of additional units (for the construction of 
which we just received a loan). We have estimated that rents will be $75 for 
a one bedroom apartment and $85 for two bedrooms. Present rents range from 
$39 for an unfurnished one bedroom to $63 for a furnished three bedroom unit. 
According to this article, The Gill Tract newsletter, "The Villager••, insists 
that married students would rather see the planners "sacrificing great 
comfort" to keep the low rents. "The Villager" says, 

"The luxury of having the wage-earner in school is the only luxury most 
of us can afford." 

There was also an announcement regarding our choice of Marvin Levy as football 
coach in the Daily Cal. 

I read copies provided by Clark Kerr of the letters he sent to Cliff Rishell, 
Don Mulford and Bill Knowland in response to their letters urging permission 
for Oakland to use our stadium. Clark•s cover letter requests that I prepare 
a statement of the wishes of the Berkeley campus in this matter for 
presentation at the Regents Meeting on February 19th. 

I then settled down to signing a huge stack of letters which were prepared for 
my signature. A notice of the appointment of acting departmental chairmen 
went to the President•s Office: J. V. Wehausen, Chairman of the Naval 
Architecture Department (January 1- June 30, 1960), and R. W. Clough, Vice 
Chairman of the Structural Engineering and Structural Mechanics Division of 
the Civil Engineering Department. 

I signed a letter of invitation to Dag Hammarskjold, expressing hope that he 
will accept the students• invitation to address the College Model United 
Nations Session during early April and adding that we would also like to hold 
a University Meeting at the time of that visit so that all students, faculty 
and members of the Berkeley community might have a chance to hear him speak. 

To Vice-President Wellman I wrote formally requesting approval of my 
recommendation of a salary four steps over maximum for Roger Stanier. 

I also signed a letter to Cart Majors formally thanking him for his work on 
the coach selection committee and congratulating him on our choice and another 
letter to Dee Andros thanking him for his service as Acting Coach during the 
search. (This weekend•s papers reported that Dee Andros is leaving for 
Illinois with two football players, Matthew Baggett [tackle] and Dennis Shay 
[quarterback]). 

At 3:10 p.m. I received a call from Don Blessing, who said the coach situation 
should be explained to the Grid Clubs of San Francisco and Oakland. He has 
talked this over with Cort Majors. He would like me to speak to them on 
February 15th and 16th, but understands that my schedule makes this 
impossible. I suggested that Adrian Kragen might fill this role. 

Dick Erickson came by a few minutes later and picked me up for the 
Chancellor•s Tour. Also with us for the drive to Monterey (and the rest of 
the tour) are Robert Scalapino (Political Science) and George Leitmann 
(Engineering Science) who will lecture on the tour, and David Gardner (Field 
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Director of the California Alumni Association). We arrived at the Naval Post 
Graduate School just before 6 p.m. and went straight to the social hour being 
held at the Mark Thomas Inn across the street. We were greeted by Mrs. 
Richard Bennett (Monterey Peninsula Alumni Club) and Lawrence Kurz (Salinas 
Alumni Club), co-sponsors of the program. Dinner was served at 6:30p.m. 
After dinner Scalapino and Leitmann presented their short (15 minutes each) 
talks describing their research programs. 

We then walked back across the street to King Hall at the Naval Post Graduate 
School, where I spoke on 11 The Nuclear Agen beginning at 8:15p.m. My lecture 
was open to the public. Admiral Bud Yeomans hosted a reception in our honor 
after the talk and provided us with accommodations in his 11Admiral•s Quarters 11 

for the night. 

Tuesday, February 9, 1960- Monterey- King City- Santa Cruz 

We ate breakfast together this morning at the Mark Thomas Inn and then, around 
10 a.m., left to drive to King City. 

Arriving at Vanotti's Restaurant at about 11:30 a.m., we were greeted by 
George Andrus, head of the alumni group in the King City area. After the 
luncheon, Scalapino, and Leitmann each presented the same talks they ~ave last 
night. I talked about the University in a general way, describing many of the 
changes on the Berkeley campus and our plans for the future. 

We then drove to Santa Cruz to the Pasatiempo Inn, where we checked in around 
4 p.m. and took advantage of some free time to catch our breath before the 
next alumni affair. We drove to the Aptos Beach Inn for a reception beginning 
at 6:30p.m., followed by dinner at 7:30p.m. Charles R. Smith serves as 
President of the Cal Alumni Association of Northern Santa Cruz County and 
acted as host for the dinner meeting. At the dinner I spoke with State 
Senator Donald L. Gronsky, who told me that we need not take the Senate 
resolution regarding the use of our stadium very seriously; it was passed 
without debate in the course of a lot of routine business. We gave our talks 
once more and then returned to the Pasatiempo Inn, where we spent the night. 

Wednesday, February 10, 1960- Santa Cruz- Hollister- San Jose and Home 

After breakfast at the Inn, we checked out of our rooms and, leaving at about 
10 a.m., drove to Hollister, arriving about 11:15 a.m. at Paine•s Restaurant 
and Hall. Today•s luncheon is jointly sponsored by the Hollister Rotary Club 
and the San Benito Alumni Club. Once again the three of us gave our talks. 

We then drove to San Jose, to the Travele~·s Rest at 1315 South First Street. 
Since tonight•s dinner did not begin until 7 p.m., we had an opportunity to 
rest and do some work during the four hours of free time provided by our 
schedule. I had some scientific journals with me and was glad of the chance 
to catch up 9n my reading. 

The dinner, sponsored by the University of California Club of Santa Clara 
County under Frank Iusi and Florence Wright, was held at the Terrace Room of 
the Hawaiian Gardens on Almaden Road. After we gave our talks, thankfully for 
the last time, we drove back to Berkeley, where I picked up some papers from 
my Chancellor's Office and then was driven home. 
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When I arrived home, the kids were already sound asleep, so I didn•t have a 
chance to visit with them. However, Helen gave me the news of what they had 
all been up to during my absence. As usual, Helen had quite a busy schedule. 
Yesterday she attended a meeting of the YWCA Board in the morning and took 
Pete to his dancing class in the evening. This morning she took Lynne for a 
visit to Dr. Redmond•s office and then had lunch at Mary Paige•s house (in 
honor of Constance Keyston), after which she went to the College Tea. 

Although I think that the Chancellor•s Alumni Tour is very worthwhile for the 
University, cementing our relations with alumni and reminding them of their 
interest in supporting the old alma mater, three days absence from the office 
does cause the work to pile up. I spent some time in my study reading papers 
from the office before going to bed. ,A note from Bill Fretter informs me that 
he has succeeded in negotiating an understanding between Louis Henyey and Rene 
DeVogelaere regarding DeVogelaere•s authority at the Computer Center. 
DeVogelaere will be made Acting Director with full authority for making 
decisions in consultation with Henyey. 

A memorandum from Clark Kerr asks me to serve as Vice Chairman of the 
Statewide Radio and Television Committee, which will be chaired by Paul 
Sheats, and will include Stan McCaffrey, George Alcorn, John Saunders, Howard 
Eberhart, R. D. Tschirigi (UCLA), Charles Hulten and Ted Sherburne. The 
purpose of the Committee is to coordinate development of the use of television 
in the University and to provide for a regular system of considering questions 
as they arise. 

A note from Bill Wurster passes on an idea that arose when he and Jim Hart 
were talking about the location of the Chancellor•s Office. Bill says that he 
quite understands the reasons that I prefer not to move to Sproul Hall•s 
forbidding formality and yet he feels that our low-ceilinged, crowded quarters 
in Dwinelle Hall are not a very impressive setting for the Chancellor•s 
Office. His suggestion is that we consider moving into South Hall, which is 
the oldest building on the campus, and has impressive high ceilings and a 
magnificent view of the Campanile Esplanade. Some time ago the Chancellor•s 
staff considered this suggestion and decided against; among other reasons it 
would completely disrupt the Social Sciences plan. I 1 11 call Bill and give 
him the history of this. 

The University Affairs Committee (which is composed of 20 students and four 
faculty advisors) considered the question of the use of our stadium by the AFL 
pro team at its meeting yesterday. All but two of the student members oppose 
this proposal for the following reasons: parking congestion, competition with 
our own collegiate program, interference with 11normal living 11 (studying!) in 
the campus area, interference with access to Strawberry Canyon, 11 liquor and 
sex problems 11

, protection of lawns and property near the stadium, conflict 
with performances at Greek Theatre, and the history of such pro team use at 
other institutions (like Pittsburgh and Pennsylvania, where it was , 
disastrous). I was interested to read a description of these unhappy 
experiences with allowing use of a college stadium by a pro team in a letter 
from Tom Hamilton (Executive Director of the AAWU). Milt Chernin also. 
reported on detail on the Berkeley City Council meeting held last night to 
consider this proposal; they voted 6-3 against use of the stadium. All of the 
evidence indicates that allowing this to happen would be a big mistake. 

February 1960- Page 18 



Thursday, February 11, 1960 

I was very pleased to read editorials in both the Tuesday San Francisco 
Chronicle and the Tuesday San Francisco ExamTner applauding our choice of Marv 
Levy as the new football coach. I wrote letters to both of the editors saying 
how pleased I am by their positive attitudes. 

This morning•s 
us to rent out 
this proposal. 
Knowland wrote 

Daily Cal ran an editorial about why it would be a bad idea for 
Memorial Stadium. It seems that the tide has turned against 

However, Oakland community leaders are still pressing; Bill 
another editorial in the Tribune pushing this scheme. 

I was disappointed to read a letter (in response to our invitation to 
participate in the political series speakers program) from Texas Senator 
Lyndon B. Johnson saying that he "had hoped to come to California this spring 
but Senate activities are becoming so pressing that I don•t see how I can get 
away." 

I signed a letter to Hubert Humphrey which will be handed to him tomorrow) 
expressing my regret that I will have to miss his speech due to my commitments 
in Washington. 

·I also signed a letter to Clark Kerr, outlining the plans for George Pimentel 
to serve as Assistant Director of the CHEM Study project and the conditions 
under which he is willing to accept this assignment (including receipt of 
sabbatical credit for this work). 

I signed letters to Mortimer Smith, Nella Pace, Bob Grieg, Bill Shepard, Frank 
Kidner, Carl Nordly and Donald Nichols asking them to serve on a committee to 
recommend the new Intercollegiate Athletics Director. 

At 11:30 a.m. I had an appointment with Bud Hastings to discuss with him the 
changes in authority and organization of intercollegiate athletics ana the 
position of Director of Athletics, for which he is a candidate. 

At 11:45 a.m. I phoned Bill Wurster to let him know that we had considered the 
idea of moving the Chancellor•s Office to South Hall some time ago and that 
people were uniformly against the idea. 

After lunch I called Adrian Kragen and asked him to chair a committee to 
coordinate the reorganization of intercollegiate athletics, which he agreed to 
do. The other two members will be Forrest Tregea and Carl Nordly. 

At 2:20 p.m. I received a call from Regent Vic Hansen, who said that he has 
received a letter from J. Edgar Hoover about the Subject A controversy. He 
will send me the letter marked "personal", so that I might assist him in 
preparing the response for Hoover. I did my best to explain the way the 
Subject A exam works and that the suggested titles should not be considered as 
opinions or judgements of the people who give the exams (nor, of course, of 
the University). He has also spoken with Vern Knudsen about this and Knudsen 
will also provide some input on this. 

At 1:30 p.m. a photographer from Fortune magazine came to take my photograph. 

Lincoln Constance and I held our weekly meeting at 2 p.m. in my office. I 
opened our conversation by informing Constance that the committee wh.ich 
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conducted a five year review of his service as Dean of Letters and Science has 
given him a very favorable report. I also added, of course, my own personal 

·commendation and appreciation for his leadership in the campus• largest 
college. 

As usual, we discussed a large number of items, many of them of a fairly 
routine nature. We discussed Mark Rosenzweig•s request that the Psychology 
Department be allotted .25 FTE additional for a secretary-stenographer to 
assist Leo Postman in his new role as co-editor of the American Journal of 
Psychology. I said that I would not like to establish any sort of policy of 
providing additional staff support for this sort of responsibility, that I 
would rather decide each case on its own merit and will support this request. 

Constance showed me a letter from Harley Flanders which describes the 
difficulty in staffing the Program for Training of Mathematics Teachers. I 
emphasized my interest in seeing this program continue. 

We came up with the idea of making joint appointments between academic 
departments and the School of Education, an idea I intend to pursue further. 

Lincoln also told me about the case of a student athlete, Dennis Shay, who 
followed Pete Elliott to Illinois and has now returned to Berkeley seeking 
readmission and permission to register late. I okayed his readmission, so 
long as there are no scholastic difficulties. 

We also discussed the problem of leadership in the local chapter of Phi Beta 
Kappa and I asked Lincoln to contact several key faculty members to ask if 
they would be willing to serve as President or to help select a president who 
would strengthen the chapter. 

Greg Engelhard met with me at 2:45 p.m. He gave me a copy of the itinerary 
for Marv Levy to visit UC alumni, which I asked him to check with Adrian 
Kragen. He also brought up a number of other questions about how to handle 
the change in administrative control of athletics. I referred him to Kragen 
on this, also, since Kragen has agreed to serve on a committee to coordinate 
this. 

Matthew Meselson (a molecula.r biologist now at CalTech) came in to speak with 
me a little after 3 p.m. We are trying to recruit him to our faculty as part 
of our general effort to strengthen biology on our campus. 

At 3:30 p.m. I met with Lath Merriam to talk about the fees for use of 
Strawberry Canyon. I told him that I have studied this carefully, that I have 
talked to President and Mrs. Kerr and Mrs. Seaborg and that after much 
consultation, I have decided that in view of Haas• feelings, we shouldn•t have 
the students pay for the privilege of using this facility this year. I also 
mentioned that there is some chance that we may be able to get support for 
this into the state budget. He was very pleased by this decision. 

I then met briefly with Bill Fretter and E. T. Grether. 

At 4 p.m. I received a telephone call from the ubiquitous sports reporter from 
the Berkeley Gazette, Mr. Scott, who said that he had it on very good . 
authority that I found Levy through 11 a professor at the Rad Lab 11 and he wanted 
this verified and to know the person•s name. I told him that this is partly 
true (although it was a Lab employee and definitely not a professor) and that 
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Levy•s name had also come to us through a number of other routes, including 
from opposing coaches, who wanted us to hire Levy to get him out of their hair 
and that one couldn•t ask for a better recommendation than that. He had also 
heard that I was very mad at the San Fr.ancisco papers for trying to tell us 
who to hire; I told him emphatically that I am not mad at the S.F. papers. 

I then called Manne Lindholm (Swedish Consul General in San Francisco) in 
response to an invitation from him which I cannot accept due to a conflict in 
schedule. He told me about a dinner party conversation with Hagstrom of the 
food chain stores. Hagstrom wants to give $5,000 in the name of Olaf Lunaberg 
(in connection with the Lundberg Fund) to the University for use in 
Scandinavian studies. I said that I would ask someone (Mauchlan) to call him 
(Lindholm) to explain how this could be done. 

Melvin Calvin, Bill Fretter and I met at 4:15 p.m. to discuss the status of 
the people in his laboratory. A number of possibilities for Calvin•s group 
were discussed: 1) becoming a department of the College of Chemistry, 2) 
becoming an interdepartmental laboratory, 3) joining a department in the field 
of General Biology, and 4) retaining the status quo, but with new space to be 
provided by the NSF grant and some state money or private money. I assured 
Calvin that I will continue to look for private money for his builaing. 

I then left andwalked·down to Harry Wellman•s office in the systemwide 
building, where he and I met with Ed Teller to discuss the possibility of 
establishing an instructional program at the Livermore lab. I emphasized to 
Teller the necessity of making a formal proposal which would go to all the 
University committees, particularly to the Educational Policy committees, 
both at Berkeley and at Systemwide, and the Graduate Council and Academic 
Advisory Committee. The proposal would have to contain a full account of 
curriculum and courses to be offered and a statement of the rationale for the 
whole project. I urged Teller to discuss this also with various individuals 
on campus. 

I returned to my office in D.vinelle and signed about 65 letters to prominent 
alumni inviting them to attend on March lOth here on the Berkeley campus a 
meeting at which we will discuss the changes in administration of athletics 
and introduce our new head football coach, Marvin Levy. I then packed the 
rest of the papers pi led in my 11 in 11 box into my briefcase and headed home. 

Lynne proudly showed me two certificates which she received at school toaay
one for 11 punctuality and regular attendance, acceptance of responsibility in 
the fulfillment of obligations, participation in school activities, and 
commendable progress in the studies of the seventh graaeu and another more 
important one, for scholastic honors with a 2.8 average. 

Helen ana I also looked over the new set of blueprints for our room aadition, 
which were received from Bill Rice today. He left a couple of choices up to 
us, such as the addition of a skylight in the playroom (which would make the 
hallwaY much lighter) and the type of fixtures we wish to install in the 
bathroom. 

After dinner in the study, I called Bill Fretter ana described to him the 
meeting Harry Wellman, Ed Teller and I had this afternoon about Livermore, 
informing him that I have asked Teller to contact him for more specific 
information about what should be contained in the proposal and to whom it 
should be submitted, etc. I read several letters and memos before retiring. 
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SAN FRANCISCO CHRONICLE 

February 11, 1960 

The New Regime 
In U C F oo tb·all 
THE t:!'JIVERSITY OF C:\LIFOH~I:\ has st•ledrd 

a new football roach. and from the hair-tear· 
ing and garml'ntfrending displayed in some quar· 
ters it might have bern inferred that the nerkqlry 
-campus was being treacherously pushed into thr 
mudflats. · 

. Yl."t several days have elapsed; the Campa-
. nile still stands and so does Ml."morial Stadium: 

classes and lahoratorirs ar£' doing business as 
usual and the State's ~onsiclcrahl~ ;nvrstment in 
the plant appears intact. 

The agonizing has been traced to two· major 
sources. 1-'irst there are the alumni who never 
grew up, the dedicated old Blues who behave as 
if a university's highest and possibly only mission 
is to field a winning football tram. Then there are 
the sports writers who feel a professional hurt 
because the selection committee ignored their 
advice and made nonsens£' of their confident pre· 
dictions. 

These account mainly for the moans, grimaces 
and prophecies of doom that followed the choice 
of Marvin Levy. a scholar who wears a Phi Beta 
Kappa key and has a master of arts degree from 
Harvard. an athlete who won eight letters. and 

- ... a. footb•U coach of more than moderate success at .. 
the University of New Mexico. The administration 
at Berke!ey obviously feels highly satisfied with 
Ule choice; the students have not been trarinl: 
down any buildings in protest. 

· But the groaners and hissers speak of \,.evy 
as an unknown from a jerkwater college. whose 
teams never beat anybody-an oddball who obeys 
th~ rules, gets along without high-pressure recruit
Ing, teaches that football can be fun. alljj.Jn'lieves · 
that college football is diff,•rent frot'lf1il·ofcsswnal 
footbalL 

It is being dolefully suggestcd that the selct'
tion of a coach like this, .instead of a, win-'rm-all
at·any-price coach, is rank. cte-t.'mphasis. and that 
Cal will soon he rcduct'd to trams made up of 

· students who are· athletes, more or lrss, instead 
of athletes who are students, more or less. 

Most alumni, we are sure, and most undrr· 
graduates, we believe, regar~ such an eventuality 
11 no disaster. They approve the choice of Lt•vy 
~ the philosophy behind it. So do we. We liko 
the new coach not only for what he is. but for 
what he is not. We wish him Wt'll at Ht:'rkclc~·. 
win, lose or tie. 



Members of the Intercollegiate Athletic Advisory Board 

Faculty 

Professor W. N. Keeler, 225 Law Building, Campus 
Professor Carl L. Nordly, 107 Harmon Gym, Campus 
Dean W. F. Shepard, 201 Sproul Hall, Campus 
Professor Frank L. Kidner, 119 South Hall 
Vice Chancellor, Alex C. Sherriffs 

Alumni 

0. Cort Majors, Fibreboard Products, Inc., 475 Brannan Street, San Francisco 
Walter A. Haas, Jr., 98 Battery Street, San Francisco 
Judge Stanley N. Barnes, U.S. Court of Appeals, U.S. Courthouse, Los Angeles 12 

Alternate Alumni 

Robert Greig, 9 Pala Avenue, Piedmont 11, California 
Walter C. Dean, 2323 Hearst Avenue, Berkeley 
Mortimer Smith, California Pacific Title Ins. Co., 15th Franklin, Oakland 

Students: 

David Armor, President ASUC, Stephens Union, Campus 
Gerald W. McFarland, 2415 Prospect Avenue, Berkeley 
Thomas G. Kilfoil, 2731 Durant Avenue, Berkeley 
Jeffrey Snow, 2647 Durant Avenue, Berkeley 

As of 2/11/60 



Friday, February 12, 1960- Washington, D.C. 

A University driver picked me up early this morning and drove me to the San 
Francisco airport, where my flight (United #404) departed at 9 a.m. and 
arrived in Washington at 7:40 p.m. I took a cab to the Statler Hilton Hotel, 
where I checked in and retired early. 

Saturday, February 13, 1960- Washington, D.C.- Key West, Florida 

I spent the entire day in a meeting of the Board of Directors of the National 
Educational Television and Radio Center in the Statler Hilton. Present were 
members Case, Cousins, Fenner, Hazard, Hull, Michael, Oberholtzer, Starr, 
Stoddard, White and Wittcoff, and staff members Hudson, Kraetzer and Yourd. 
The business was entirely routine. 

I had to leave the meeting before it adjourned, at about 4 p.m., to go, by 
taxi in a very heavy snow, to the Andrews Air Force base MATS Terminal, where 
I boarded a special flight to Key West, Florida, for the PSAC meeting. The 
storm delayed our departure so we arrived in Key West (Boca Chica) much later 
than planned, at about 10 p.m. We proceeded to the Seaplane Base BOQ, where I 
shared a room with Pief Panovsky. 

Sunday, February 14, 1960- Key West, Florida 

After the miserable weather in Washington, it was a delight to wake up to the 
Florida sunshine this morning. I am looking forward to doing some swirruning 
and lounging around the pool a bit while I am here in the tropics. Although 
we Californians do not suffer blizzards like yesterday•s in Washington, our 
winter weather is nonetheless cold and wet so a bit of summer in the midst of 
winter is a real treat. 

After breakfast at the seaplane base BOQ, we proceeded to the Fleet Sonar 
School Auditorium for a welcome by Rear Admiral Lloyd M. Mustin (Commander, 
Navy Base Key West). Our meeting began at about 9 a.m. in a conference room 
with a review of the work of the military panels and then a discussion of 
government support for science. There was some support, by Rabi and Piore, 
for a Department of Science, but PSAC Chairman George Kistiakowsky favored the 
present system of relying on the National Academy of Sciences, the President•s 
Science Advisor and the Federal Council on Science and Technology. 

We went to the air station for box lunches at noon and then returned to the 
Fleet Sonar School for the continuing meeting, which included a discussion of 
the High Energy Accelerator program. We discussed the recom111endations of the 
High Energy Accelerator Panel and endorsed the panel•s recommendations, 
although there was opposition by Rabi and some reservations expressed by 
Weinberg and me. 

We attended a reception given by Commander and Mrs. Mustin at Quarters 11A11 and 
then had a buffet supper at the Fort Taylor Officers Club. 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 
Washington, D. c. 

~~ebruary lZ, 19 60 

Panels of the President's Science Advisory Committee and to 
the Special Assistant to the President for 

Science and Technology 

AICBM 

Jerome B. Wiesner, Chairman 
Hans A. Bethe 
Lloyd v. Berkner 
William E. Bradley 
Harold Brown 
Lawrence A. Hyland 
Wolfgang K. H. Panofsky 
Edward M. Purcell 
Jerrold R. Zacharias 
Technical Assistant: H. J. Watters 

Anti-Submarine Warfare · 

Harvey Brooks, Chairman 
John E. DeTurk 
Eugene A. Fubini 
William A. Higinbotham 
Frederick c. Lindvall 
William A. Nierenberg 
Technical Assistant: George D. Lukes 

Arms Limitation and Control 

J. R. Killian, Jr. , Chairman 
Robert F. Bacher 
Harold Brown 
Paul M. Doty 
Ralph P. Johnson 
Oskar Morgenstern 
Herbert Scoville 
John W • Tukey 
Jerome B. Wiesne.r 

"'T;... vI 
·.:t ~ '" "' 

Technical Assistant: Spurgeon M. Keeny,. Jr. 
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Baker Panel 

w. 0. Baker, Chairman 
Luis w. Alvarez 
Hendrik W. Bode 
Richard L. Garwin 
Andrew M. Gleason 
David A. Huffman 
John w. Milnor 
John R. Pierce 
Nathaniel Rochester 
Oll ve r G. Selfridge 
John W. Tukey 

- z-

Technical Assistant: Eugene B. Skolniko££ 

Basic Research and Graduate Education 

Glenn T. Seaborg, Chairman 
Homer D. Babbidge, Jr. 
George W. Beadle 
Henry E. Bent 
McGeorge Bundy 
,William B. Fretter 
Roy M. Hall 
Caryl P. Haskins 
E. R. Fiore 
Roger R. D. Revelle 
Frederick E. Terman 
Alan T. Waterman 
Alvin M. Weinberg 
John E. Willard 
0. Meredith Wilson 
Technical Assistant: Robert N. Kreidler 

Chemicals Panel 

Detlev W. Bronk, Chairman 
Robert F. Loeb, Co-Chairmaa 
Edwin B. Astwood 
Conard A. Elvehjem 
Alfred A. Gellhorn 
George J. Harrar 
Harold c. Hodge 
James G. Horsfall 
Cyril N. H.: Long 
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Chemicals Panel (continued) 

Charles C. Stock 
Charles s. Rhyne, Consultant 
W. Dean Wagner, Consultant 

- 3 -

Technical Assistant: Frederic Holtzberg 

Continental Air Defense 

E. R. Piore, Chairman 
George C. Comstock 
James F. Digby 
Daniel E, Dustin 
Robert R, Everett 
Clifford C. Furnas 
Lawrence R. Hafstad 
Albert G. Hill 
James McCormack 
Hector R. Skifter 
Jerome B. Wiesner 
Brockway McMillan, Consultant 
Allen E. Puckett, Consultant 
Julian M, West, Consultant 
Technical Assistant: H. J. Watters 
Staff Assistant: Lawrence R. Walters 

Early Warning 

Jerome B. Wiesner, Chairman 
Hans A, Bethe 
William E. Bradley 
Daniel E. Dustin 
Albert G. Hill 
Edwin H. Land 
Brockway McMillan 
Edward M. Purcell 
Herbert Scoville 
W. McC. Siebert 
Hector R, Skifter 
Herber.t G. Weiss 
Technical Assistant: H, J. Watters 
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High Energy Accelerator Physics 

E. R. Fiore, Chairman 
Jesse w. Beams 
Hans A. Bethe 
Leland J. Haworth 
Edwin Me McMillan 
Technical Assistant: George D. Lukes 

Li!e Sciences 

George W. Beadle, Chairman 
James Frederick Bonner 
Detlev W. Bronk 
Graham P. DuShane 
George J. Harrar 
Robert F •. Loeb 
Cyril N. H. Long 
Colin McLeod· 
Curt Stern 
Paul A. Weiss 
W. Barry Wood 
Technical Assistant: Frederic Holtzberg 

Limited Warfare 

H. P. Robertson, Chairman 
Robert R. Bowie 
John S. Foster, Jr. 
Edward H. Heinemann 
Albert G. HUl 
Charles C. Lauritsen 
Don K. Price 
Allen E. Puckett 
Simon Ramo 
Norman F. Ramsey 
Glenn T. Seaborg 
L. T. E. Thompson 
Paul A. Weiss 
J. R. Zacharias 
Technical Assistant: George D. Lukes 
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Missiles Panel 

Chairman 
Hendrik W. Bode 
Harold Brown 
James c. Fletcher 
Donald P. Ling 
Franklin A. Long 
Charles H. Townes 
C.lark B. Millikan, Consultant 
John H. Rubel, Consultant 

- 5 .. 

Technical Assistant: George w. Rathjen• 

Science and Foreign Relations 

Detlev W. Bronk, Chairman 
Lloyd V. Berkner 
Wallace R. Brode 
Joseph B. Koepfli 
I. I. Rabi 
H. P. Robertson 
Alan T. Waterman 
Technical Assistant: Eugene B. Skolnikofi 

Space Science 

Edward M. Purcell, Chairman 
Lloyd V. Berkner 
Malcolm H. Hebb 
Donald F. Hornig 
Donald P. Ling 
Bruno B. Rossi 
Julius M. Schwarzschild 
Technical Assistant: George w. Rathjen• 

Ad hoc Missiles Study 

Donald P. Ling, Chairman 
Charles s. Arne s 
Hendrik w. Bode 
Harold Brown 
PhUip J. Farley 
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Ad hoc Missiles Study (contlnued} 

James C. Fletcher 
W. E. Gathright 
Sidney Graybeal 
Donald F. Hornig 
Franklin A. Long 
Harlow Munson 
John H. Rubel 
Herbert Scoville 
John H. Sides 
Charles H. Townes 
Albert D. Wheelan 
Technical Assistant: George w. Rathjena 
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Monday, February 15, 1960- Key West, Florida 

We again had our breakfast at the Sea Plane Base BLQ and then went to the 
Fleet Sonar School for a continuation of the PSAC meeting. The main item for 
discussion was arms limitation and a nuclear test ban. This included a 
discussion of the verification problem and there was a good deal of 
consideration of the concept of a threshhold test ban treaty. There was 
general agreement that the treaty would have to be subject to effective 
monitoring in order to win ratification from the Senate. Uur meeting ended at 
about ll :30 a.m. 

We all enjoyed the free afternoon and evening in such a lovely climate. 

Key West, Florida, Boat Outing 
Foreground: GTS and I. I. Rabi 

Tuesday, February 16, 1960- Key West, Florida- Los Angeles 

A Navy plane picked me and several other members of PSAC up at Key West and 
took us to Miami in order to make our connections with commercial flights. My 
TWA flight (#77) departed Miami at 9:30 a.m. and arrived in Los Angeles at 
l :25 p.m., after a brief stop in St. Louis. 

At the L.A. airport I was met by a messenger from my Chancellor•s Office, who 
brought me mail to read during my free time here. I then caught a cab to my 
mother•s home in South Gate, where I will stay tonight. 

Soon after I arrived, after I had exchanged news with my mother, I called 
Helen to catch up on what has been going on at home for the past few days. 
Friday was a school holiday (Lincoln•s Birthday), but nonetheless a busy day 
because of the preparations for the Valentine•s Day party which Lynne and her 
friend, Karen Wigner, had at our house. Helen said that the party, which 
ended early at about 9:30 p.m., was a great success. Last night Helen 
attended a Dames reception at Strawberry Canyon. Tonight she will be going to 
a Parents Club meeting at Stanley School. 

Among the papers delivered to me at the airport, which I read at leisure in 
South Gate were negative responses to our political series invitations from 
Missouri Senator Stuart Symington and New York Governor Nelson Rockefeller, 
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which was disappointing. 

Jim Hart sent me a Daily Cal clipping describing Hubert Humphrey's speech 
along with a note saying that Humphrey drew a good crowd at Harmon Gymnasium 
and that he will gather suggestions of other speakers whom we might invite to 
keep the balance between the two national parties equal in our series. 

Bill Fretter wrote me a note summarizing his conversation with Hunter Dupree 
about the possibility of Dupree writing a biography of Ernest Lawrence. 
Fretter was very favorably impressed by Dupree and thinks we should seriously 
consider his proposal. 

I was disappointed to read a memo from Harvey White and Joe Mixer proposing a 
meeting of the EOL Memorial Committee at the time of the March Regents 
Meeting; I thought we were going to meet this week and only just learned that 
Stan McCaffrey postponed it, making it impossible for me to participate since 
I won't be able to be at the March meeting. 

I noted a letter from Mrs. Kathie Zahn (Albany City Council) bringing up the 
issue of a right-of-way through the Gill Tract again. Mrs. Zahn's letter is 
full of capital letters, making her point in her particularly dramatic style, 
which is, of course, preferable to dealing with her in person. 

A letter from William Lacy asks for more information about our proposed 
exchange between Soviet mathematician Y. T. Medvedev and U.C. mathematician 
Jacob Feldman; the tone of the letter sounds hopeful, although he does make 
the comment that 11 The Soviets seems to take a great deal of time to consider 
these exchanges ... 

I was pleased to also read some more letters congratulating us on our choice 
of Marv Levy as the new football coach. 

Wednesday, February 17, 1960- Los Angeles- Riverside 

I spent the morning visiting with my mother. 

At 12:30 p.m. a University car and driver picked me up at my mother's house 
and took me to UC Riverside for the Regents Meeting. The meeting of the 
Council of Chief Campus Officers was held in the Regents• Room of the Social 
Sciences- Humanities Building beginning at 2 p.m. In Clark Kerr's absence, 
Harry Wellman presided. Also attending were Samuel Gould, Vern Knudsen, Emil 
Mrak, Jack Oswald (secretary), Roger Revelle, John Saunders and Herman Spieth.-

Stan McCaffrey and I both arrived shortly after the meeting began, missing the 
first 11 Special 11 agenda item on the controversial Subject A topic. I 
understand that the CCCO concluded that closer supervision of Subject A 
examinations (which are prepared at Berkeley by a committee composed entirely 
of graduate students) is indicated and that the Academic Senate Committee on 
Subject A should be more closely involved in the selection and approval of 
questions. 

The afternoon session formally opened with a prolonged discussion of the needs 
of the University for public relations coordination and ways in which the 
goals of better public and press relations could be implemented on each 
campus, suggesting the use of endowment funds for this purpose. Stan 
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McCaffrey emphasized that public relations is one of the major roles of the 
Chief Campus Officer. Sam Go~ld made an excellent point in stressing that a 
public relations program cannot be superficial, that it depenas upon a 
complete understanding within the University of what we are trying to 
accomplish before it can be translated favorably to the public. 

Emil Mrak stated the opinion that one of the greatest problems ·facing the 
University is that we have created the impression that we are basically a 
research institute, rather than a teaching one (a role which is traditional 
for a university, I remarked). This led us into a rather detailed discussion 
of the ways in which excellence in teaching is not encouraged (or even 
recognized in the tenure system) among our faculty. Saunders mentioned the 
study he is chairing for the American Council of Education and I brought up my 
PSAC Panel. 

McCaffrey summed up our discussion as follows: 1) the development of the 
University aims and purpose is fundamental to the creation of a proper public 
image; 2) the Chief Campus Officer needs a special man in public relations to 
constantly work with him on this program; 3) funds for such support must come 
from endowments; 4) there must be a broadening of the public informational 
activities of the University; 5) a public opinion survey of the present image 
of the University to the people should probably be made. 

McCaffrey then distributed a memorandum on the tv'laster Plan on Higher Education 
and the activities that have taken place to date to promote it. Wellman asked 
that each campus have at least three or four individuals prepared to make 
public presentations on the Plan and that every opportunity to refer to it be 
used to our aav antage. The meeting adjourned for a break at 5:30 p.m. 

We got back together at 7 p.m. for the regular CCCO dinner in the Riversiae 
c~mpus University House. The meeting was called to order at 8 p.m. with the 
same members present as attended the afternoon session. We coverea a long 
agenda of items in the course of the evening, including 1 ) the need to revise 
catalogues and bulletins, which we agreed are unattractive ana directea more 
at the interests of faculty than those of students; 2) means of recognizing 
Ph.D.'s at Commencement exercises; 3) problems ot the sorority rushing system 
and consideration of postponing the rush period until the spring semester; 4) 
discussion of the possible uses to which an increase in incidental fees might 
be put on each campus (concluding that the fee should not be raised at this 
time); 5) rules regarding administration of student loan funds (agreeing that 
the ceo might make exceptions to the rules); 6) discussion of various 
proposals for reorganizing (centralizing) Admissions functions, establishing 
means for directing students to campuses other than their first choices, and 
selecting a person to replace Herman Spindt {who will retire this July); 7) 
plans for decentralizing health and safety activities to each campus (which 
will be coordinated by A •. Harry Bliss, Statewide Coordinator); 8) procedures 
by which a new graduate degree offering should be proposed and approved; 9) 
the proposal by Morton Pagl in (of the Berkeley Speech Department) that the 
University produce a general encyclopedia, the "Encyclopedia Californiana", 
which we found very intriguing and considered as a possible project for the 
commemoration of the University's centennial {Wellman will appoint a special 
committee to consider this); and 10) competition among campuses in recruitment 
of faculty (deciding against establishing special rules and differential 
salaries between campuses and in favor of relying on increased communication 
and cooperation among CCO's). 
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The meeting adjourned at 10:30 p.m. I spent the night at the Mission Inn
Garden Hotel on Seventh Street in Riverside. 

Thursday, February 18, 1960- Riverside 

At 1 p.m. I attended the meeting of the Regents Committee on Grounds and 
Buildings, which was called to order in Room 2240 of the Social 
Sciences-Humanities Building. Present were Regent members Steinhart, 
Merchant, Boyd, Chandler, Haggerty, Hansen, Hearst, Storke and Mclaughlin and 
guests Regent Hagar, Naffziger, Sullivan and Watson, William Forbes, Vice 
President and General Counsel Cunningham, Vice President Wellman, Vice 
President-Executive Assistant McCaffrey, Vice President-Business Morgan, 
Chancellors Gould, Knudsen, Mrak and Spieth, Deans Aldrich and Sheats, 
Director Revelle, Provost Saunders, Engineer Weaver, Architect Evans, 
Associate Secretary Woolman, Assistant Vice President Oswald, Dean Dodd, J. W. 
Tippetts of the Office of Architects and Engineers, Supervising Architects 
Gould and Russell, Otto Kilian of Charles Luckman & Associates, Andrew 
Hamilton of the Office of Public Information and Elizabeth 0. Hansen. 

Of particular interest to the Berkeley campus was discussion of the 
preliminary plans for the site plan for the Biomedical Complex and the 
Laboratory Animal House, approval of which the Committee voted to recommend to 
the Regents. 

At about 4 p.m. I talked with Regent Naffziger, who said that there should be 
more cooperation between Berkeley Medical Physics and Virus Laboratory and 
corresponding programs at the San Francisco Medical School. Later John 
Saunders said the same thing and also mentioned that they (San Francisco) are 
coming in to the Regents soon with a proposal to create a Department of 
Medical or Bio-Physics. 

At 7 p.m. I attended a buffet supper hosted by Chancellor and Mrs. Herman 
Spieth at their home in Riverside. I spent the night at the Mission Inn again. 

Friday, February 19, 1960- Riverside and Home 

At 9 a.m. I attended the meeting of the Regents Committee on Finance, which 
was held in the Social Sciences-Humanities Building. The Committee 
recommended advancing $54,000 for use in the fundraising campaign for the Earl 
Warren Legal Center (with the understanding that these funds will be 
reimbursed from the receipts of the campaign). Other items covered included: 

1) Group Life and Health Insurance- It was the general feeling that 
nothing can be done for University employees in this respect which is not 
being done for other state employees. The budget item of $1.8 million was 
referred to the Subcommittee on Salaries and Perquisites and will be 
considered next week along with salaries. Jim Corley said that he thinks we 
will have to postpone initiating this plan until a state plan is inaugurated. 

2) Salaries: It looks like the 5+% salary increase will be approved for 
academic and nonacademic employees. Th~ proposal to give faculty an 
additional 5% will be heard next week. Corley said that a number of other 
agencies are requesting salary increases (to the tune of an estimated $47 
million) and suggested that if we could have a separate hearing on our 
request, its chances of being approved would improye. 

February 1960- Page 26 



At lunch I spoke with Ed Pauley about the EOL Memori~l Committee. He agreed
to chair a meeting of the Committee in Los Angeles on March 16th and to meet 
with Eldridge Spencer and Harvey White the week before. He also agreed that 
we could go ahead and approach James Black to head up the fundraising drive. 
He said that he will speak to fvlissouri Senator Stuart Symington to encourage 
him to participate in our Berkeley campus political speakers series. I 
described the problem of finding a donor for the Calvin Laboratory. He 
mentioned Thomas Sarnoff (RCA) and suggested that Ike Harvey may also be a 
possibility, inquiring whether or not the honorary degree for Harvey has 
cleared the faculty committee (which I will check into when I return to 
Berkeley). 

The Full Board of Regents met at 2 p.m. Jlmong the 11special guests .. attending 
the meeting were State Director of Finance John Carr, Senator Donald L. 
Gronsky, Senator John W. Holmdahl, former Senator Arthur H. Breed, Assemblymen 
Glenn E. Coolidge, Jack A. Beaver and Walter I. Dahl, Berkeley fvlayor Claude B. 
Hutch is on, Oak 1 and Mayor Clifford E. Rishell·, Alameda County Supervisor 
Francis Dunn, Oakland City Councilman Robert L. Osborne, Rev. Hubert N. Dukes, 
William Hayes, Robert T. Nahas, W. H. Sparling and Leo Borregard. 

Among the many agenda i terns covered were: 

The Accelerated High School Student Program- I described the new 
11headstart 11 program wherein 40 high school seniors are taking courses at 
Berkeley this semester while continuing their precollege work. 

Subject A Examination- Regent Pauley reported that he has receivea a 
letter from J. Edgar Hoover remarking on the controversial question about the 
FBI which was included in the Subject A examination. After some discussion of 
the examination, it was agreed that the Regents will issue the following 
statement to the press: 

11 The Regents of the University of California deeply regret that an 
improper question appeared in the University's Subject A examination of 
May 1959 that casts reflection on the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 
The question has, of course, been withdrawn from use in the examination, 
and steps are being taken to prevent a re-occurrence of such a similar 
unfortunate incident. 

The Regents of the University assures the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
of their highest respect as an essential arm of our nation's security and 
of the rule of law which is the keystone of our free democratic society.~ 

Consideration of a Possible Campus in Santa Cruz County- State Senator 
Donald Gronsky of Santa Cruz County presented a proposal to consider Santa 
Cruz as the location of a new University of California campus. Thirteen 
hundred acres in the Cowell Estate are presently available for about $1 
million and another 5,000 acres could be acquired later. 

Use of Memorial Stadium by Professional Oakland Football Team- Robert T. 
Nahas (President of the Oakland Chamber of Commerce) presentee the request for 
use of the stadium for a period of two years while a permanent home for the 
Oakland team is being constructed. There followed statements by the following 
people supporting this recommendation: Francis Dunn (Chairman of the Alameda 
County Board of Supervisors), State Senator John W. Holmdahl, Assemblyman 
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Walter I. Dahl (Head of the Alameda County Delegation in the State 
Legislature), former State Senator Arthur H. Breed (Vice President of the 
Oakland Real Estate Board and Director of the Alameda County Taxpayers 
Association), Oakland City Councilman Robert L. Osborne (co-owner of the 
Oakland team), and William Hayes (the team's attorney). Nahas also read a 
statement from William F. Knowland, Assistant Publisher of the Oakland 
Tribune. Three people then spoke against the proposal: Berkeley Mayor Claude 
B. Hutchison, Leo E. Borregard (Panoramic Hill Association) and Reverend 
Hubert N. Dukes (President of the Berkeley-Albany Ministerial Association). 
Regents Associate Secretary Marjorie Woolman then reviewed the correspondence 
the Regents have received on this issue, which included 56 letters from 
Berkeley residents and numerous letters from Berkeley churches, etc. opposing 
the proposal. (Harry Wellman had provided a very bulky confidential report 
quoting many of these letter~.) After a long discussion of the history of the 
negotiation of the AFL franchise, efforts to secure other facilities (i.e. 
Golden Gate Fields in Albany), etc., etc., Regent Olson•s motion (to reaffirm 
the Regents• longstanding policy against such use by professional teams) was 
put to a vote and was carried. Regents Anderson, Chandler and Smith voted 
"no" and Regent Pauley abstained from the vote. 

I left the meeting in time to catch a commuter flight (Bonanza #747) at 4:15 
p.m. from Riverside to Los Angeles, where I boarded a United Airlines flight 
(#77g) at 6 p.m., which arrived in San Francisco at 7:30 p.m. I took a taxi 
from the airport to my home in Lafayette. I was very pleased to get home 
finally after a week • s absence- a very fu 11 week at that! 

Helen told me about what has been going on since I last spoke with her from my 
mother's house. Yesterday she attended a meeting for the wives of foreign 
students. Today she assisted in hosting the Agricultural Women's Club tea at 
the Women's Faculty Club. Steve went to a Cub Scout dinner tonight and 
arrived home just before I did. 

Saturday, February 20, 1960 

I was delighted to have a slow day around home today. I spent some time 
playing with the kids and just relaxing and then retreated to my study for a 
while to read some papers from my Chancellor's Office. 

I was pleased to see that George Pimentel has written to accept formally the 
position of Assistant Director in the CHEM Study high school textbook project. 

The Oakland Tribune carried the Regents• statement about the Subject A 
exam1nat1on controversy and also reported on the proposal for a campus at 
Santa Cruz. 

Sunday, February 21, 1960 

After reading the Sunday paper, etc., I spent some more time reading materials 
from the Chancellor's Office. Harry Wellman wrote to inform me that Roger 
Stanier•s salary increase has been approved. Wellman raises a number of 
questions associated with this action which he intends to discuss with the 
Budget Committee. He notes that a question of equity was brought up by the 
Committee in its review of the possibility of yet an additional increase for 
Stanier in order to hold him against the offer from Harvard, 
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11 Does not the offer in itself represent a very careful outside appraisal 
of Dr. Stanier•s achievements in relation to others in his field 
throughout the country? 11 

A note from Adrian Kragen describes the meeting of the San Francisco Grid Club 
last week at which Cort Majors described the basis on which we selected Marv 
Levy as the new UCB football coach and at which they also talked about the 
changes in administrative organization of intercollegiate athletics. It 
appears that the Grid Club supports both of these actions. 

Today•s Oakland Tribune reported on the stadium use issue, headlining the 
art ic 1 e 11 Regent Ru 1 i ng No Shock to Owners 11

• Apparently, the Oak 1 and team has 
already made arrangements to use Candlestick Park in San Francisco, about 
which General Manager Chet Soda remarked, 11 Would it be trite to remark that 
there's more than one way of skinning a cat? 11 

Monday, February 22, 1960 

Today is the Washington's Birthday holiday. Stan Thompson and I played golf 
at the Claremont Country Club, scoring 88 and 92, respectively. 

Tuesday, February 23, 1960 

As I expected would be the case after a ten day absence from the office, there 
was quite a pile of correspondence and memoranda waiting for me on my desk 
when I arrived this morning. I was disappointed to read a letter from Senator 
John F. Kennedy, declining our invitation to participate in the political 
speakers series. (Kennedy is one of the candidates, along with Lyndon 
Johnson, Stuart Symington and others, for the Democratic nomination in this 
year's presidential election.) 

Dan Wilkes wrote suggesting that the Athletic News Bureau remain an autonomous 
operation similar to the present one, however, working more closely with the 
campus Public Information office and with McCaffrey's statewide office. 

Bill Fretter wrote with an interesting idea which might solve some of our 
problems with the Institute of Human Development. He suggests that an 
institute might be established which would include several 11 Centers 11 (which 
are now institutes), such as Child Welfare, Human Learning, Longitudinal 
Studies, Aging or Geronotological Research and Personality Assessment, and 
that these centers have chairmen (or leaders titled some way). who would direct 
the research in their areas and form an executive committee for the institute, 
while an administrator would be hired for the whole center. I like this idea 
and will bring it up before the AAC for their consideration. 

I sent a long (six single-spaced pages) letter to Walter Byers of the NCAA in 
response to the official inquiry into Herm Weiner's recruiting practices. The 
letter details the entire history, as we know it, of Weiner's efforts in those 
cases of interest to the NCAA Committee on Infractions, the history of 
University investigations into those activities, etc. I conclude the letter, 

11 I should like to express the hope that the Committee on Infractions of 
the N.C.A.A. will view with satisfaction the careful efforts made by the 
University of California, Berkeley, to seek out and establish any 
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conclusive evidence of improper action undertaken by any of its staff 
members or of the alumnus involved in the specific allegation. The 
careful and thorough investigation revealed no such conclusive evidence. 

I hope, too, that the action taken as a consequence of the view that the 
recruitment activities of the alumnus involved were overly aggressive and 
hence not in the spirit of the athletic policies of the University will be 
looked upon as significant of the long established intent and practice of 
the University to exercise all possible diligence to assure full 
compliance with both the letter and the spirit of all applicable rules and 
regulations." 

I also signed a letter, drafted by Adrian Kragen, responding to a request from 
two student football players for justification of the decision to hire Marv 
Levy as football coach instead of Eddie Erdelatz. The students wrote, 

"When a Mr. Levy was picked for the job, we were not only surprised but 
confused. We could in no way see why Mr. Levy was more qualified than Mr. 
Erdelatz. We have read newspaper editorials expressing why they felt Mr. 
Levy was picked over Mr. Erdelatz; these are so absurd that we refused to 
believe them. 

By our confidence in you as our Chancellor we know that your 
certainly justified, that Mr. Levy will make a better coach. 
simply asking that you will be good enough to briefly relate 
reasons for your decision." 

reasons were 
we are 

to us the 

Kragen's letter handles this inquiry very well by describing the committee to 
select the coach and their reasons for feeling that Marv Levy is an excellent 
match to the qualifications we want in a coach; it does not refer at all to 
Eddie Erdelatz or attempt to get into a debate about the qualifications of the 
two men. 

A press release went out this morning, announcing the first live telecast of a 
lecture from a University classroom, which will occur tomorrow. Ed Teller's 
Physics 10 class will be broadcast by KQED this semester, thus reaching a much 
larger number of interested students than the 800 enrolled in his class on the 
campus. 

Harold Brown called from Livermore Lab at about 10:10 a.m. He told me that 
Ken Downes has proposed a Plowshare lecture program for University Extension 
next summer, which I have opposed due to the nuclear test issue. He gave the 
arguments in favor of it (an appropriate educational function, etc.). This 
decision does not need to be made immediately; we have at least another month 
to decide. I want to talk with Bill Fretter about this. Brown will get for 
us a State Department opinion on what possible effect this mi~ht have on 
nuclear test ban negotiations. 

At 11:30 a.m~ I walked down to University Hall to greet the members of the 
State Scholarship Commission, who are visiting the campus today. President 
Kerr is hosting a luncheon for them, but I am unable to attend since I want to 
participate in the meeting of my Cabinet at noon. 

Present at our Cabinet meeting were Chernin, Fretter, Hart, Kragen, Malloy, 
Mauchlan, Sherriffs and Wilkes. Most of the meeting was taken up by my report 
on the discussions at the CCCO meeting and on the actions taken at the Regents 
Meeting. 
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Jim Hart indicated that the action taken by the Board of Regents in issuing a 
statement to the press on the subject of the Subject A examination has 
disturbed some of the faculty here, who feel that this was an improper action 
by the Regents, that the matter should have been referred to the Academic 
Senate. 

We talked briefly about Ed Teller's Physics 10 class and the suggestion that 
some credit (perhaps through University Extension) might be offered to 
students watching the class via television. It was decided that no credit 
will be offered to viewers. 

Earl Parker (Chairman of the Budget Committee) came in at 2:15 p.m. by 
appointment to discuss the proposal for Melvin Calvin's Biodynamics Laboratory. 

I then went to Room 155 Dwinelle for the Special Meeting of the Representative 
Assembly. The Representative Assembly passed the following resolution 
regarding the Master Plan-for Higher Education: 

"The Academic Senate, Northern Section: 

1. Commends the Master Plan Survey team for the contribution it has made 
to higher ·education, 

2. Approves in principle the recommendations accepted by the two boards 
on December 18, 1959, 

3. Declares its readiness to help implement the decisions reached, and 
4. Expresses confidence that an appropriate constitutional amendment 

will provide the framework needed to insure an orderly and 
economically sound development of public higher education in 
California." 

After the meeting, I talked with Ken Pitzer, who expressed his concern about 
the Regents• decision to postpone the consideration of Chemistry Unit #1 
requirements. He will miss the Regents Meeting next month (as I will) because 
he must attend a meeting of the AEC General Advisory Committee. Bob Connick 
or Bill Dauben should represent Chemistry's interests at the March meeting. 

Professor Grinsfeld of La Plata University in Argentina, who is taking his 
sabbatical in our Physics Department here, came in at 4:10 p.m. to meet me and 
to offer his services in any way that might involve improved relationships 
between our universities, including student and faculty exchanges. 

Before I left the office I read a note from Jim Hart passing on the findings 
of Bob Brode regarding various campus• feelings about making ROTC optional. 
Brode told Hart that there is quite a difference of opinion among the campuses 
on this issue. For example, Santa Barbara feels that if this were done, the 
number of students who would elect ROTC would be insufficient to justify 
continuing the program. Therefore, Bob plans to recommend that Kerr propose 
to the Regents that this be a matter of local campus determination by the 
separate divisions of the Senate. That is, the decision on whether ROTC is to 
be mandatory or optional is to be comparable to the present Senate 
determinations, campus by campus, on the requirements for physical education. 

Art Campbell also wrote me an interesting note about the progress of the CHEM 
Study plans for this summer, etc. It certainly looks like things are moving 
along quickly in that project and as though they are in excellent hands with 
Campbell's energy and organization. 

~. 
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Wednesday, February 24, 1960 

I went up to the Radiation Laboratory this morning to attend the meeting of 
the Associate Directors and to catch up on what has been going on there. (I 
miss the daily contact with my fellow scientists and particularly with my 
graduate students when other business takes me away for a long time as it has 
this month.) 

While I was up on the Hill, I received a telephone call from State Director of 
Finance John Carr, who wanted more .information about Teller•s TV Physics 
course. He said that they already have some broadcast facilities around the 
state in connection with the police network that might help in disseminating 
the program. · 

After visiting with my students and colleagues and learning what has been 
going on with our research, I stopped by Iz Perlman•s office and signed a 
letter recommending Al Ghiorso for the 1960 E. 0. Lawrence Award. In the 
letter I listed Al•s many impressive accomplishments, drawing particular 
attention to his role in co-discovering eight transuranium elements. I stated, 

"I should like to add that I have never known anyone else with the 
sustained energy and drive which Mr. Ghiorso continues to exhibit. He is 
gifted with tremendous experimental ability and has the greatest aptitude 
and genius for work with mechanical and electronic apparatus that I have 
ever seen." 

This nomination is particularly urgent because Al will become 45 years ala 
this year and the Lawrence Award is restricted to scientists under that age. 

When I arrived at my Dwinelle Hall office at about 11 a.m. I signed a great 
many letters that had been prepared for my signature: to Congressman Charles 
Halleck, inviting him to participate in the political speakers program on the 
campus; to Gordon Mackinney (Chairman of the Committee on Educational Policy), 
Earl Parker (Chairman of the Budget Committee) and Sandy Elberg (Chairman of 
the Committee on Buildings and Campus Development) asking them to have their 
committees review Melvin Calvin•s proposed Biodynamics Laboratory; and to 
Admiral Chester Nimitz, congratulaing him on the occasion of his 75th birthday. 

At 11:30 a.m. Pete Newell met with me in my office to discuss his possible 
interest in the position of Director of Athletics. I also discussed with him 
the idea of hiring Rene Herrerias (Assistant Basketball Coach) as Basketball 
Coach, from which job Pete has given notice that he intends to resign. 

The Chancellor•s Advisory Administrative Council (CAAC) met at 12:15 p.m. in 
my conference room. I presided and members present were M. Chernin, D. Coney, 
L. Constance, J. P. Danton, L. A. DeMonte, W. B. Fretter, C. C. Gilliam, E. T. 
Grether, J. D. Hart, A. Hutson, F. L! Kidner, E. M. McMillan, M. W. Morgan, N. 
M. Mundell, E. Parker, K. S. Pitzer, K. A. Ryerson, W. F. Shepard, A. C. 
Sherriffs, C. E. Smith, M. A. Stewart, F. E. Tregea (new member in his role of 
Acting Business Manager), F. T. Tyler, H. J. Vaux, J. R. Whinnery and W. W. 
Wurster. Also attending as guests were departmental chairmen David Boyden 
(Music), Henry Nash Smith (English) and Bob Connick (Chemistry), and Bob 
Kerley. 
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I reported on the Budget Committee•s response to a suggestion that department 
chairmen be placed on an 11-month appointment basis. The Budget Committee 
feels that the work of most departments does not require 11-month 
appointments, and recommends that I continue to place on 11-month basis only 
those chairmen whose duties warrant such status. I expressed my agreement 
with their conclusion. 

For the amusement of the group, I read an excerpt from a letter to Governor 
Gage of California from UC President Benjamin Ide Wheeler in 1900. The group 
enjoyed the excerpt so much that I will reproduce it here: 

"We shall number this year at Berkeley twenty-three hundred or more. That 
is, we shall increase four hundred over last year. This is perfectly 
appalling. We are crowded out of house and home. We have to increase the 
number of sections of classes so that the time of the professors will be 
sorely taxed. The professor in botany, for instance, is obliged to give 
his lectures twice over because there is no hall large enough to receive 
his class. In some of the classes students are seated about the room on 
camp stools. The most serious consideration is that the classes in 
elementary subjects like mathematics and modern languages must be so large 
that proper instruction cannot be given. No class in elementary German, 
or French, or mathematics should exceed thirty, and twenty is the proper 
number. We are obliged to go to sixty. It is plain fact that we are 
compelled to make bricks without straw ••• 

The situation here at present is, I sometimes think pathetic, and 
sometimes ludicrous. There is nothing comparable to it in the United 
States today. The students have come down like an avalanche. We have no 
elasticity in our budget by which to provide for them. We are doing our 
best, but it is only by a miracle that the multitude can be fed with the 
seven loaves." 

I then reported on the CCCO and Regents meetings. Louis DeMonte presented the 
plans for landscaping the Student Center. He estimates that the cafeteria 
will be finished in two or three months, the union in one year, and the 
student office building in a little over two years. Since plans for the 
student auditorium have run into opposition in Sacramento, its completion date 
(and even its construction at all) is at best uncertain. 

Discussion of a letter from Clinton Gilliam recommending that enrollment in 
classes by mail be abolished, resulted in the decision to do so. 

Jim Hart concluded the meeting with a description of the Prose Improvement 
Program and a request that departments urge T.A.•s to take advantage of the 
training program and offer classes to students based on that training. 

I presided over the Academic Advisory Committee (AAC) meeting at 3:15 p.m. 
Present were members L. Constance, W. R. Dennes, S. Elberg, W. B. Fretter, L. 
M. Grossman, J. D. Hart, S. S. Hoes, G. Mackinney, J. W. MacSwain and M. A. 
Stewart. Also attending was W. D. Gwinn, representing Earl Parker (Budget 
Committee). 

I opened the meeting with brief reports on the CCCO and Regents meetings. 

Bill Fretter then introduced the subject of the ~roposal for an Institute of 
Human Learning, noting the proliferation of organized research units related 
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to the Department of Psychology. After some discussion of the conflicts 
between experimentally and clinically oriented psychologists on this campus, 
it was decided to appoint an AAC study group to report to the Committee on 
Educational Policy on : a) any reorganization of the Department of Psychology 
which appears necessary; b) any reorganization of organized research units 
relative to the Department of Psychology that appears necessary and the 
implementation thereof; and c) the appropriate locus of the proposed unit in 
Human Learning. The meeting adjourned shortly after 5 p.m. 

At 5:30 p.m. I met with Will Dennes (Philosophy) who told me that some of the 
leading men in his department are getting large offers from other universities 
and that some salary adjustments might be necessary to keep them here at 
Berkeley. I instructed him to make his recommendations in the usual way, 
through Lincoln Constance. 

He also told me that Herbert Feigel is interested in moving his group 
(consisting of three permanent people) from the University of Minnesota to the 
University of California to carry on their studies on the philosophy of 
science here. Dennes said that he wants me to know this and feels duty-bound 
to tell me although he realizes that he may not have the resources to bring 
them here. I also expressed doubt that our resources would support Feigel and 
his group at this time. 

When I arrived home this evening, I read a letter from Gordon Tyndall 
(Academic Retirement Office), which had been directed to my home. In response 
to my question about restoring service credit (by making up the payments) for 
my years in Chica·go during the w·ar, Tyndall wrote that while recognizing the 
importance of my work at Chicago during the war years, the Governing Board 
felt that there was no difference in principle between my situation and that 
of many members of the System who were employed by the Department of Defense 
and other war agencies in a civilian capacity during the war years and, 
therefore, denied my request. I realize many employees must have taken leave 
from the University during the war to serve in the armed services, etc. 
However, many of them had the opportunity to pay into the retirement system 
during the interval, an opportunity that was denied me and it is on this basis 
that I have been making my request. 

Helen told me that she went to a coffee at the Tiernans• home on Serrano Court 
this morning. 

Thursday, February 25, 1960 

When I arrived at my office this morning I spent some time going over 
correspondence, etc., with Marie Ripsom and signed a number of letters. 
Letters regretting that they cannot participate in the political speakers 
series arrived from Vice President Richard Nixon, Secretary of Labor James P. 
Mitchell and Oregon Governor Mark 0. Hatfield. Secretary of the Interior Fred 
A. Seaton wrote to say that he wi 11 try to squeeze us in bef.ore the end of the 
semester, but made no promises. A note from Jim Hart accompanying the letters 
notes that the program is not going well, 11 I ·suppose because Brown keeps 
Democratic contenders away from the state and Nixon keeps Republicans away ... 
New letters of invitation went to Robert Meyner (Governor of New Jersey) and 
Congressman Chester Bowles. 

Dag Hammarskjold wrote to regret that he will not be able to visit the campus 
for the Model United Nations session in April. 
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I wrote to Tom Dutton, asking him to serve as Chairman of the Special 
Committee on Fraternity Problems, in place of Adrian Kragen, since Adrian is 
now acting as my faculty assistant. 

At 10 a.m. I received a call from Walter Byers (NCAA) who suggested that Frank 
Kidner and Greg Engelhard should attend the infraction hearing on Monday at 3 
p.m. 

I then met with the several members of the Mathematics Department faculty-
Bernard Friedman, Charles Morrey, Griffith C. Evans, Alfred Tarski and ~1axwell 
Ro~enlicht--to discuss issues in their department. 

I held a Student Office Hour from 11 a.m. until noon. Marshall Kaplan wanted 
to know why we don't have another newspaper like the Cal Reporter on campus. 
He said that, as a graduate student, he doesn't feel like he wants to work for 
the Daily Cal and that there should be a "higher level" (more editorially 
sophisticated) paper. I responded that the administration wants the Daily Cal 
strong and that I doubt the wisdom of a further division of efforts. However, 
I said I would look into the possibilities of a graduate student paper. 

At about 11:20 a.m. I was interrupted for a call from Howard Vesper (Standard 
Oil Company). He said that Standard Oil (and many others in Richmond) do not 
like our projected use of the old Ford plant for storage (due to lack of 
taxes, inefficient use of deep water facilities, displacement of potential 
industry, etc.). He asked if he should call the Regents and I discouraged 
this, but promised to call his views to the attention of Bob Underhill and 
Clark Kerr and then call him back to give an account of their reaction. I 
gave him some arguments in favor of our use of the plant, described the 
library use, the value to the community of an adjunct University operation, 
etc. 

Dan Greenwood came into the Student Hour to suggest that we change our method 
of recording grades from B+, A-, etc. to a numerical system, (i.e. B+ = 3.4, 
A- = 3.8) which would more accurately reflect grade points. I agreed with the 
logic of his argument but expressed doubt that the University would change its 
system since any change of this sort in the Registrar's Office would be very 
expensive. I told him that when I was a kid, we used the 70-100 system. 

I had lunch at noon at the Faculty Club with Bob Grieg (President of the Big C 
Society). He suggested that a Big C member (not necessarily the president) 
should be included among the alumni members of the Intercollegiate Athletic 
Advisory Board. I explained the mechanics of getting recommendations from the 
Alumni Association, but remarked that I think we could work that out. I told 
him that I will meet the Big C members at the dinner on March 8th. Grieg will 
also invite Frank Kidner, Alex Sherriffs and Adrian Kragen to attena and 
participate in the discussion of athletic policy. We discussed Bud Foster's 
program on Channel 2 and agreed that the Athletic Director might have a talk 
about his anti-Berkeley attitude with these people before we renew the 
contract. 

At 1:30 p.m. Henry Nash Smith (Chairman of the English Department) kept the 
appointment I made with him at the CAAC meeting yesterday. He is very unhappy 
about the handling of two reclassification requests he has submittea. I tala 
him that the reorganization of the Personnel Office (to put it under campus 
authority) is underway and that we hope that the whole classification system 
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will be reviewed and improved, trying to emphasize that his department is not 
the only one which is dissatisfied. Smith said that he feels very strongly 
about these cases and asked how he could go about appealing them. I answered 
that he could appeal to President Kerr, but asked that he not do that at this 
time; he agreed to wait a while. He asked if there isn•t any liaison on 
nonacademic personnel matters with academic people. He thought it quite an 
anomaly when informed that there is not. I agreed to look into that problem 
when reorganization gets under way. 

Lincoln Constance and I got together for our weekly meeting at 2 p.m. We 
talked about arrangements for the opening of Kroeber Hall and I confirmed that 
the Department of Art might use a small sum from Supplies & Expense funds for 
entertainment on this occasion, if funds are available. 

We also discussed a letter from Mark Rosenzweig (Psychology) asking for my 
attitude toward the plans for a clinical laboratory in the new Psychology 
building. Both Lincoln and I think the plans are excessive, but we agreed 
that the matter should be referred to the CAAC. 

Lincoln brought up Harley Flanders• problem with teacher training in the 
Mathematics Department and how this can be done effectively in an academically 
minded department. I emphasized how important I feel the continuance of this 
program to be. I suggested that we bring Bob Karplus into the picture in 
relation to his activities in the School of Education. 

Lincoln (who is, by the way, a botanist) presented the case of the Botanical 
Gardens and the Department of Botany for moving the site of Calvin•s 
Photosynthesis Laboratory from the proposed site near the Gardens. I said 
that I think that now, when the NSF site inspection is going on, would be a 
very difficult time to try to change the site. · The BCD Committee wi 11 hold a 
meeting to allow Botany to present its side of this question. 

Walt Byers called again to let me know that my letter of February 23rd had 
arrived and that, after reading it, he feels that it will not be necessary 
after all for Kidner and Engelhard to attend the meeting of the NCAA Committee 
on Infractions. The Committee will review my letter and then, if they deem it 
necessary, ask Kidner and Engelhard to come to some future meeting. 

At 3 p.m. I met w.ith Ruth Okey (Chairman of the Department of Nutrition and 
Home Economics). She maintained that it is extremely important that a new 
chairman be selected by July lst and mentioned that Knowles Ryerson told her 
that George M. Briggs may reconsider accepting the appointment. I indicated 
my support of offering the chairmanship to Briggs again and told her that I 
don•t think she should be too discouraged about the possibilities of getting 
him. We also talked about the department•s budget and about several people 
that might be recruited to join its faculty, including Bob Stokes (Director of 
the Pearl River group in the Lederle Laboratories of American Cyanamid Co.) 
and Mark Hegsted (Department of Public Health and Nutrition at Harvard). 

At 3:30 p.m. (running a little late on my scheduled appointments) I met with 
Alfred J. Gagnon of the management consulting firm of Booz, Allen and 
Hamilton. He is trying to find top research people. I started out by telling 
him that I have a lot of visits from recruiters and I was sure that I couldn•t 
help him. It turned out, however, that they wanted me to be Director of the 
American Cyanamid 1 s Central Research Laboratory at Stamford, Connecticut. He 
said salary is no object and that they would start out talking at about 
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$40,000 (which is quite a bit more than I now earn). He wanted to know if I 
would talk to Bob Swain, Vice President. I said that I am not interested in 
moving to Stamford and that it would be a waste of time for Swain to talk to 
me. 

I then went across the hall (still late) for the meeting of the Faculty 
Research Lecture Committee, presided over by Chairman Melvin Calvin. Also 
attending were R. T. Birge, M. B. Emeneau, G. C. Evans, W. F. Giauque, A. F. 
Morgan and S. C. Pepper. We unanimously elected Bertrand H. Bronson as 
Faculty Research Lecturer for 1961. Stephen Pepper was elected Chairman for 
the academic year 1960-61. When Pepper said that he is unlikely to be present 
during the Spring Semester 1961, I volunteered to undertake the chairmanship. 

At 5 p.m. Kathie Zahn (Albany City Council), accompanied by either the Police 
Chief or the Fire Chief (I am not sure which and didn•t get his name, although 
I think it was something like Jensen), kept an appointment in my office to 
discuss with me her letter regarding the University making a portion of the 
Gill Tract available to the City of Albany. She gave me a copy of the Master 
Plan for Alameda County and asked the Police Chief (or Fire Chief?) to confirm 
that the problem is a matter of safety, asserting that this is a case of 
deciding between the fate of a few tobacco plants (the Agricultural 
Experimental Station) and the lives of people. She contends that the 
requested street right of way they request would only take 2.6 acres out of 
our agriculture program; our study says that it would render 9 acres useless 
to us. Mrs. Zahn seems to think that they (the Albany City Council) could 
choose to condemn the land in order to get their own way. I said that I would 
look into the matter, but that it would take at least a couple of weeks and 
that if the Regents need to get involved (which seems likely), it might take a 
lot longer. She was not at all happy with my answer. 

This afternoon•s Berkeley Gazette reported that the State Public Works Board 
postponed action on the University•s offer to buy the Ford plant in Richmond 
for $1.7 million after State Senator Luther E. Gibson of Vallejo said the 
purchase would cost the City of Richmond $80,888 a year in taxes. This is 
very disappointing, indeed; we desperately need the space. 

Helen had her teeth cleaned today at Dr. Jensen•s office in Berkeley. 

Friday, February 26, 1960 

I felt so absolutely wretched this morning that I could not possibly keep my 
commitment to speak to the Model United Nations group at I House; luckily, 
when I first started feeling feverish yesterday, I arranged for Alex Sherriffs 
to cover for me if necessary, so this morning Helen called Anna Carol to ask 
her to tell Alex to greet them for me. I spent the entire day in and out of 
bed, sniffling and coughing. 

Saturday, February 27, 1960 

Another day around the house, being miserable. 
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Sunday, February28; 1960 

I am finally beginning to feel a bit better and do expect to return to work 
tomorrow. I spent the day resting and reviewing some of the papers delivered 
from my Chancellor•s Office and reading scientific-journals. 

At about 9:15 p.m. I called Clark Kerr at his home in El Cerrito and briefed 
him on the Subject A controversy. I read him two proposed Academic Senate 
resolutions that Will Dennes passed on to Jim Hart on Friday. I also told him 
about the choice of Pete Newell as Athletic Director, which will be announced 
to the press tomorrow. The appointments of Paul Christopulos as Assistant 
Athletic Director, Rene Herrerias as Head Basketball Coach, and Greg Engelhard 
to a responsible position in the University (yet to be determined) will also 
be announced. 

Monday, February 29, 1960 

As usual, I spent this Monday morning up on the Hill at the Rad Lab and stayed 
on for the Chemistry Staff lunch meeting. While there I signed a number of 
letters. I wrote to Darrah Thomas at Brookhaven to let him know that I do not 
wish to be included as an author on the paper (describing the work of my 
graduate students Vic Viola and Marshall Blann, who was formerly Darrah•s 
student) that Darrah plans to present at Gatlinburg, but would like to be 
included as an author in the final publication of Vic's work. (Marshall's 
work can be published as Blann and Thomas, since he completed most of it under 
Darrah's direction.) 

I also answered a letter from my former graduate student Bob Carr, who is not 
very happy at Washington State University, saying that I would ask around 
about another position for him, but not encouraging him about the chances of 
anything turning up here. 

When I arrived at my Chancellor's Office shortly after l p.m., there was a 
note from Clark Kerr, 

.. Today•s Daily Californian reports a petition on the subject of capital 
punishment is be1ng circulated among ·faculty members. May I ask you to 
advise me as to whether or not the petition is in conformity with 
University regulations and policies as set forth in University Regulation 
No. 6? 11 

The faculty petition, as reported in the Daily Californian, reads: 

uwe the undersigned University professors respectfully petition the Senate 
and the Assembly of the State of California to abolish capital 
punishment. We have seen no convincing evidence that capital punishment 
is an effective deterrent to crime. Furthermore, capital punishment is 
morally repugnant, for it violates the sanctity of life and the dignity of 
man. 11 

It is being circulated {again, according to the Daily Cal) by 37 faculty 
members. Governor Brown is expected to proclaim a special session of the 
State Legislature this morning, at which a bill proposing the abolition of 
capital punishment will be introduced. 
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At 1:35 p.m. I attended a meeting of the Statewide Radio and Television 
Committee in the Conference Room of University Extension. Paul Sheats 
presided. Other members present were George Alcorn, Charles Hulten, John 
Saunders, Ted Sherburne and Robert Tschirigi. Also present by invitation were 
TV staff representatives from three campuses, Rudy Bretz (Los Angeles), Irving 
Merrill (San Francisco) and Ken Winslow (Berkeley). 

We discussed the 1960-61 revised budget for television projects and each of 
the three staff representatives made brief presentations on their campus• 
plans. After the presentations and discussion of the value of each, Dean 
Sheats summarized our decisions as follows: 

1) The revised 1960-61 budget should be a package to about $500,000 
including outside funds. 

2) Outside sources of funds should be. identified as a part of each project. 

3) All campus projects will be included on a reduced basis from their 
maximum requests. 

4) Intercampus TV will be included as a part of the Berkeley project. 

5) Emphasis in all projects will be on acquisition of basic equipment and 
staff necessary to start operation. 

6) Sources for future grants (made possible by the existence of facilities 
and staffs on the campuses) will be identified. 

The meeting adjourned at about 3:45 p.m. 

I left the campus early today because I am still feeling a little under the 
weather and had promised to go with the rest of the family to Pete• s Boy Scout 
troop meeting at Stanley School, which I did. 
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Tuesday, March 1, 1960 

As a result of Dag Hammarskjold's letter of yesterday turning down our 
invitation"to address the Model United Nations and a University Meeting in 
April, I signed a letter to Ralph Bunche this morning extending the same 
invitation. 

I also signed letters appointing a Special Committee to Consider the Proper 
Organization of Instruction in Biophysics with Sandy Elberg as Chairman, and 
I. L. Chaikoff, Melvin Calvin, G. S. Stent, D. Mazia and C. A. Tobias, as 
members. 

A letter went out today under my signature (by use of a stamp) to 200 high 
school principals inviting their faculty and senior students to attend the 
annual High School Day on the Berkeley campus on Saturday, April 30th. 

Colonel J. T. Malloy sent me a copy of a telegram he received from the 
Secretary of the Army approving revision of the ROTC curriculum beginning next 
Fall Semester. The two most significant changes are: 

1) "Revitalization" of the basic course by eliminating 30 hours of 
crew-served weapons instruction and substituting a course on basic 
tactics. (The course in individual weapons and marksmanship is reduced 
from 25 to 15 hours and the present 30 hour course in American Military 
History is increased to 40 hours.) 

2) Reduction of military subjects in the advanced course by 90 hours, 
authorizing the substitution of University taught subjects (in the general 
areas of science comprehension, general psychology, effective 
communication, and political institutions and political development) for 
45 hours in each year of the advanced course. 

I also signed a letter submitting a statement to the San Francisco Bay Area 
Rapid Transit District for publication in their newsletter, Rapid Transit. I 
began the statement, 

"A University prospers in a metropolitan setting, and the community in 
turn benefits. In addition to the intangibles accruing from the presence 
in its midst of a center of learning, a community receives the very 
tangible educational, research and public services which are unique 
contributions of a University. 

This kind of interaction, between the University of California and the 
cosmopolitan Bay Area, has played a large role in making the Berkeley 
campus renowned for the quality of its educational and research services 
to the state, the nation and the world. Its faculty and students come 
from virtually every area of the globe because of this renown, and as a 
result the prestige of the University is enhanced. 

The most important factor is the advantageous interplay of the University 
and the community is mutual accessibility. It is essential to University 
activity that there be access to the regional foci in San Francisco and 
Oakland and to other parts of the metropolitan core where faculty, 
students and nonacademic staff live. 
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With nearly 30,000 people in the University 'family' today, and with 
40,000 its probable size by the end of this decade, access and commutation 
become increasingly critical problems." 

After describing some of the congestion problems we now face, which can only 
get worse if we continue to rely on automobile transportation, I conclude the 
article, 

"The Berkeley campus of the University of California and the surrounding 
communities of the Bay Area metropolitan complex would gain immeasurably 
from the 125-mile network of high-speed trains proposed to link Berkeley 
with other regional activity centers and residential areas. At first 
glance, the cost may appear high. Yet the cost of the only alternative, 
whjch is continually expanding automobile freeway and parking facilities, 
points clearly to this conclusion: the University of California and the 
people of the Bay Area can no longer afford to be without rap1d trans1t." 

At 11 a.m~ Bill Fretter and I met with Austin MacCormic~, Paul Kirk, Arthur 
Sherry and M. Edwin O'Neill regarding the organization of the School of 
Criminology~ They raised the question of filling the two positions that will 
be left vacant by Orlando Wilson's departure and fvlacCormick's retirement. 
They proposed that the positions be filled for next year, probably 
MacCormick's by a tenured professor and Wilson's by a lecturer. We decidea 
that no action will be taken on the filling of the two positions until after 
the next AAC meeting on March 9th. They also suggested that an acting dean be 
appointed at least for the Fall Semester in order to gain time for the 
selection of a new dean. There was discussion about whether the 
Reorganization Committee proposed by the Educational Policy Committee would be 
the same as the ad hoc committee for the selection of a new dean. MacCormick 
maintains that the faculty of the School, in general, agree with the 
conclusions of the Educational Policy Committee report. 

At 11 a.m. I posed for a photograph with Mulcahey and then left immediately 
for the Swedish Consulate in San Francisco where I attended a luncheon in 
honor of Prince Bertil of Sweden, who is visiting here with the Swedish 
Olympic team on their way home from Squaw Valley. I am not planning to attena 
the banquet this evening for Prince Bertil (and for that reason, attended this 
afternoon's luncheon in his honor); however, the University will be 
represented by several pompon girls who have learned cheers in Swedish for the 
Swedish Olympic Team. 

At 3 p.m. Carl Helmholz brought Paul Hopfield, a visitor to our campus, to 
meet me. 

I then met with Roy King. 

Just before 4 p.m. I called Earl Warren to ask him to participate in the 
dedication of our Legal Center, which has been named in his honor. he told me 
that Archie Mull already called him on Saturday. He regrets that he cannot 
join us since he has four or five other law centers to deaicate at the same 
time and has already agreed to speak at the Santa Barbara Charter Day 
ceremony. I realize that one of the reasons that we have so much trouble 
getting important speakers is that we don't act soon enough. We should really 
try to plan ahead more. 

March 1960- Page 2 



At 4 p.m. Paul Christopulos met with me to discuss his responsibilities as new 
Assistant -Director of Intercollegiate Ath 1 eti cs under the new admin is trat ive 
authority of my office. 

Helen told me that after taking Lynne to the orthodontist and then dropping 
her off back at her school, she came into Berkeley to attend a 1 uncheon given 
for Mrs. Grether, wife of the Dean of our School of Business Administration. 

In the study in the evening, I read some Chancellor's Office papers, including 
a memo from Milt Chernin reporting on the meeting held this morning in 
Richmond between University representatives and representatives of that city. 
According to Milt, the City representatives made a stronger case against our 
use of the Ford Plant property than that made for our use of the plant by our 
representatives (even though they spoke persuasively). His memo summarizes 
the arguments on both sides in some detail. What is of greatest interest to 
me, however, is his report on the agreement reached by University 
re.presentatives (Bob Underhill, Stan McCaffrey, Roscoe Weaver, Sandy Elberg 
and Cherni~) in the car on the way back from the meeting, which I quote: 

"a) That it was not really desirable that the University acquire this 
property--the Richmond case was stronger than ours and ours was not the 
most desirable use of this property. 

b) That we should proceed to back out of this matter as gracefully as 
possible and in a way to maximize whatever good will we could extract from 
the situation. We have evidently succeeded in getting the price aown to a 
level at which a private industrial firm will buy the property. The 
Richmond people said they would help as m~as possible to find us a 
sui tab 1 e alternative site, etc." 

Both sides did reach agreement to wait until after the Regents fv1eeting before 
taking any further action. This included an agreement by Bob Underhill that 
he will not sign the papers for purchase of the property, despite the fact 
that the Regents have already authorized him to do so. 

~Jednesday, March 2, 1960 

I spent the morning up at the Radiation Laboratory, attending the Associate 
Directors fvleeting and visiting with my students there. While there, I 
approved Eileen Carson's draft of an article on plutonium ana signed a letter 
transmitting it to the United Educator, Inc. Publishers House. 

At 1 p.m. I attended a Chemistry Department faculty meeting in 9 Lewis Hall. 

I arrived at my Dwinelle Hall office just in time for the Student Office 
Hour. Two students, Allen Erlich and Allen Morris, came in together. They 
seemed nonplussed that they were able to walk right in and see the 
Chancellor. They asked me when the ROTC question is likely to be settlea and 
I said probably in a couple of months. In response to their question, I 
explained briefly what the Master Plan is all about. We talked a bit about 
the differences between the Los Angeles and Berkeley campuses ana they 
concluded that the latter is more intellectual. Their final question was if 
we are going to change the Subject A entrance examination, to which I 
responded that we are working on it. 
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Leonard Hudson wanted to know why the University and the Air Force disagree 
about the Air Force ROTC program. I explained to him some of the intricacies 
of the disagreement and referred him to Frank Miller for a more detailed 
explanation. 

Anthony Johnson was upset because he has just learned that he needs to take a 
Psychology course in order to qualify for his degree in Engineering. He wants 
to substitute a History course, instead. I referred him to Milt Chernin. 

Dan Greenson wanted to convince me (and Kerr) to have the University withdraw 
from the NDEA program. I told him that I have talked with Vice President 
Nixon (who has a lot of influence, needless to say, with President Eisenhower) 
and Senator Thomas Kuchel and tried to convince them to discard the Disclaimer 
Oath. Both Nixon and Kuchel feel that it is best to work behind the scenes on 
this. Greenson stated that there has not been much opposition to this, that 
he thinks that only 13 schools have come out against it. I said that I think 
the Association of Land Grant Colleges has come out against it, but that I 
would have to doublecheck that information. 

He also asked about the question of· making ROTC voluntary, about which he 
wanted to circulate a petition. I told him in confidence that this question 
will be taken up and acted upon in the spring by the Regents and ROTC will be 
made voluntary so a_petition would be useless and too late. 

I then placed a call to Clark Kerr to confess that none of us (in the 
Chancellor•s Office) had remembered that Rene Herrerias• appointment as Head 
Basketball Coach should have been cleared by the Regents. We agreed that I 
should call Ed Carter. 

Before leaving for the day, I read the minutes of the Cabinet Meeting which I 
missed yesterday because of the luncheon for Prince Bertil. Bill Fretter 
informed the group that he has talked with Harley Flanders about the Math 
Department•s program of training high school teachers, which is apparently in 
imminent danger of being voted out by its faculty. I was pleased to see that 
Bill agreed to draft a strong letter of support for continuing the program for 
my signature. 

They also talked about the integration of the public relations program for the 
Athletics Department with the campus Public Information Office. Their 
proposal is that the Athletics office should report directly to Pete Newell, 
who is in turn responsible to me. That sounds sensible. 

The minutes noted that they deferred discussion of two issues until the next 
meeting, at which I will be present: the City of Albany-Gill Tract problem 
(known in our office as the 11 Kathie Zahn problem 11

) and the decision about the 
matter of a 11 free speech island 11

• 

Thursday, March 3, 1960 

I dropped by the Radiation Laboratory on my way to the campus to sign a couple 
of letters regarding the CHEM Study project, which I had asked Doral Buchholz 
to type for me when I was up on the Hill yesterday. I wrote to Joseph Davis 
(East High School in Salt Lake City) and Melvin Greenstadt (Fairfax High 
School in Los Angeles) inviting them to participate in the textbook project 
and to attend our April meeting and six-week summer session at Claremont. To 
Margaret Nicholson of Acalanes High School in Lafayette, I wrote expressing my 
delight that she has agreed to participate in the project. 
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At 10:30 a.m. I met in my Dwinelle Hall office with Carroll Brown (Assistant 
Director of the University of Chicago Press). He said that the Physical 
Science Commission of the Universjty of Chicago Press has·suggested that the 
Press publish my five Tables of Isotopes (that were published in the Review of 
Modern Physics) with an introductory statement by me. I said that I would 
think about this proposal and let him know. I question the utility of such a 
book. 

I then placed a telephone call to Ed Carter and told him that we (Sherriffs, 
Kidner, Kragen, Seaborg, et. al.) had all forgotten to clear Herrerias• 
appointment. He said that it was all right and that he will clear this with 
the Regents• Educational Policy Committee at the next Regents Meeting, if we 
promise this will not happen again. --

He asked me about the Marv Levy contract. I told him that I have the feeling 
that we might have promised Levy three years, but that it was all sort of 
unclear. He said that just as he could guarantee the appointment of Levy ana 
the okay of Herrerias• appointment, he could guarantee that the Educational 
Policy Committee will never go for more than two years. I had to agree, but 
asked him to give us a little time, that we want Levy to establish himself and 
not approach him on this right now. He said okay. 

At 11 a.m. I met with Richard Frankel (Western Sales Manager of the Nuclear 
Science and Engineering Corporation) who came in mostly on a social visit. He 
told me that he is getting married and has bought a home here. When he goes 
to Pittsburgh in a month or so, he will tell Ronald Brightsen (President of 
NSEC) about my schedule of visiting Washington for PSAC meetings on the third 
Sunday, Monday and Tuesday of each month. 

At noon I lunched at the Faculty Club with Melvin Calvin, Humphrey Ireland 
(President of Atomic Laboratory, Inc., a subsidiary of Genco) and Judd Boynton 
(an architect in Berkeley) and his wife. We discussed various aspects of the 
proposal that Alfred A. Strelsin (owner of the Genco Corporation) give 
$700,000 for the Calvin laboratory. Ireland raised various questions about 
use of the University of California•s name i.n advertising products. The 
possibility was raised of my meeting with Strelsin in New York on March 17th, 
when I am going there to record a 11Continental Classroom11 program, to discuss 
the Cenco periodic table and Calvin•s lab. · 

At 2 p.m. Lincoln Constance and I held our regular weekly meeting. Maribel 
Montgomery sat in with us for part of the meeting. On the basis of a 
departmental preference poll, it was agreed that Lincoln will invite Mark 
Scharer to serve as Chairman of the English Department. We discussed the 
possibility of opening up a second vice chairmanship in the English 
Department; Maribel warned that we would need to make a very strong case for 
the need for this. 

A departmental preference poll in the Mathematics Department indicates the 
appointment of Bernard Friedman as Chairman; Lincoln will suggest that he 
consider the runner-up, Murray Protter, for the vice chairmanship. 

We also agreed that no decision about the deanship of the College of Letters 
and Science will be made until the Spring of 1961. 
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I then walked downstairs to the basement of Dwinelle Hall (B-33) for an 
interview for the ASUC radio program 11 Golden Bear Review 11

• In the course of 
the 12-minute interview, we actually touched on quite a number of subjects, 
including the Master Plan for Higher Education, the need for science courses 
for non-science majors, the need for humanities courses for engineering and 
science majors, and, briefly, the reorganization of athletics under my 
au.th or ity. 

Beginning at 4 p.m. I presided over a meeting of the Committee on Campus 
Planning in the Chancellor's Conference Room. With Chairman Don Mclaughlin 
absent, Bill Wurster and I composed the entire committee. Guests in 
attendance for the entire meeting included Jim Hart, Bill Fretter, Sandy 
Elberg, Louis Oe!Vonte, Norman Oyer and A. R. Wagner. 

For the first item on the agenda (preliminary plans for the LRL Building 50 
addition), there were several other people present, including Elaridge 
Spencer, Alton Lee, John Webb, Robert West and Alton Wilson. Spencer and Lee, 
principals of the architectural firm Spencer & Lee, presented preliminary 
plans for the Building 50 addition, which will add 50,000 net useful square 
feet of space in a seven-story wing extending from the north end of Building 
50 and a two-story wing extending from there parallel to the existing building 
(which will join with a later addition to the building). We approved the 
plans, suggesting only that the main entrance of the new building might be 
better defined to distinguish it from the service area. 

Bill Wurster then presented the site study for the Biochemistry Building, 
which looked fine to me and, therefore, he will proceed to the preliminary 
planning stage. 

Louis DeMonte reported on the progress of negotiations between the University 
and the Sather Gate Merchants Association regarding parking facilities to 
replace the lot displaced by our plans for a residence hall between Durant 
Avenue and Channing Way at Dana Street. Preliminary agreement has been 
reached that a multi-level parking structure might be built east of the 
residence hall between Durant and Channing. DeMonte also told us that 
representatives of the Merchants Association have responded very 
enthusiastically to the suggestion that the possibility of a landscaped 
pedestrian mall between Bancroft Way and Durant Avenue on Telegraph Avenue be 
explored. 

Under .. Member's Items .. , I mentioned the objections from the Department of 
Botany to the proposed site of the Photosynthesis Laboratory across the road 
from the Botanical Gardens. 

1 also described my meeting with Mrs. Kathie Zahn concerning problems in 
Albany caused by the Gill Tract and particularly concerning her proposal that 
a new street connecting Buchanan Street and Marin Avenue be constructea across 
our Agricultural Experimental Station land. After discussion it was agreed 
that University staff should meet with Albany's City Engineer and other 
officials to determine the nature and extent of the problem and possible 
solutions. 

Bill Wurster informed those present that it is unlikely that we will acquire 
the Ford plant in Richmond because of opposition from the City of Richmond. 
The meeting adjourned at 6:10 p.m. 
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I gathered a number of papers from my desk into my briefcase and headed home. 
Helen told me that she attended a luncheon at University .House, hosted by Kay 
Kerr, this afternoon and then attended the College Tea. After dinner, she 
drove Lynne to her dancing class and I retreated to my study to tackle the 
pile of papers I brought home with me. 

A note from Adrian Kragen summarizes his conversation with Tom Cunningham 
earlier today regarding coaching contracts, which he (Cunningham) believes 
should be executed as soon as possible. He restated the position of the 
Regents• Educational Policy Committee which sets two years as the maximum 
period for a contract for any head coach. Kragen wrote, 

11This is a very important question and one that I feel certain has not 
been thoroughly explained to the Educational Policy Committee of The 
Regents. In the event that Regents want to avoid high pressure 
recruiting, promises to athletes, and all the difficulties which these 
engender, they should also want to avoid undue pressure on new coaches to 
provide immediately a winning team. A contract of less than three years 
appears to put pressure on the coach for quick results, and the pressure 
to use methods to bring about those results. This is aside from whatever 
may be our commitment to Levy, and of general application to any head 
coach. I suggest that it would be worthwhile to sit down with Regent 
Carter and try to explain the reasons for our request for a three-year 
contract policy ... 

I made a note to Adrian, letting him know that I spoke with Ed Carter today 
and that his mind is made up on this issue, 11 I 1 m afraid that we must go ahead ... 

I read a note from Minnesota Senator Hubert Humphrey, remarking on the speech 
he gave on the campus last month, 

..... It was a rare privilege to be able to address the student body. I do 
want to thank you for making this opportunity available to me. I only 
hope my presentation was worthy of the fine traditions of the University 
of Ca 1 iforni a. 11

. 

Among the proposals received in today•s mail were: 1) Louis DeMonte wants to 
set up biweekly appointments with me to discuss various aspects of the campus 
building program (which I asked Marie to do); 2) Garff Wilson wants to 
establish a system by which only students attending University Meetings might 
be excused from class to attend (as compared with the present system of 
suspending classes, which students abuse as free time); and 3) Robert 
Commanday (Director of the University of California Glee Club) wants to 
improve musical programs through the ASUC and by means of a musical recreation 
program in the residence halls (which I would like to discuss further with him 
at a meeting including Alex Sherriffs). 

Friday, March 4, 1960 

I started off my day reading some correspondence and signing some letters in 
my Chancellor•s Office. With the University Meeting this morning and the 
arrival of my PSAC Panel members throughout the afternoon, this will probably 
be my only opportunity today to accomplish things at my desk. 

I read a nice note from John Francis Neylan responding to the letter inviting 
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him to the EOL Memorial Committee meeting in Los Angeles on March 16th. He 
doubts that he will be able to attend, due to the fact that he has been put on 
a restricted schedule of activities {by his doctor, I assume), but mentions 
that he has recently 11 become embroiled in a fairly warm controversy in this 
end of our county and it has acted as a tonic... Neylan suggests that I come 
by for lunch since he wants to talk with me about 11 a hundred different things 11

• 

I signed a letter to Clark Kerr, forwarding the most recent report from the 
Committee on the Marine Biological Laboratory concerning the Bodega Head 
site. In the letter I address two questions raised in connection with the 
marine laboratory: 1) the difficulty of getting state money for land purchase 
(to which I replied that I think it is appropriate to use endowment funds for 
this purchase and then apply for funds for construction of facilities); and 2) 
the possibility of siting the Laboratory at Monterey in connection with the 
Monterey Language School {about which I informed him the Committee has had 
several discussions, plans to visit Monterey, but is initially unenthusiastic). 

I read a note from Garff Wilson outlining changes in the Charter Day program 
proposed by Clark Kerr and tried out at the other campuses last year. {This 
was not tried out at Berkeley due to the special circumstance of my 
inauguration last year.) Under the new system (or rather reverting to what 
was in place prior to 1952) the University Marshal will preside over the 
ceremony and my participation as Chief Campus Officer will be limi~ed to a 
10-minute 11 annual report 11 surveying the progress and developments of the 
Berkeley campus--suits me fine. 

A note from Henry Nash Smith is rather disappointing; he writes, 

11 I have not forgotten that in our conversation a week ago you told me you 
preferred for the Department of English to drop the matter of 
reclassification of nonacademic positions pending long-range changes in 
the administrative structure of the University. But the Advisory 
Committee and I, upon reconsidering our problem, feel it to be urgent and 

· important to the operation of the Department. I am accordingly sending to 
the President the letter of which I enclose a copy for you. I trust you 
will recognize the gravity of this problem from our point of view ... 

I thought that Smith and I had worked out a compromise on this issue and that 
he had some sympathy for our need to completely overhaul our personnel 
classification system. Apparently, he does have sympathy- but not patience~ 

John Whinnery called me to let me know that he feels we should discuss the 
reorganization of Mechanical Engineering, which is not working very well. He 
likes the pattern of organization which Electrical Engineering has, at which I 
said I would look before calling him back to discuss this further. He said 
that this would be difficult to accomplish before the March 18th deadline for 
recommending a chairman. We have three alternatives: 1) appoint Clyne 
Garland as Chairman; 2) appoint Garland as Acting Chairman; and 3) delay any 
appointment for a couple of months. Whinnery prefers the third alternative. 

I then walked over to Harmon Gymnasium to preside over the University Meeting 
there. I opened the meeting by describing the work.done by Owen Chamberlain 
and Emilio Segre, for which they were awarded the Nobel Prize in Physics for 
1959. I introduced each of the members of the Segre group, who were seated on 
the stage- Segre himself, Owen Chamberlain, Clyde Wiegand, Thomas Ypsilantis 
and Herb Steiner. In introducing Segre•s 15-minute talk, I said, 
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"Dr. Segre offered to speak today on the subject of the Wing-T formation, 
but I told him that we had another speaker on that subject, and asked him 
instead to talk about his scientific work and the recent Nobel Ceremonies 
in Stockholm." 

After Segre•s talk, I mentioned.the "World Refugee Year" designated by the 
Secretary General of the United Nations, announced the ASUC World University 
Service Committee•s decision to donate any monies raised for off-campus use 
this year to the United States Committee for Refugees, and introduced Maria 
Mothershead (student Chairman of that Committee) and then Earl Raab 
(representative of the Northern California Chapter of the United States 
Committee for Refugees). Raab, who will speak at noon in Wheeler Hall at 
greater length on this subject, spoke for four or five minutes. 

The rest of the University Meeting was devoted to the subject of athletics. I 
introduced student athlete Tim Brown, who placed fifth in the figure skating 
event at the Winter Olympics last week in Squaw Valley. I then introduced 
Marvin Levy as our new football coach and after he spoke for ten minutes on 
his plans for Bear glory and introduced his assistant coaches (Lou Cullen and 
Bill Walsh), I concluded the meeting by briefly introducing Pete Newell (as 
Intercollegiate Athletics Director effective July 1, 1960), Paul Christopulos 
(as his Assistant Director as of the same date) and Rene Herrerias (as Head 
Basketball Coach). As is the tradition, the meeting concluded with the 
singing of "Hail to California". 

I then hosted a luncheon for Segre and Levy at University House, which Helen 
also attended. 

In the evening I went to Harmon Gym to watch the basketba.ll game between Ca 1 
and Stanford, which the Bears won, 51-42. 

Saturday, March 5, 1960 

I presided over a meeting of my PSAC Panel on Basic Research and Graduate 
Education in the Chancellor•s Conference Room in Dwinelle Hall. The Panel 
members present were George Beadle, Henry Bent, William Fretter, Roger 
Revelle, Frederick Terman, Alan Waterman and John Willard. Also present 
during the discussions upon my invitation were Berkeley faculty members Curt 
Stern (Zoology) and Hunter Dupree (History). 

The meeting began a little after 9 a.m. with a discussion of "Basic Research 
and Graduate Education in the Sciences .. led by our guest Lowell T. Coggeshall 
(Chairman of the Department of Medicine of the University of Chicago). This 
was followed by a discussion of the topic "Research in the Liberal Arts 
College•• led by guests James S. Coles (President of Bowdoin College) and 
Douglas Knight (President of Lawrence College). 

We retired to the Faculty Club for lunch, then resumed our meeting a little 
after 1:30 p.m. with a continuation of a discussion of the morning•s topics, 
followed by a meeting of the Panel members to discuss writing assignments for 
the preparation of the report of our Panel. Robert N. Kreidler will use the 
ideas generated in this discussion as the basis for a draft of our Panel 
report that he wi 11 write. 
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Helen·met me at the Claremont Hotel for dinner with Dr. and Mrs. George M. 
Foster (Chairman of the Department of Anthropology), prior to the ceremony 
dedicating the new.Art-Anthropology Building, Kroeber Hall. The Art 
Department's exhibit at Kroeber Hall, which formally opens tomorrow, includes 
works by such famous artists as Cezanne, Van Gogh and Picasso, and is the 
first major art exhibit ever held on the Berkeley campus. Titled 11 Art from 
Ingres to Pollock: Paintings and Sculpture Since Neoclassicism .. , this exhibit 
f,_eatures artworks borrowed from several of the Unive·rsity's most loyal and 

.{t9~'nerous supporters, including the Hearst and Crocker families. The 
·~~hibition in the Robert H. Lowie Museum of Anthropology is titled 11 Indians of 

Western North American and contains many fascinating artifacts of Californian 
Indian life. I served as Master of Ceremonies for the dedication, beginning 
at 9 p.m., at which Clark Kerr, Alfred Kroeber and Catherine Hearst also spoke. 

Sunday, March 6, 1960 

Although the PSAC Panel meeting resumes at 9 a.m. this morning, having got up 
early this·sunday morning, I had time to glance at the Sunday papers and read 
the very complimentary article "The Atomic Archeologist: Dr. Glenn T. Seaborg
This Nobel Laureate Chemist Digs Elements Out of Nature That Have Never Before 
Been Seen on Earth" by David Perlman published in yesterday's Saturday Review 
(attached). 

Members of my PSAC Panel on Basic Research and Graduate Education met in 
University House from about 9 a.m. to 1 p.m., along with Bob Kreidler, to 
hammer out ideas for inclusion in the draft of the report that our Panel will 
prepare. I requested all Panel members to draw up their own individual set of 
specific recommendations, saying that these recommendations need not be 
limited to issues discussed by the Panel today and covered in the preliminary 
draft, rather it is hoped that the detailing of such recommendations will 
provide a basis for the next draft of the report. I said I would appreciate 
receiving such recommendations no later than Monday, March 23rd, as I plan to 
redraft the report in Berkeley the week following for submission on a 
preliminary basis to the PSAC in April at the meeting. 

I spent the afternoon at home with the family and during the afternoon and 
evening caught up on some reading of papers and correspondence. 

Monday, March 7, 1960 

I spent the morning up on the Hill visiting with my graduate students before 
attending the noon Chemistry staff lunch. (Bill Fretter is hosting an NSF 
meeting in my office this morning.) 

When I arrived at my Chancellor's Office after lunch, I read the Daily Cal (as 
is my habit when I arrive at the campus). This morning's issue included an 
interesting article headlined 11 Greeks ~1ust Promise to End Discrimination ... It 
reports that all fraternities and sororities were required to file 
certificates last week stating whether or not their charters contain clauses 
encouraging discrimination. 

"Of the 48 fraternities on campus 29 sent back signed certificates by the· 
deadline. Six of the 26 sororities returned their certificates. Those 
houses which were unable to sign the form have until September 1, 1964 to 
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OAKLAND TRIBUNE. 

i ~· '• 

_AT CAMP{)S DEDICATION-University. of California officials qathered at dedicaUon of 
rXroeber Hall on the weekend. Included were (from left) Chancellor Glenn~T. Seaborq, AI· 
: fr~d L. Xroeber, Reqent Catherlne Hearst, and President Clark Xerr. The $3,500,000 art 
:and anthropoloqt buUd~q was 1cene ot art ahow. ~ f 1 • 

- . . . . . -·· - ······-. . . 
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HSJ;tifk1Cti@f:l 
Saturday Review of Literature 

March 5, 1960 

THE ATOMIC ARCHEOLOGIST: 

DR. GLENN T. SEABORG 

This Nobel Laureate Chemist Digs Elements Out of Nature 

That Hat·e Never Before -Been Seen on Earth 

-SA!'l Fa.-\..--:CISCO 

A CHE~UST with enormous po
litical skill and profound scien
tific knowledge completed a suc

cessful raid on the military's I!lOSt 
precious raw material not long ago. He 
diverted the stuff from the making of 
bombs to the fwtherance of basic re· 
search in science. 

Plutoniwn, the fissionable kev to our 
atomic and thermonuclear arsenal, is 
the raw material. Prying from nature . 
fleeting fossils of the nuclear world: 
hE-avv elements never before seen on 
E::.rth, ar.::! h::.v!."l~ no present!~: c'Jnceiv
able practi~:tl use, is the purpose of 
the research. Glenn Theodore Seaborg 
is the man with the political skill and 
the 1..-nowledge. · 

Seaborg is a lanl.:y, gregarious Nobel 
prize,vinner. He is a one-time stevedore 
and harvest hand. He is the Chancellor 
of the Universitv of California at Berke· 
le..- and a mem.ber of President Eisen
h~wer's Science Advison· Committee. 

Atomic physicists and. chemists all 
over America are now participating: in 
Seaberg's great diversion. A million dol
lars is going into the first mancu\'er at 
Savannah River, South Carolina, this 
country's H-bomb factory. There scien
tists are cooking do,,n twel\'e kilograms 
of plutonium (enough to fill a pint 
bottle) in an atomic furnace. In 
two or three ) . :-.rs neutrons flying 
around inside the furnace ";U change 
the plutonium into 100 grams of ·curium 
plus l'<JUal amount of americium. Tlacn 
the curium atoms will b<' cooked in an
other A-furnace for sen~ral more \'Cars 
and each year some of the 100 gr;tms 
of curium will turn into a u;m:~ miili
gram of californium. 

Tlw n;uncs arc ohscurc: cmium. 
americium, califomiwn. Out Seahorg 
knows them \n·ll. \\'ith his c:o-worl..crs 
at thl· l!niw·-~itv of C:alifomia's Law
r~nce fl.ulia:;un Laboratory. h<' ht•lped 
clbicn\·t•r tlwm all. TJ. •. ,. art· tr;ua.;urani-
11111 l'lt'ments-ltc:'a\ y ;uhslalll'l'S, uaon.• 

massive than common ur~nium, which 
used to stand at the top of the periodic 
table of elements. They are intensely 
radioactive. They may still exist in na
ture deep inside the hottest exploding 
stars of the universe, but most of them 
vanished from Earth without a trace 
billions of years ago. Their synthetic 
creation during a brilliant continuing 
adventure in nuclear research has add
ed immense new knowledge about the 
finest details of the atom's makeup. 

So far science has provoked nature 
to disgorge just ten transuranium ele
me-nts, !'an~ing from neptunium (with 
an atomic number of 93, only one step 
higher than uranium) to element 102, 
which is ten steps beyond. Seaborg has 
calculated what their properties must 
be, all the way up to element US. Will 
science ever find them? 

A few, yes. But as the elements get 
heavier they become more unstable. 
Like a child's house of cards, they tall 
apart the instant they are put together. 
Alpha particles and neutrons By out of 
tl1em !ike corn from a hot popper. The 
elements degenerate and change in the 
course of the popping. Hard as it is to 
heat the popper ~nough to end up with 
the heaviest elements, it is harder still 
to know when they have popped. 

Incredibl~· rapid chemical analysis is 
required. Planes and helicopters fly fast
decaying s:!mples from atom-smashers 
and A-furnaces to labs. UltrJ.-miniature 
working tools hn..-e been dcsi~ned to 
hamlle microscopicall~, small samples. 
Only indirect identification. through 
COlreful studv of the radiations emitted 
and the dai1ghter elements created· in 
the dt•cay process. car> be made of 
tho~e elf"ments \'Ct to be disco\'Crl'd. 

Elt•ml·nt JO( for t"l.":uuplc. ,, .. 1s dis
con:rt"d h~· :\ll~t·rt CJ.iorso and Scahorg 
and tl•t·ir h::un fiv<' vt:ars a~o. It is 
callt·d mt-n<icll'vinm. It decuys -..,,. spon
lallt·t•us fis~iou aud laas a half-life of 
ll·s.c; tk111 laalf .111 hour. Tl•e h•am 
brou:;l.t it into being by firin;.; alpl:a 

particles-the nuclei of helium-into' a 
target of einsteinium. Einsteinium ( cle
ment number 99) was· itself first seen 
in the fireball of the 1952 H-bomb 
test at Eniwetok, where· it was acci
dentally picked up by ·a radio-~ontrollcd 
drone plane that flew through the 
mushroom cloud. 

As for mendelevium, itself, the dis
covery team found exactly seventeen 
atoms of it in their atom-smasher's tar· 
get: a fabulously minute quantity, in
visible, intangible, unweighable. That 
the atoms were there was proved by 
radiation counters which registered the 
tiny fission bursts from e:tch mendele
vium atom. The e~:ultant discoverers 
wired the counters to the Radiatiun 
Lab's .fire alarm system, so the jangle 
of bells could herald the new discovery 
-and Ullllt-"'~ th ... ""!rn..,•1s firemen. 

Mendelevium, 1,000 times more ra
dioactive than uranium, is the next-to
last of the transuranium elements so far 
discovered. As of now, element 102 is 
the verv last. It was created in 1958 
by firixig into an isotope of curium 
(number 96) some carbon ions.· Again 
Seaborg and Ghiorso headed the dis
covery team. They found forrj atoms at 
a time, and half of those disappeared in 
three seconds. By spitting out alpha 
particles, the mendelevium turned into 
fermiwn, half of which was gone in 
thi:1y minutes. The fe::nium atoms lived 
long enough, ·however, to serve: .. s evi
dence that element 102 had been there. 

·what comes after 102? This is where 
. Seaborg's great diversion of plutonium 

comes· in. The californium that even-· 
tually will be born as plutoniwn's des
cendant is expected to provide the es
sential building block for element 103 
and perhaps others beyond. So all the 
plutonium Glenn Seaborg persuaded 
the military to relinquish in the fir~t 
place will go into the making of new 
and unl.:nown matter: matter to vanish 
in a flash, but in the ,·:mishing to deep
en man's underst:lnding of his nuclear 
environment. 

IN all this, perhaps, is an insight 
into Seabor.; himself, a man of forty
seven who by his. career and his nature 
is surely to wield a n10st important in
Ruence on American education and po
litical development, to say nothin~ of 
science. Sea borg is fascinated. by basic 
knowledg:e, a pure researcher in au 
arcane field. But he al.so can gd thiugs 
done. As an administrator, he has dem
onstrated abilitv to handle a .team of 
anv size-from· a half-dozen scientists 
in· a lab to 100 scientists and teci uai
<:ians in a war-time projl'Ct prod ucin:~ 
plutonium, to 8,000 statf and faculty 
members with enormously disparate in
terests on a univ-:-:::;it\' campus. 

Born in the mini11·~ tuwi1 of hla, 
pcmin~. ~lkhigan, ami reared i:1 !>outi:· 
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Dr. Glenn T. Seaborg 

ern California, Seaborg knew he was 
headed toward science during high 
school, and toward nuclear chemistrv 
by his senior year at the university of 
California at Los Angeles. Like his fam
ily of Swedish machinists, he was al
ways a hard worker. He mowl!d lawns 
and delivered papers in high school. He 
worked as a stevedore and as a labora
tory assistant for a rubber company to 
earn monev for his .6rst vear of col
lege. When" the economic depression hit 
in 19.29, he picked apricots in the San 
Jo:~quin valley, worked as apprentice to 
a linotype operator, and finally settled 
down as a UCLA chemistrv lab as
sistant to pay for the rest of his college 
career. He made Phi Beta Kappa in his 
junior year, graduated in 1934, and 
took his Ph.D. in 193i at Berkeley. 

THREE years later he discovered his 
.6rst transuranium element. It was plu
tonium. the most efficient of the nuclear 
fission fuels because of the number of 
neutrons it released to carrv on a chain 
reaction. Soon he added to the arma
ment collection uranium 233, which can 
be produced from the common element 
thorium. During World War II he 
helped speed plutouium production 
techniques at the ~lanhattan Project's 
"Metallurgical Laboratory" in Chicago. 

After the war Se.li>nrg rehtrned. to 
Berkelev and the Radiation L.thoratorv 
with tl;e title of full professor. There 
were more transuranium elements to 
seck. In 19.51 he shared the l\ohcl Pri7.e 
in chemistrv with his Berkcle\' col-
.lea~ue. Eth~·in ~f. ~it·~!ilbn. In HJ.54 
he became the R;adiation Labnratorv's 
Associate Uirector under the latc Ern~st 
Orlando Lawrence, ami four \·ears l;~tcr 
the Uni\'ersity plucked him. from his 
full-time science work to make !aim 
Chancellor of the Berkelt·y c;ampus. 
Llst yt•ar he capped hh :'\ohel Pri7.c 
with the $.30,000 Emico Fcnni awaru, 
the l'uitctl Stat<>s Guvt·rnmcnt's highcst 
honor in atomic scicnt·c. 

Today Seworg manages, a couple of 
mornings a week, to escape to the Radi
ation Lab from his more vexatious con
sidemtion of educational policy, fra
ternity hazing problems, professorial 
vying for department budgets, and even 
the selection of a football coaching 
staff. · 

In a sense. Seaburg is a modem ver
sion of Renaiss.mce ~fan. He super
vises a group of gradi.tate chemistry 
students worl.;ing for doctor.1tes. He 
maintains an acute awareness of pol
itics, voting independently and display
ing an outlook thoroughly international
ist and lib<>ral. He Hies to Washington 
monthly for meetings of the President's 
Science Ad,;sorv Committee. He served 
for five ~·ears as ·his university's delegate 
to the Pacific Coast Football League. 
He makes :r::::::!--.::: b~· the dozen, stress
ing the need for increased education 
and increased science awareness. 

Each week-end Seaborg carries brief
cases and cardboard cartons filled with 
working papers to the comfortable red
wood home in . the suburban town of 
Lafayette which he and his wife de
signed for themselves and .their six 
children. At home his life and tastes are 
simple. He reads a lot. He golfs when 
he can, breaking ninety occasionally 
with ~onsiderable gusto. He plays base
ball, volle\'ball, and basketball with his 
chilcirer. and a pa-::k of neighborhood 
kids for whom he built a complete 
playground in his yard. His closest 
neighbor is Dr. Isidore Perlman, asso
ciate director of the Lawrence Radia
tion Llboratory and a renowned ex
pert on mdi<ltion measurements. Perl
man and Seaborg are fast friends and 
popular figures to the Lafayette small 
fry since they jointly installed a swim
ming pool on Perlman's property that's 
open to all comers. 

Faculty members say Seaborg is a 
superb leader, an ;ldroit reconciler of 
divergent personalities, and a man with 
an amllvtical mind that functions calm
ly rega~dless of any excitement around 
him. He is likable, .and well-liked. 

Physicall~·. Seaburg gives an impres
sion of rugged strength with his solid 
build towerin~ six feet three inches tall. 
In his office l;e seems mostly legs; they 
extend far in frunt of him as he rela:"es, 
hands in pockets. in an armchair to ·talk 
to visitors. His beetling eyebrows are 
reminiscent of John L. Lewis, but his 
slender, t;umed face has •no trace of 
pu!!nacity. Ht· smiles warmly. his voice 
ii deep, and his speech thoughtful. 

As a scientist, Seaborg is dceply con
l'CTJil'd on·r .-\ml.'rican education todav; 
hut it is nor a new conC'ern: he h;s 
nevcr bcl'!n a J.:L·Sputnik crier for 
crash programs. • · 

"If it is true that everv m:tn in :1 

dcmocr<~cy m·cd not uc au ·originator of 

policy but must be a good judge of it," 
he says, "then our citizens must be \\'ell 
enough acquainted with the generar 
principles of science to be good_.jmlgcs 
of policy based upon it, or at least be 
able to reject spurious policies founded 

, on pseudo-science or nonscience." • 

. SciENCE education must sta-rt early, 
he believes, and offer far more at hi:;;her 
levels to non-specialists. Science illitet;;.
cy today is untenable. But all educa
tion must be intensified as well. Sne
cialists are· often too little exposed• to 
humanistic culture in today's world 
of science, he feels. Far more support 
b needed for humanities faculties. 

.. Our university has many sources of 
funds to offer scientists relief from all 
teaching responsibilities so they can 
spend a perio~ ~" uninterrupu::-J cre
ation," he points o1::1t, adding,· "\Ve 
should be able to afford the same op
portunity for crea.tion and research t 
scholars in the arts, the humanities,· and 
the social sciences. · . 

·we ·must- extend our efforts. to 
rescue lost talent among women and 
among minority groups. We must do 
more research in the development of. 
new educational techniques, not orJy 
to get. more information into· people, 
but to sharpen each individual's critical 
sense." · 
· ~eaborg is convillced his owri pro
fession will be playing a larger and 
larger role in public affairs. He. points 
to the great fallout debate-iQconclu
sive as it has been up to now.,..and to 

. the fact that both major political par
ties are seeking advice from scientists 
in drafting their 1960 platforms. 

SciENTISTS don't necessarily h~ve 
to make the. final political decisions," he 
says with a smile, "but at that it might 
be easier to let a capable scientist learn 
political reality than to teach a pol
itician science. And I'm. not sure it 
wouldn't be wise to have a few scien
tists in Congress. They might help, 
these_ days." · · 

Above all, as Seaborg reflects on the 
world around him, he thinks of the 
continuum that operates in ~ilnc and 
the unity that cuts across speciafized 
intellects to unite all intelligence. 

"There is beauty in discovery.'· he 
said in a speech not long ago. "There 
is mathematics in music, a kinship of 
science and poetry in the description of 
notture, and e,.xquisite form in a· mole
cule. Attempts to plac£! different dis
ciplines in diffl'rent c;m1ps arc rt'\'taled 
as artificial in the f.1cc of the unit\· of 
knowledge. All litera!t.' men· are ·sus
tained by thc philosopher, the histor
-iotn, the political analyst. the economist. 
the scientist, the poet, the .<trtist, anJ 
the musici;m." 



alter their policy or drop affiliation with the national chapter. If 
neither action is taken, the University will cease to recognize them as 
organized groups." 

The article describes the process by which, beginning in late 1958, the 
Chancellor's Committee on Discrimination, the Fraternity Affairs Advisory 
Board and the deans of students of all campuses worked together with 
representatives of various fraternities and sororities to develop this policy, 
which was also presented to and approved by the Regents. It also includes a 
history of similar actions taken by other colleges and universities across the 
country, starting with Amherst College's adoption of a similar policy almost 
15 years ago, in 1946. 

I signed a number of memoranda: to Stan McCaffrey, approving his proposal that 
Lee Mclean serve as Campaign Manager of the Lawrence Hall of Science financial 
campaign; to all deans, chairmen of departments, directors and administrative 
officers, amending my statement of January 25, 1960 on Extension Courses to 
make it more accurate; and, to all University speakers, urging them to explain 
the merits of the Master Plan for Higher Education at every opportunity. I 
also signed a letter, drafted by Bill Fretter, to Bernard Friedman (Chairman 
of the Mathematics Department) which will be cosigned by Lincoln Constance, 
urging the Department to continue its program for training high school math 
teachers, 

"The University of California, and in particular the Berkeley campus of 
the University, has the definite responsibility to participate in the 
program of education and training of teachers for the educational system 
of the State at all levels, elementary through college and university. 
The academic departments have not always been willing to assume this 
responsibility, particularly for the education of teachers at the 
secondary level, and the University has been severely criticized 
throughout the State for not providing its share of high school teachers. 
Many faculty members tend to criticize the high schools for the quality of 
their product, and, at the same time, take little interest in improving 
the quality of teaching or of teachers in the high schools ••• The problems 
involved are obvious, in a university heavily oriented to graduate 
instruction and research. We must make every effort to solve these 
problems, for education of our youth is a continuing process, each step 
building on those that have gone before, and unless our educational 
process is based on sound high school programs, with well educated and 
competent teachers, our college and graduate programs will not prosper." 

We are hoping that this statement will stop the move by some members of the 
Mathematics Department to abolish their training program for teachers, which 
we praise. in the letter as a "pioneering effort" which might serve as an 
example to other departments. 

At 2:30 p.m. Frank Beach paid me a courtesy visit with some of the people 
attending the NSF meeting here today. 

Then at 3 p.m. I met with Lee Mclean, who impressed o~ me the need for a 
program for the Lawrence Memorial of national significance and that it should 
be spelled out carefully with the exact designation of how much money is 
needed and how it is to be used. I said that we will have to go after some 
eastern money and that this will be hard to achieve. He said that my support 
of this point of view is very important. 
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At 3:45 p.m. Louis DeMonte and I got together in my office to discuss some of 
the Committee on Campus Planning business. Among other things, we talked 
about the protests from residents of University Village about the proposed 
rents for the new married student housing units which will be built. Perhaps 
we will need to conduct a study of married student housing needs on this 
campus, which includes not only the number of additional units needed, but 
also the type of units and level of accommodations. We also talked about 11 the 
Kathie Zahn problem11 and agreed that DeMonte should probably work directly 
with the City Engineer to try to find some compromise solution. 

Jim Conant called at about 4:30 p.m. to review the Charter Day ceremony plans: 
the format for the Jefferson Lectures and some of the social engagements 
planned for his visit (dinner with Helen and me on the 22nd, reception at the 
Harts• home on the 29th, etc.). He asked me to arrange for him to use the 
library and will send a list of books for us to get ready for him. He also 
asked that we set up a 11 CUbby hole 11 for his use at the Library. I also 
promised to arrange for cards for the Faculty Club for him and his wife and 
for use of a University car during his stay. He and Mrs. Conant will be 
staying at Stephen Pepper's home in Berkeley during their visit. 

At 5:30 p.m. I hosted a cocktail reception at University House for the 24 
people visiting from the National Science Foundation, which was followed by an 
early dinner there at 6 p.m. 

Helen told me that she attended a parents• meeting at Acalanes High School, 
where Pete will enroll as a 9th grader next Fall. 

Tuesday, March 8, 1960 

Luckily, I had no appointments this morning, which provided an excellent 
opportunity to catch up on my reading, a never-ending job. An article in the 
Daily Cal describes the plans to march on Sacramento to demonstrate in favor 
of the abolition of capital punishment in California. It reports that 384 
faculty members have now signed the petition in favor of abolition of capital 
punishment. 

I signed a letter to Forrest Tregea and Louis DeMonte, asking for a review of 
the plans for new married stud~nt apartments 11 to ascertain if any economies, 
consistent with the need of the married students for lo~ cost housing and the 
construction of units that will last, can be effected ... 

Milt Chernin drafted a letter from me, which I signed, .to Kathie Zahn of the 
Albany City Council, informing her that I have asked Louis DeMonte to make an 
analysis of the problem she described and to propose possible solutions in 
cooperation with the City Engineer of Albany. The letter concludes (in a 
manner which I hope might appease Mrs. Zahn a little bit), 

11 Please be assured that all of us at the University earnestly desire to be 
good friends of the City of Albany. We will cooperate to the fullest 
extent of our ability to do so within our University obligations in the 
solution of mutual problems in Albany ... 

I wrote a letter to USSR Deputy Minister of Education M. Prokofiev (which will 
be hand-delivered by Stephen Viederman of the Inter-University Committee on 
Travel Grants, since mail has been going astray, greatly complicating 
communication) to inform him that a delegation from the University of 
California will visit Moscow, Leningrad an'd Kiev in April to attempt to 
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negotiate faculty exchange agreements with those universities. The delegation 
will consist of Vice Chancellor Jim Hart, Gregory Grossman (Professor of 
Economics) and Bob Brode (Professor of Physics). Copies of this letter went 
to a very long list of people who must be kept informed of these matters. 

I signed letters to John Lear (Editor of the Saturday Review) and to David 
Perlman, author of the article recently published there, thanking them for the 
complimentary profile of me. To Perlman, I wrote, 

"But, if it were not for a few matters of fact, like some scientific work, 
I would be hard put to recognize myself." 

By that remark I mean to say that I don•t identify the "larger than life" 
portrait of me with my own sense of self, and not that there were any errors 
of fact in the article he wrote. 

I also wrote Stan McCaffrey to tell him that I approve the draft memorandum 
recommending against the purchase of the Ford plant in Richmond, which will be 
presented to the Regents Finance Committee at the meeting this month. 

Copies of letters wr·itten by David Armor (President of the ASUC) to opponents 
of the Disclaimer Oath of the NDEA, were received in my office. These letters 
quote the resolution passed by the ASUC Executive Committee at their meeting 
on March 1st, 

11 Executive Committee opposes the disclaimer affidavit provisions of the 
National Defense Education Act Loan Program as inconsistent with the 
academic freedom of the University ... 

Letters conveying the resolution to those who are already working to repeal 
this part of the Act went to Senator Jacob Javits of New York, Senator Joseph 
Clark of Pennsylvania, Senator Kenneth Keating of New York and Senator John F. 
Kennedy of Massachusetts. Letters urging the recipients to take such a stand 
went to Senators Clair Engle and Thomas Kuchel of California and local 
Congressmen George P. Miller and Jeffrey Cohelan. Armor also sent letters out 
to a number of student body presidents urging them to take action, also. He 
s~mmarizes his three reasons for taking.this stand, 

"1. While NOEA does make funds available to needy students, it also 
discriminates against them by singling them out for special 
distrust. Other recipients of Federal Funds, e.g. Farmers, are not 
required to sign such an oath. ---

2. In an attempt to legislate loyalty this measure tries to force 
inquiring minds into a preconceived mold. A basic tenet of Civil 
Liberties is thus unduly compromised. 

3. Most important, given a world which is in a constant state of flux 
and given a society which is pragmatically geared to progress and 
change, loyalty oaths of any kind tend to foster an unquestioning 
acceptance of the status quo. This is the antithesis of democracy ... 

Armor concludes his letter dramatically, 

"Many of our basic principles are being rapidly eroded and compromised by 
an overly pronounced cynicism and concern for material well-being. We can 
no longer wait for others to show us the way." 
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Since we in the University administration have decided not to take a public 
stand on this issue (on which I, personally, am in philosophical agreement 
with Armor, but feel that I do not want to remove access to loans for the 
really needy), I do not object to the decision by Armor and the Executive 
Committee to take this action. However, I do sometimes wish that they would 
consult with me about some of these political actions, even though I don•t 
expect them very often to take my advice. 

A letter from Cliff Dochterman (President•s Office) raises once again the 
question of allowing the City of Berkeley to use the Greek Theatre for a 
United Nations Day celebration in October. Dochterman summarizes Mayor Claude 
Hutchison•s reasons for feeling that the University should support 
civic-minded events such as this, which I think are sensible. I referred the 
memo to Jim Hart, Bi 11 Fretter and Milt Chernin for comments. 

A letter from Benjamin Draper of the "Science in Action" TV series proposes 
recording my lecture "Fuels for the Future" sometime in August. He uses an 
expression with which I am not familiar, "video taping"; I a.ssume this is 
similar to a kinescope recording but nevertheless made a note to ask Dan 
Wilkes. · 

At noon I presided over a meeting of my Cabinet. Everyone but Jim Hart was 
present. We went rapidly through a lot of routine business, including working 
out many of the details for Charter Day observances. Of interest was the 
information that UCLA plans to televise their Charter. Day ceremonies; we 
decided to look into whether we might do the same. 

We also discussed the new bi-annual summary reports to the Regents Committees 
on Finance, Educational Policy, Grounds and Buildings, and Agriculture, which 
President Kerr has initiated, and agreed to circulate these among the staff. 

I presided over a meeting regarding fundraising plans for the Lawrence Hall of 
Science, beginning at 2:30p.m., to which we invited Stan McCaffrey, Harvey 
White, Bill Fretter, Lionel Viales, Oon Cooksey, Joe Mixer, Lee Mclean and Dan 
Wilkes (who could only attend for the latter part of the meeting). We made 
preliminary plans to make a presentation to the Regents Special Committee on 
March 16th. 

At 4:30 p.m. Bob Karplus and I got together to talk about the role of the 
Physics Department in cooperating with the School of Education in the training 
of prospective teachers in physics subject matter. Bob has been working on an 
elementary school physics curriculum. · 

At 5:45 p.m. I walked over to the Durant Hotel to attend a meeting of the Big 
C Society to discuss our recent reorganization of intercollegiate athletics. 
A cocktail reception was followed by dinner, after which I was the first to 
speak, doing my best to defend our decision with regard to administration and 
our choices of Pete Newell as the new Director of Athletics and Marvin Levy as 
the new football coach. 

As soon as I had finished my remarks and answered a few questions, I excused 
myself and drove to Lafayette to attend (a little late) a meeting of the 
fathers• committee of Pete•s Boy Scout troop at the home of James Moore on 
Happy Valley Road. Helen took Pete to his dancing class at Veteran•s Hall 
this evening. I understand that she attended a Y Advisory Board this morning. 
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Wednesday, March 9, 1960 

I went directly to the Radiation Laboratory to attend a meeting of the 
Associate Directors. While there, I read a memo from Art Campbell to members 
of the CHEM Study Steering Committee announcing plans for the April 3rd 
meeting in Claremont and the acceptances of George Pimentel as Assistant 
Director in charge of writing and experimental design and of Lloyd Malm as 
Assistant Director in charge of relations with high schools and high school 
teachers testing program. 

I arrived at my Dwinelle Office about a half an hour before the noon CAAC 
meeting and immediately buckled down to reading and signing the huge stack of 
letters that had been prepared by various staff for my signature I signed all 
of the letters as drafted without sending them back for any changes. 

In Jim Hart•s folder were letters to California Senators Clair Engle and 
Thomas Kuchel, inviting them to participate in our "Political Issues 1960" 
series; and to Texas Senator Lyndon Johnson and California Governor Edmund 
Brown, expressing our continuing interest in. having them participate- if their 
schedules happen to change to allow this. 

I also signed letters to Rector A. D. Alexandrov (Leningrad State University), 
Rector Ivan T. Shvets {University of Kiev) and Rector Ivan G. Petrovski 
(University of Moscow), informing them of our University delegation•s plans to 
visit the Soviet Union to discuss increasing faculty exchange programs between 
our University and theirs. 

From Adrian Kragen I received drafts of letters to Clark Kerr on two subjects: 
1) the parking construction and fee schedule proposals (to which I propose no 
changes; and 2) the appointment of Rene Herrerias as Head Basketball Coach 
{requesting that the Regents Educational Policy Committee consider this at 
their March meeting). 

Louis DeMonte and Bill Fretter worked together to provide me with a draft of a 
letter to Kerr regarding the changes in the plans and specifications for 
Chemistry Unit #1 which will ~ffect a minimum saving of $500,000 without 
destroying the program of the College of Chemistry. 

The CAAC meeting began in the Conference Room promptly at 12:15 p.m. Present 
were members H. D. Bruyn, W. A. Brownell, M. Chernin, D. Coney, L. Constance, 
J. P. Dantori, L. A. DeMonte, W. B. Fretter, C. C. Gilliam, E. T. Grether, A. 
Hutson, M. W. Morgan, N. M. Mundell, M. Moonitz, K. S. Pitzer, W. L. Prosser, 
K. A. Ryerson, W. F. Shepard, A. C. Sherriffs, C. E. Smith, F. E. Tregea, H. 
J. Vaux, J. R. Whinnery, D. M. Wilkes, W. W. Wurster and me; also attending 
were departmental chairmen H. D. Eberhart (Civil Engineering), M. B. Emeneau 
{Classics), and C. L. Nordly (Physical Education). I opened the meeting by 
giving my Chancellor•s report, which included many items, all of which have 
already been covered in my journal of the last several days. 

Then Alex Sherriffs presented the student affairs report. He describea the 
implementation of the Regents• policy with respect to discrimination, which 
requires student organizations to submit a certificate saying that they are 
free to choose members without res§ect to race, religion or national origin. 
Grether asked how he should respon to a letter he has received offering funds 
to aid Jewish students. The University has in the past accepted restricted 
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funds for scholarships and loans and some CAAC members felt that Grether 
should go ahead and inform eligible students of the available money. Alex 
said that statewide administration is considering seriously the question of 
whether the University should continue to accept such funds and promised that 
he will report back on this matter at a future meeting. 

He also reported that the graduate students have voted against having any kind 
of campus-wide graduate student association. 

Of special concern was Alex•s report that several faculty members have been 
much concerned over the matter of cheating; there are some signs that it is 
becoming more and more widespread. A student group is polling the faculty on 
this subject, with the help of the Survey Research Center. Alex has already 
polled his own class and a preliminary study of the results indicate that a 
majority of the students do cheat, and often. I wonder what this says about 
our times. 

Charles Smith asked Alex for a report.on SLATE. Alex commented that Dave 
Armor has been excellent to work with and that such conflicts as there have 
been have arisen out of differences of opinion as to the role of the 
University with respect to the social and political issues of the day. He and 
Bill Shepard feel that SLATE, now being "in" rather than "out", has become 
more respectable and in fact, even cautious. 

I then reported on public relations, emphasizing efforts to make new faculty 
feel at home and to give special attention to faculty newly promoted to tenure 
rank. To further underline this point, I read from the concluding section of 
the report of the Public Relations Committee, · 

"The Committee has concluded that in many instances the inadequacy of 
Campus public relations reflects a failure on the part of department 
heads, higher administrative officers, and the faculty at large to 
recognize the importance to the well-being of the University of relations 
with students and public. Non-academic attitudes are often a direct 
reflection of faculty attitudes. Faculty orientation in public relations 
problems of the Berkeley Campus is thus one of the most difficult and 
important parts of the problem. Strong and sustained efforts should be 
initiated to deal with it." 

Following are specific suggestions made by CAAC members regarding improving 
public relations on the Berkeley campus: 

A system should be developed for providing a guide service (which would 
also be available during off hours- Saturdays and Sundays), for tours of 
the campus. 

Some way should be found to indicate the names of buildings. 

The Campanile should be made more of a focal point for the campus. 

Orientation programs sponsored by alumni for new students should include 
more detailed information on advising in Letters & Science. 

Alumni should be brought into closer contact with University academic 
activities. 
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Nonacademic employees should be encouraged to be more carefu 1 in their· 
relations with students. 

Care should be taken by everyone to refer students to the proper sources 
of accurate information. 

A 11 Letter from the Chancellor•s Desk .. could be a useful means of 
communicating with alumni and community leaders. 

A faculty newsletter for Berkeley may be necessary to supplement the 
statewide University Bulletin. 

Will Dennes kept his 2:45 p.m. appointment with me to discuss the Subject A 
problem. He also briefed me about Clark Kerr•s talk with George Stewart and 
how he plans to present at the April Regents Meeting the point of view that no 
rights were taken away from faculty by the Regents• statement on the Subject A 
examination. He suggested that Aaron Gordon talk to the Committee on Academic 
Freedom along these lines. There is some feeling that at the April 5th 
meeting of the Representative Assembly there may be a resolution asking the 
Regents to back down, but Dennes hopes that this might be postponed until 
after the Regents Meeting. He isn•t sure whether he, as Vice Chairman of the 
Representative Assembly,, should promulgate this point of view. I said that 
he should feel free to do so, since he has the University•s welfare at heart. 

The Academic Advisory Committee met at 3:15 p.m. I presided and members L. 
Constance, W. R. Dennes, S. Elberg, W. B. Fretter, L. M. Grossman, S. S. Hoos, 
G. Mackinney, J. W. MacSwain and A. C. Sherriffs attended. Also present, 
representing Earl Parker, was W. D. Gwinn. 

The first item on the agenda was a discussion of the recent request from 
School of Criminology faculty that a tenured faculty member be appointed to 
replace Austin MacCormick in addition to the proposed temporary replacement 
for Orlando Wilson as dean. Such an appointment would, of course, prejudice 
to some extent the work of the proposed reorganization. In view of the area 
of overlap between the questions of the appointment of a new dean and of the 
proposed curriculum reorganization, it was agreed that the Committee on 
Committees be asked to recommend a panel of names suitable for a single 
committee to advise on matters concerning the Sc~ool of Criminology including 
the appointment of a new dean and the reorganization of the instructional 
program in the School. · 

I then introduced the second agenda item concerning the Department of 
Psychology, by posing two questions, the fitness of Nevitt Sanford for the 
directorship of the Institute of Human Development, and, in the event of a 
negative recommendation on this point (which was indeed the case), whether any 
review of organized research units relative to Psychology should be enlarged 
to embrace the question of departmental orientation and offerings. 

Alex Sherriffs (who is a member of that department and, therefore, has a 
particular interest in this area) outlined the factors which, in his view, 
have created the present unsatisfactory situation in the department. To some 
extent the factional split between experimental and social psychologists is 
inherent in the nature of the development of the discipline. In this sense it 
is reflected nationwide. However, the conflict is exacerbated at Berkeley by 
the emergence of a strong clinical group and by the conservatism of older 
faculty members. He believes that as long as there is a possibility of actual 
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divorce, the disharmony will continue, but that a firm decision by the 
administration that the department continue as a single unit will possibly 
lead to some spirit of cooperation. 

After further discussion of these views and of the related problem of space 
for clinics, etc., it was agreed that 1) a special study committee, consisting 
of past chairmen of the Budget Committee, be appointed to report to the AAC 
via the Committee on Educational Policy regarding a) the orientation and 
offerings of the Department of Psychology and any reorganization that appears 
necessary, b) the proposed clinical facilities in Psychology, c) the function 
and status of organized research units relative to the Department of 
Psychology and any reorganization that appears necessary, d) the appropriate 
administrative status and locus of the proposed unit in Human Learning; and 2) 
that Lincoln Constance be appointed to the special study committee to act as 
liaison between it and the AAC. The meeting adjourned at 5 p.m. 

Helen told me that she attended a Chemistry Department tea today at the 
Casons• home. 

In my study this evening I read a number of papers I had brought home from the 
Chancellor's Office with me. Harold Brown wrote to expand on hjs reasons for 
proposing a series of lectures on Plowshare at University Extension. His 
reasons are mostly based on the need for the public to be openly .informed 
about technological developments, which I accept; however, I think that all 
efforts must be made to protect the delicate test ban negotiations. 

Hugh Dryden (Home Secretary of the National Academy of Sciences) sent me a 
copy of a letter as a means of informing me that Isidor Rabi has been selected 
to receive the 1960 Barnard Medal, as my committee recommended. 

Ralph Bunche regretted our invitation to speak at the Model United Nations 
session and at a University Meeting on the same day. 

Jim Hart wrote me a note to let me know that the Art and Anthropology exhibits 
have drawn big crowds (1,700 on Sunday and 1,000 on Monday) "showing that the 
campus had a large latent desire for such displays." 

Earl Parker (Chairman of the Budget Committee) wrote to inform me that the 
Committee has reviewed the proposal from Melvin Calvin for the establishment 
of a "Biodynamics Laboratory", which they wish to encourage. He lists two 
items for my consideration: 

"(l) Other eminent faculty members are also concerned with "biodynamics" 
and the use of that term in the title of Calvin's laboratory could be 
detrimental to the interests of these men. Examples of persons who might 
be affected are Stanier in BACTERIOLOGY, Mazia in ZOOLOGY, Arnon in PLANT 
NUTRITION, and Stanley in VIROLOGY. Perhaps comments should be solicited 
from these professors before the name "Biodynamics Laboratory" is approved 
for use by Calvin. 

(2) The establishment of a University laboratory implies a long-range 
financial commitment for budgetary support by the University. This should 
be carefully studied before approval is granted. Most of Calvin's funds 
seem to be provided through the Lawrence Radiation Laboratory." 
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A long memo from Bud Hastings (in his role as Chairman of the Student Office 
Building Subcommittee of the Buildings and Campus Development Committee) 
summarizes the problems associated with the inflation of costs for building 
the Student Office Building and makes the suggestion that perhaps the new 
Department of Intercollegiate Athletics might be located elsewhere, which 
would eliminate the need for their 7,670 square feet and bring the project in 
closer to today•s costs. An accompanying memo from Adrian Kragen explores 
this problem further. I made a note on Adrian•s memo: 

"This presents a real problem, with no obvious solution. We can•t ask for 
state support for obvious reasons [since the state does not traditionally 
support intercollegiate athletics]. You, AS [Alex Sherriffs], FK [Frank 
Kidner] and I better discuss this." 

Will Dennes called me at home at about 9:30p.m. to say that he has talked 
with Aaron Gordon and, I gather, George Stewart, who have agreed to wait until 
after the April Regents to see how Kerr handles the Subject A matter. Dennes 
feels that this might be the end of it. 

Thursday, March 10, 1960 

When I arrived in my office this morning, I signed a letter, drafted by Bill 
Fretter following the decision at yesterday•s meeting of the AAC, to Nevitt 
Sanford, regarding the directorship of the Institute of Human Development. 
The letter goes into some detail on the differences between Sanford•s view of 
that position and the role of an institute in the University ana ours. It 
concludes, 

"In your letter, on page 10, you specifically reject such a role. 
Certainly I have no objection to, and indeed I encourage, faculty members 
initiating projects in which they become deeply involved. The implication 
in your letter is , however, that you could not do this and at the same 
time manage the Institute in the interests of the faculty. This and other 
comments you have made on the administrative arrangements lead me to 
believe that you could not accept my view of the directorship. 

Thus I must inform you that you are no longer being considered as a 
candidate for the position •••. I hope you understand that this is no 
reflection upon you as a scholar and a teacher, and I do hold you in high 
regard. It is simply that we are not in accord in interpretation of the 
functions of a Director of an Institute." 

I sincerely hope that this will be the end of this particular debate, which 
has consumed so much discussion time of late. 

I also wrote a letter to Clifford Dochterman expressing my feeling that an 
exception might be made to our policy against use of University facilities by 
outside groups in the case of the United Nations Day celebration in October 
for which M~yor Claude Hutchison of Berkeley has requested the Greek Theatre. 
I suggest that it might be a good idea to have this event co-sponsored by a 
student group in order to avoid the danger of appearing to set a precedent by 
this exception. 

From 11 a.m. until noon I held my Student Office Hour, to which a 
larger-than-usual number of students came. Thomas Drewsk, a very large (6 1 8") 
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football player who is on the Student Affairs Committee, told me about his 
suggestion that it should be possible to choose to take courses in American 
History in lieu of taking the examination in American History and 
Institutions. He discussed with me the work on evaluation of teaching, that 
is, to have students evaluate the communication skills of instructors, for 

.which he wants my support. ~said that this is mainly a faculty matter. He 
also talked about his plan for voluntary ROTC and his feelings about the 
quality of education here--the teaching is no good; the classes are too large; 
and the instructors are not interested in their ~tudents. He said his classes 
at San Jose State were much better. 

Helen Frankcos and Mrs. Marcia McCracken, two students from the German 
Department, wanted to know if there is anything they could do with regard to 
the visit of Konrad Adenauer, Chancellor of the Federal Republic of Germany, 
to our campus. I explained that his schedule is already very full and that I 
doubt that there is anything that they could do, but, if something turns up, I 
will contact them. 

Thomas Tillin, a Jewish student, complained about an article on "Lenske", 
"Personality of the Month" in the March issue of the Pelican. This article 
has derogatory references to people of his faith. I told him that I couldn•t 
agree more as to the bad taste and I suggested that he talk with the editor; 
as I don•t feel that I should do so as this would subject the Administration 
to a charge of censorship. · 

Jay Crawford (President of the Honors Student Society) told me that they need 
a couch and some chairs badly for their Club Room (Building T-6, Room 124) and 
hate to spend the few funds they have available for this purpose. He askea if 
we could furnish them with the necessary furniture, which I said I would try 
to do. 

Bevc (I didn•t get his last name) came in to talk with me about the 
possibility of arranging for some Yugoslavian educators to give talks here. I 
suggested that he talk with Donald Coney (Chairman of the Committee on Drama 
Lectures and Music) or Armin Rappaport (Chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Lectures) about this. 

Robert Jarvis asked for suggestions on problems to discuss at the meetings of 
the Order of the Golden Bear and I suggested the problem of developing 
criteria to choose students when more qualified students apply for admission 
to Berkeley than we can accommodate. I promised to think about other subjects 
for their discussions and, if I get any inspiration, contact him. He said he 
will drop in periodically for suggestions, which I encouraged. 

I attended a social luncheon at the Faculty Club with Donald Shively, 
Professor Okawa, Mr. and Mrs. Karve, Tom Blaisdell and Jim Hart. 

I held my regular weekly meeting with Lincoln Constance at 2 p.m. Lincoln 
expressed some qualms about the implications of his serving on the Special 
Subcommittee on the Department of Psychology, as suggested at the AAC meeting 
yesterday, since he will be in the· position of implementing the 
recommendations of the subcommittee in his role as Dean of Letters and 
Science. I asked him to discuss his reservations with 8~11 Fretter. 

We also talked about the "conditions" which Mark Scharer has set for his 
acceptance of the chairmanship of the Department of English; Constance will go 
to the Budget Committee with a request that Schorer•s appointment be made for 
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11 months and we will also initiate a study of the administrative loads in 
various departments in L&S. 

He informed me that Denzel Carr (Near Eastern Languages) and Travis Bogard 
(Dramatic Art) will serve as "acting chairmen" for their departments for the 
next academic year, and that I. L. Chaikoff will be Acting Co-Chairman of 
Anatomy-Physiology. 

We held a meeting for prominent alumni at University House at 4 p.m. Clark 
Kerr, Mort Smith, Cart Majors and I each spoke briefly. The topic of 
discussion was athletics and we basically covered the same ground as we did at 
the Big C meeting on Tuesday evening. 

Helen took Pete to see Dr. Redmond this morning and then attended a meeting of 
the neighborhood book club, which they call the "Aggravated Gropers•• at Evelyn 
Watson•s house at the end of Monticello Road. 

Friday, March 11, 1960 

In my office this morning I signed a number of letters. Among them was a memo 
to Clark Kerr recommending the following people for Regents• Professorships: 
Brooks Atkinson (retiring drama critic of the New York Times) for the 
Departments of English and Dramatic Art, John McCloy (retir1ng Chairman of the 
Board of the Chase Manhattan Bank) for the School of Business Administration 
or the Department of Political Science, J. Cameron Thomson (recently retired 
as Chairman of the Board of Northwest Bancorporation) for the Department of 
Economics or the School of Business Administration and Francis Williams (who 
served as Editor of the London Daily Herald and British Controller of 
Newspapers and Censorship during World War II) for the Department of 
Journalism or the Department of Political Science. 

This morning•s San Francisco Chronicle contains a column by Bill Leiser 
athletic policies of the University, .which pleased me by its accuracy. 
dropped a note to Leiser noting that his reflection of my views in this 
was very accurate. 

on the 
I 
area 

At 11 a.m. I met with Stanley Eichelbaum, a feature writer for the San 
Francisco Examiner. I gave him much the same story (no de~emphasis-on 
athletics, etc.) as I gave at the alumni meetings this week. He said that he 
is also going to get statements from Bud Hastings and Greg Engelhara; I 
suggested that he talk with Frank Kidner and Pete Newell, instead. 

At 1 p.m. I met with the Committee on Committees to review with them the 
progress of appointments for the 1960-61 academic year. 

Back in my office, I read a draft of a letter to Clark Kerr, which had been 
prepared for my signature by Roger Stanier after he learned that the State 
Division of Beaches and Parks wants to acquire for use as a camping ground the 
site at Bodega Head which we are considering for our Marine Biological 
Laboratory. The Sonoma County Planning Commission has scheduled a hearing on 
this matter for next Thursday and so the letter to Kerr requests that we send 
Richard Hartsook and Roger Stanier to the meeting to represent the 
University•s interest in this land informally. 

~arch 1960- Page 21 



Saturday, March 12, 1960 

I spent the day around the house, playing with the kids, catching up on 
reading and preparing for my departure to Washington, D.C. tomorrow morning. 

At 2:30 p.m. I called Clark Kerr at his home in El Cerrito to discuss a number 
of matters. I described the Thursday afternoon meeting of alumni at 
University House and our plans for future meetings with alumni to discuss 
athletic matters. I said that he will, of course, be invited to attend these 
meetings, but we agreed that we need not clear the dates with him in advance 
of scheduling them. I told him about the concern among our alumni that we do 
not have anything similar to the Jordan and Dykstra athletic scholarships 
which Stanford and UCLA have, and we agreed that we should have. 

I also outlined the problem we have with quarters for the new Department of 
Intercollegiate Athletics. He asked if room could be found in Harmon Gym by 
moving something else out. He seems to think that part of the funding for 
Harmon came out of non-state funds and suggested that this be explored with 
great discretion. He also mentioned the possibility of building quarters 
under the Memorial Stadium stands. 

He agreed that I might include an announcement of the Cultural Center in my 
Charter Day address and reiterated the need to get requests for use of 
McEnerney and Morrisson funds to a Regents Meeting soon. 

I told him of my talk with Ed Teller yesterday in which I assured him of my 
backing for the Livermore School of Applied Science, now that I have assurance 
that the students there would meet our entrance regulations, faculty, our 
appointment criteria, and that all their activities will go through the 
appropriate Academic Senate Committee (such as Educational Policy, etc.) 
Clark told me that he spoke with Ed earlier and that they have agreed that the 
Livermore "satellite" should be part of the Berkeley campus. He also told me 
that the proposal for a von Neuman Institute at UCLA appears to be dead. 

Sunday, March 13, 1960- Washington, D.C. 

A University car and driver picked me up at home at 6:45 a.m. and took. me to 
the San Francisco Airport, where I boarded TWA Flight #64 departing at 8:15 
a.m. and arriving in Washington at 3:55 p.m. 

I took a taxi to the Hotel Statler Hilton, where I checked in and rested for a 
short while before going downstairs at 6 p.m. to meet Watson Davis, Director 
of Science Service, for dinner, as arranged. I described to him our plans for 
the Lawrence Hall of Science and told him of our plans to have a national and 
international program for it. Davis suggested that it might tie in with his 
national program on elementary school science materials ("Things of Science"). 

We also discussed the idea of summer scholarships for high school students 
exhibiting the national winning projects from the Science Fair, etc. He 
suggested that Harvey White, Don Cooksey and Lionel Viales visit the National 
Science Fair finals at Indianapolis on May 12- 14, 1960 and said that he 
(Davis) could visit Berkeley following that program on his way to Japan (where 
he is going to confer on their expansion of the Science Fair program). 
Unfortunately, dinner was a bit rushed as I was due at the Executive Office 
Building at 7 p.m. for a special meeting of PSAC, but all I could do was 
excuse myself. 
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The meeting was intended to be used for discussion of an administrative 
problem that has developed with PSAC, but instead became a discussion of arms 
limitation issues. We talked extensively about the purpose and usefulness of 
monitoring systems in arms control negotiations. A proposal to see the 
President as a group and urge him to agree to a comprehensive nuclear test 
ban, which received good but not unanimous support, did result in agreement 
that we need to prepare a briefing paper which would describe the limitations 
of monitoring systems and the need to depend on other systems as well to 
maintain national security. 

Monday, March 14, 1960- Washington, D.C. 

This morning's PSAC meeting continued in Room 220 of the Executive Office 
Building with an executive session reviewing the various activities of the 
office. Mervin Kelly (physicist Chairman of the Board of Bell Labs) joined 
the Committee around 11 a.m. and participated in the discussion of the 
proposal for a new central science agency, which would be responsible for 
planning and coordinating interagency science projects. We bogged down at the 
point of trying to define the way in which PSAC would interrelate with such an 
agency. Some thought NSF should play this coordinating role. 

The afternoon was devoted to a discussion of Kelly's proposal for a Panel on 
Scientific Manpower Utilization, which would investigate waste of technical 
personnel by industries working under government contract. Kelly feels very 
strongly that it is not his job, but that of the Congress, to investigate 
misuse of scientific personnel by industry. saying that that was a 
congressional function, not his. 

I spent the night again at the Statler Hilton Hotel. 

Tuesday, March 15, 1960- Washington, D.C.- Philadelphia 

Back in the Executive Office Building this morning, our PSAC agenda consisted 
of an interesting discussion of new technical developments affecting national 
policy and reports from Ed Purcell on the Space Science Panel and Manny Piore 
on the Air Defense Panel. 

I left the meeting before lunch in order to get to the Union Station in good 
time for my 2 p.m. train to Philadelphia. The train arrived at the 
Philadelphia 30th Street Station at a little after 4 p.m. I then took a cab 
to the Bellevue-Stratford Hotel at Broad and Walnut Streets, where a 
reservation had been made for me, and checked in. After freshening up and 
changing into my dinner jacket, I went to the University of Pennsylvania 
Museum at 33rd and Spruce Streets, where I enjoyed a social hour before the 
6:30 p.m. dinner. 

My lecture, .. Synthesis of Chemical Elements .. , was presented jointly by the 
Philadelphia Section of the American Chemical Society and the University of 
Pennsylvania as th~ 1960 Edgar Fahs Smith Memorial Lecture at 8:30 p.m. in the 
University Museum Auditorium. I described the work done to date on the 
transuranium elements and made some predictions about the properties of 
elements above 102 (yet to be discovered) and our hope to participate in those 
discoveries. 
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When I returned to my hotel, I called Helen, who told me that everything is 
going well at home. 

Wednesday, March 16, 1960- Philadelphia- Carlisle, Pennsylvania 

After checking out of the Bellevue-Stratford Hotel and having some breakfast, 
I waited in the lobby for Carl Adams of the Dickinson College Department of 
Chemistry, who drove me to Carlisle, where Dickinson College is located. When 
we arrived there, it was beginning to snow very heavily. I checked into the 
Mo~ly Pitcher Hotel and then, together with Carl Adams, went to the College to 
attend a luncheon given by the science faculty in my honor. 

By the time lunch was finished, it was clear that the snowstorm was becoming 
quite ferocious. After a brief rest and freshen-up at my hotel, I returned in 
the heavy snow to the Dickinson campus to attend a social hour in the Sharp 
Library Room hosted by the Department of Chemistry to give me another chance 
to meet faculty ~nd students. We went from there to the Allison Methodist 
Church for a dinner, which was attended by Dickinson faculty and wives and 
members of the Southeastern Pennsylvania Section of the ACS. 

Following dinner, we returned to Bosler Hall for the ceremony at which I was 
awarded the Priestley Medal. Despite the snowstorm, there was quite a large 
crowd in the Hall. (I would guess more than 500 people were present.) Alden 
H. Emery (ACS) introduced me with very kind words, after which I spoke on "The 
New Chemical Elements", covering much the same material as last night, 
illustrated by lantern slides, but putting a bit more emphasis on the 
potential for international scientific collaboration in this area of research. 

I was then presented the Dickinson College Award in Memory of Joseph 
Priestley, which is in the form of a Wedgwood porcelain oval plaque (about 4" 
x 2") showing Priestley in profile, ~nder which there is a brass.plate 
inscribed with the name of the award, followed by "Awarded to Glenn Theodore 
Seaborg for Distinguished Contribution to the Welfare of Mankind through 
Nuclear Chemistry 1960"- all of which is mounted on a red cloth background and 
enclosed in box frame. I was interested to note on the reverse of the plaque 
that this was struck from the original model made by Josiah Wedgwood in 1779 
of his friend Joseph Priestley. I posed for a great many newspaper 
photographers and answered questions also from television newsmen. I was 
intrigued to learn that one of Dickinson's students, Miss Ingoglia, is a 
descendant of Priestley and made a point of having a picture taken of the two 
of us. 

The visit was a very pleasant, but very exhausting occasion. I was relieved 
to sink into my bed at my hotel at the end of the evening. 

Thursday, March 17, 1960- Carlisle, Pennsylvania- New York 

A driver from Dickinson College picked me up at the Hotel very early this 
morning and drove me through the snow to Harrisburg (about 20 minutes away), 
where I caught the 7:40 a.m. train to New York, which arrived at Penn Station 
at ll :40 a.m. 
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I had lunch at Cafe Francais at Rockefeller Center with John Baxter of the 
University of Florida, who is hosting the Chemistry series for 11Continental 
Classroom ... 

After lunch I checked into the Statler-Hilton Hotel on 7th Avenue at 33rd 
Street and spent a while going over my notes and slides for my recording at 
NBC this evening. I then went to the RCA Building, where I went to the NBC 
recording studios to view my 11 Continental Classroom 11 lesson from the Physics 
series (which I did with Harvey White last year) and, beginning at 4 p.m., 
rehearse my program for the 11Continental Classroom 11 series, 11 The Actinide 
Elements .. , which will be aired on May 11th. The actual recording of the 
lesson with Baxter began at 6:30p.m. and went rather well, I thought. 

Alfred .Strelsin (President of the Cenco Corporation) and Mr. Reed came to the 
studio to watch me record the lesson (in which I used their Cenco Periodic 
Table for illustration) and then took me to dinner at the Pen and Pencil 
Restaurant. I made some suggestions for small modifications of their periodic 
table and touched upon the subject of the Calvin Laboratory and its need for 
financing but Strelsin didn't follow the lead. I told him that Melvin Calvin 
is coming to New York next month to record a show for .. Continental Classroom .. 
and he suggested that they get together for dinner. Hopefully, Melvin can 
sell him on supporting his building project. Strelsin struck me as a very 
intelligent, well-informed man with wide connections with people in 
government, industry and the world of arts •. 

I spent the night at the Statler-Hilton. 

Friday, March 18, 1960- New York and Home 

Most of today's activities in New York are devoted to trying to get some money 
for Calvin's Laboratory. I met with Alfred Loomis and Rowan Gaither at the 
Mayfair House to discuss the progress of the plans for the Lawrence Hall of 
Science and our fundraising effort. I also described the Calvin Laboratory 
and its funding needs to them. 

At 10:30 a.m. I arrived by appointment at the Morgan Guaranty Trust Company 
for a meeting with William McRitchie, Robert Murtagh and Thomas Chamberlain 
(trustees of the Willis Booth Foundation). I described Clark Kerr's contact 
with Booth and Booth's expressed interest in doing something for the 
University of California at Berkeley. I described the Calvin Lab project and 
the need for $650,000. I said that the Lab could be named after Willis 
Booth. They were sympathetic but said that the income of $500,000 a year is 
already committed for about three years.· They expressed interest in 
supporting some UCB project in about three or four years and suggested that I 
.keep in touch with them, making my next contact in about a year. 

I then went to the Madison Hotel, where I lunched with W. F. Leonard 
(Corporate Relations Service Manager of Olin-Mathieson) and Windy Gale (owner 
of the Monarch Motor Company and a UCB alumnus). I described the Calvin Lab 
project and the need for $650,000. Leonard made three suggestions: 1) the 
Olin-Mathieson Company has an educational aid program; however, it grants 
mostly small gifts (a few thousand dollars), so the Calvin project would be 
too big and we might want to apply for support of some smaller program; 2) 
John Olin (son of the founder of the company) is a chemical engineer who 
sometimes gives personal contributions; I might make an appointment with him 
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·THURSDAY, MARCH 17, 1960 : . ' 
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HIGHER OUTPUT 
''By that time," Dr. Sea-U.C.- Seeks . borg, said, "we hope to have ' 

·. a ,high flux neutron reactor. 

· Heaviest·· 
: The curium, much more than 
; we have been able to produce , 
' before, ·will be subjected to ; 

·Elements 
Long-Range Plan 
Coordinated With 
International Effort 

BERKELEY, March 17 -
The start of a long-range pro- ; 
gram designed to produce . 
research quantities of the r 
heaviest known elements has f 
been revealed by Chancellor I 
Glenn T. Sea borg of the Uni~ 1·, 
versity of California. . ' 

Dr. Seaborg, a Nobel Lau
reate in chemistry, proposed 
that the project be expanded 
into an international effort by 
many nations, including Rus· 
sia. 

Dr. Seaborg discussed the 
· program in Carlisle, Pa., last 

night upon receipt of Dickin· , 
son College's Priestley Me· .. 
moria! Award for "contribu- · · 
tions to the welfare of man- . 

· kind through nuclear chemis
. try." · 

INITIAL VENTURE 
Starting material of the 

long-range program described I 
by Seaborg is plutonium, ele-1 
ment 94, w h i c h was co- 1 

discovered by the U.C. chan· ' 
cellor. ·· ·· · 

The plutonium will be con· 
I verted by transmutation into 
heavier elements .. 

Some 12 kilograms (about a 
pint) of the element has been 
placed in a reactor at the 
Savannah River, S.C., facility 
of the Atomic Energy Com- . 

· mission and is now being : 

I 
bombarded . by ·neutrons:·· ! 

In: two or three 'years, this j 
. material will yield about 
! three ounces of curium and /: 
! other'· :heavy elements. ii 

an extremely high concentra-
1 tion of neutrons. 

"At the end of two or three 
more years we will be able 
to extract about one milli· 
gram of Californium," he ~ 
added. "Meanwhile, we can \ 
start new batches of pluton
ium through the cycle and 
have continuous production of 
heavy elements." 

A milligram of Californium, . 
far more than has ever been ; 
produced, will be worth mil- , 
lions of dollars. 

Part of it would be used in 
the U.C. Lawrence Radiation 
Laboratory by Dr. Albert 
Ghiorso in an attempt . to 
create element 103, now un
discovered, and perhaps even 
heavier elements. 

Dr. Seaborg urged that ex
pansion of 'the program be 
undertaken through the 
United Nations International 
Atomic Energy Agency in 
Vienna. 



through Gale when I next visit New York; and 3) the Olin· Foundation, which 
received a bequest of $55 million from the senior Olin•s will with a proviso 
that the son have nothing to do with it (John Olin resents this so I should be 
careful not to mention this foundation to him when we meet). The head of the 
Foundation is Charles Horn of Minneapolis, with whom Gale will help me set up 
an appointment. Leonard also suggested contacting U.S. Steel Foundation and 
Fred Foy (Koppers Company in Pittsburgh). 

My flight home from New York departed Idylewild at 3:30 p.m. and arrived in 
San Francisco at 6:40p.m., where I was met by a University driver (who 
carried a pile of papers from my Chancellor•s Office) and driven home to 
Lafayette. 

Beginning at 9:30 p.m. I watched on TV Channel 2 the basketball game between 
the California Bears and the Cincinatti Bearcats being played at the Cow 
Palace. The Bears had come from behind to defeat the Bearcats, 77-69. 
Cincinatti•s Oscar Robertson made only four field goals due to the tight 
guarding by Tandy Gillis and Dave Stafford. 

Helen told me that Lynne was attending a performance of "Rigoletto" and Steve 
was at his Cub Scout pack meeting at the Lafayette Town Hall. The other kids 
entertained me with stories of their doings during the past week and Helen 
brought me up to date on her activities, which were mostly the usual round of 
ferrying the kids to doctors and dentists appointments and their various 
extracurricular activities. Yesterday morning she attended a meeting of the 
Foreign Student Committee at Sylvia McLaughlin•s house. 

Saturday, March 19, 1960 

The Seaberg boys, Mardie Cason and I went to the Cow Palace to watch the 
finals of the NCAA championship basketball game. Ohio State defeated the 
Bears, 75-55. Ohio State put on a very strong defense which prevented the 
Bears from attempting any easy shots. Several times Cal rallied, but each 
time the Buckeyes rapidly gained control. Cal•s defense caused Ohio to commit 
15 ball control errori, but Ohio emerged the winner. I think the lateness of 
last night•s game may have been a disadvantage to our team. The Ohio boys had 
a chance to be well-rested. 

Catching up on correspondence from the Chancellor•s Office, I noted that a 
telegram was sent to Adlai Stevenson in my name inviting him to speak at a 
University Meeting, hopefully coinciding with the time of the Model United 
Nations Congress on our campus in April. 

A very interesting memorandum from Ed Teller summarizes his impressions of the 
responses of a large number of faculty members with whom he has spoken to the 
proposal for academic stud~es at the Livermore Laboratory. 

A memorandum from Clark Kerr to Vern Knudsen and me requests a report by May 
15th on the details of actions needed to complete the-transfer of 
administrative control of intercollegiate athletics to each campus 
administration by July 1st. He provides the following instructions: 

"Prior approval of this report by the Associated students on each campus 
should be secured, but the latter should clearly understand that any 
commitments made by administrative officers on the respective campuses 
would be subject to approval of The Regents. In order to make this clear, 
your report should be in the form of recommendations ... 
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I read a very nice note from David Perlman of the Chronicle, responding to my 
comments on his Saturday Review profile on me, 

11 0n Madison avenue they would say that over the years you have projected 
an image successfully. In your own modesty you may feel the image is all 
wet, and that you didn't mean to project it in the first place. But I 
meant every word I wrote in the Saturday Review piece---and strongly, too • 

.. There are two people I really feel privileged to know as Citizens 1st 
Class; you and Arthur Kornberg at Stanford ... 

Sunday, March 20, 1960 

I continued reading Chancellor's Office materials in my study today. The 
volume of routine correspondence and memos is really amazing. After a week's 
absence I have a lot of reading to do, most of which, unfortunately, is 
routine and not very interesting. I was glad to finish the pile and get a 
chance to read my scientific journals, etc.- I'll confess I often find them 
more interesting and challenging. 

Monday, March 21, 1960 

Today is an extremely busy day, due to the visit of Chancellor Adenauer to our 
campus and the Charter Day ceremonies, so I had to forego my usual Monday 
morning at the Radiation Laboratory. 

As soon as I arrived in my Chancellor's Office, I dictated a letter to Mrs. 
Josephine Spindt expressing Helen's and my sadness at learning of the death of 
her husband, Herman Spindt (UC Director of Admissions). Herman was a graduate 
of the UC Class of 1916, who returned to the campus in 1938 after serving as 
superintendent of the Kern County High School and Junior College. He had been 
ill for two weeks, but none of us guessed how serious it was. 

A note from Clark Kerr alerted me to the possibility of demonstrations at 
today's Charter Day ceremonies by students (and presumably non-students, as is 
always the case) objecting to the presence of Chancellor Adenauer, as was the 
case at UCLA last Friday. There was a lot of discussion with the Berkeley and 
campus police departments about ways to minimize the impact of these 
demonstrations and to avoid any action which might escalate into violent 
confrontation, which would be extremely damaging to international relations 
and would only play into the hands of the demonstrators. 

An article and editorial in today's Daily Cal gives further such concern--it 
is almost an invitation to demonstrate. The editorial says: 

11 Konrad Adenauer, Chancellor of the Federal Republic of Germany, will be 
on campus today to participate in Charter Day ceremonies. 

It has come to our attention that he may encounter some student 
demonstration in the form of pickets against his speaking here and against 
his receipt of an honorary degree at Los Angeles. · 
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While we have great respect for Chancellor Adenauer as a person and firm 
belief in his individual dedication to democratic principles we feel there 
is much validity in the opposition to the society and government he 
represents which is implied by the demonstrations--unfortunate as such 
manifestations may be at this time. 

Three main areas stand out in the aspects of West German society which 
many American observers find disturbing and reprehensible. 

The first, which has been emphasized by the recent anti-Semetic [sic] 
outbursts is the persistent strain of Naziism which permeates German 
society. 

The retention of many Nazis in government positions of authority and 
trust, the reconstruction of Nazi-dominated businesses (a phenomenon for 
which certain American businessmen share the blame), the lack of proper 
instruction of youth in the crimes of the Nazi era and the responsibility 
Germany bears for them and similar problems are the ones receiving the 
most attention today. 

A second frightening phenomenon has arisen recently with the revelation 
that Germany has been secretly negotiating with Spain for military bases 
in that country. 

In the light of past history that is a development which can only be 
viewed with the gravest doubts. 

Closely connected is the fear of many people, that Germany's political 
aims do not end with the reunification of the present territories of East 
and West Germany. 

There has been ample evidence that many Germans--perhaps even Adenauer 
himself--have high hopes for the 'adjustment• of the borders of a united 
Germany. This means nothing more or less than the wanton seizure-- be it 
forceful or diplomatic--of territory which belongs rightfully to others 
and the abrogation of agreements which the allies considered settled when 
they 'won• the war. 

Whatever the rights and wrongs of these situations, the fact remains that 
there is considerable cause for dissatisfaction with the present state of 
affairs--internal and external--of the Federal German Republic. 

It is unfortunate that the welcome of a guest to this campus may be 
marred. It is important, however, that students understand the causes and 
motivations behind such demonstrations and the deep concern which 
underlies them." 

·Together with C. Grant Loomis, I rode down to the San Francisco Airport in a 
University car to personally greet Konrad Adenauer and ~scort him back to the 
campus. 

We took him with us to the Charter Day luncheon at University House. 

After the luncheon I donned my academic robe and hood, which had been brought 
to University House earlier by my staff, and joined the academic procession. 
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T~e Charter Day ceremonies began at 2 p.m. in the Greek Theatre. The four 
~ :$,p€!akers on the program were Adenauer, James B. Conant, Clark Kerr and me. 
:,;~,~~nauer, who began his speech in English and then switched to German with the 
~ii~ of an interpreter, spoke very forcefully on the hopes for reunification of 
:-t~rmany and nuclear disarmament. Conant, whose speech was titled "State and 

Education••, talked about the role of government in improving education. Kerr 
stressed the importance of passing the Master Plan for Higher Education; he 
said, 

"Higher education in California cannot continue to operate effectively 
without a Master Plan. Faced with rising costs; limited r~sources and 
soaring demands, we simply cannot risk leaving the future development of 
our system of higher education to the doubtful logic of competing 
political and geographical pressures." 

My Charter Day address was titled "A Time of Transition". I described the 
period of the past year, since I was inaugurated as Chancellor, as, "one of 
transition for us. We have harvested the fruit of the dreaming, the planning, 
the hard work and the giving of many people." and went on to describe some of 
the accomplishments of the past year in scholarship, improved physical plant, 
and athletic areas. 

The ceremonies were broadcast live for the first time; the program broadcast 
will also be repeated several times later this week. We were extremely 
pleased that there was no disturbance by demonstrators at the ceremony. 

Leaving my office early, I drove home to Lafayette to change into formal 
clothes and pick Helen up. 

We drove to San Francisco to the Sheraton-Palace Hotel to attend an Alumni 
Association reception for Regents and ''honored guests" in the second floor 
French Parlor at 6:15 p.m. The highlight of the Charter Day Banquet which 
followed was the presentation of the Alumnus of the Year Award to Rowan 
Gaither. Mortimer Smith (President of the Alumni Association) called on me to 
make some brief remarks, which I did, covering accomplishments during the past 
year similar to my Charter Day address. I opened my remarks by noting one 
major accomplishment of my own during my first year of chancellorship: the 
fact that I am no longer identified as "Clark Kerr" or 11 Clark Seaborg". 

Tuesday, March 22, 1960 

The first part of the day was devoted to catching up on what happened in the 
Chancellor's Office while I was back east. I okayed a telegram to Harry 
Truman, inviting him to participate in the Political Issues speakers series. 

I signed a letter to E. J. Bofferding (Cresap, McCormick & Paget) requesting 
his firm to undertake an accelerated study of the functions of the Registrar's 
Office for the Berkeley campus. (They will be doing a wider study for 
systemwide, but we need early information for our reorganization plans.) 

I also authorized Donald Coney (University Librarian) to carry out his 
recommendation to put the Agriculture libraries under his administrative 
jurisdiction, to be effective by July l, 1960. 
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, cHARTER DAY VISITOR-West Gennan Chancellor Konrad Adenauer (left) speaks 
J briefly to the crowd of greeters upon his arrival at San Francisco International Airport 
! this morning. Standing with the venerable statesman are Mayor George- Christopher 
; of San Francisco (center) and University of Callfomla Chancellor Glenn T. Seaborq. 



There was a rather disturbing note from Frank Beach, resigning his membership 
on the Advisory Committee for the Institute of Human Development. He wrote, 
"The reasons are complex, and I would be quite willing to discuss them with 
you, if you so desire, but the decision is irrevocable." I asked Marie to 
make an appointment with Frank to discuss this as soon as possible. 

I read with interest an outline of the proposed course on physical science for 
non-science majors being developed by the College of Letters & Science. W. D. 
Knight (chairman of the committee assigned to develop this project) wrote, 

"There is little doubt that the primary problem in establishing this type 
of course is in finding instructors who are competent and who furthermore 
are eager to devote the necessary effort. Since enthusiasm for this 
course has not yet infected all of the science departments, I am glad of 
your interest." 

On the whole, I like how the course outline is developing; I only wish that 
there might be a slightly stronger chemistry component. I hope eventually 
that Knight (a physicist), a chemist and a biologist might get together and 
propose a national project to NSF. 

Eric Bellquist p~ssed on an amusing request from the American-Swedish News 
Exchange for the donation of one of my neckties for an auction at Lund 
University in Sweden to support refugee aid. I will, of course, be happy to 
send them one. 

I received a note from Clark Kerr, giving permission for Richard Hartsook and 
Roger Stanier to attend the Sonoma County Planning Commission meeting and 
instructing that "any statement made at the meeting by these gentlemen should 
be of a non-committal nature." He disclosed that he is also asking Jim Corley 
to apprise the State Department of Beaches and Parks of our renewed interest 
in the Bodega Bay site for our Marine Biological Laboratory. 

Jim Hart briefed me on the meeting of the CCCO in Los Angeles last week, at 
which he served as my representative. The first item on the agenda was a 
discussion of the March 1st letter from State Director of Finance John Carr, 
in which he proposed that existing campuses should be expanded instead of new 
campuses established. The members of the CCCO all agreed that expansion of 
the Riverside, Davis and Santa Barbara campuses to an enrollment of 27,500 
each by 1975 is an impossible goal and that it would be far more costly in the 
end than the development of new campuses in more heavily populated areas. 

Jim said that Kerr emphasized the need for a well-thought out and 
well-documented plan for the future development of the University of 
California, if we are to avoid the development of a second state university 
system like that which has weakened the University·of Michigan in recent 
years. He also mentioned the fact that $3 million has been made available 
(through the deferral of the construction of a library at Los Angeles) for use 
in the development of new campuses. 

Kerr also reported on the legislative activity around the Master Plan for 
Higher Education, a situation which changes almost daily. 

Jim also summarized for me the discussions about the Subject A examination (is 
it or is it not a question of academic freedom?) and about the request for a 
faculty workload study from the State Legislature (how does one design a 
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questionnaire to accurately reflect faculty time in teaching/guiding research 
of graduate students who are not enrolled in a full academic course load?). 

Bill Fretter briefed me on the Regents Committee and Full Board meetings. The 
Special Committee on the EOL Memorial apparently had a very productive 
discussion of the objectives of the project and analysis of funding sources 
and what might be accomplished within the restrictions of available funding. 
They reached the following conclusions: 

1. Agreed to approve Vista del Cerro as the site for the Hall of 
Science. Agreed to refer Committee's approval of Vista del Cerro to 
Regents' Committee on Grounds and Buildings. 

2. Agreed to support $12 million funding of the Hall of Science 
project-- $6 million for planning and construction of the buildings, 
and $6 million to be raised to provide endowment income to cover cost 
of operation. Half of these funds would come from the State, and 
half from private gifts. 

3. Agreed that the staff of the Hall of Science would present to the 
June Regents Meeting a realistic program of objectives for effective 
operation under the approved $6 million- $6 million funding plan, and 
a long-range architectural plan to include provision for expansion. 

4. Agreed that the primary objective of the Hall of Science project be 
education of youth, with less emphasis on large-scale exhibits, to 
conform with the $6 million- $6 million limitation of funds. 

5. Agreed that President Kerr and I approach James Black for the purpose 
of inviting him to accept the national chairmanship of the 
fundraising campaign. 

6. Agreed that the Regents' Finance Committee be requested to advance 
the sums of $10,000 for fundraising campaign and development of 
promotional material, and $20,000 for operating budget. 

The Committee on Finance considered the possible public relations and 
precedent-setting repercussions of the proposed purchase of the Ford Plant in 
Richmond and decided that rather than a) proceed on the sale, or b) take 
action which would prohibit the purchase, they will defer any action on this 
matter until after July 1, 1960, thus, allowing some time for the Ford Co. to 
seek other buyers. 

The Regents approved the site on Vista del Cerro ("fog bluff") for the 
Lawrence Hall of Science. 

They passed a resolution that the President of the University or his 
designated representatives on the Berkeley or Los Angeles campuses (with, of 
course, approval of General Counsel) will be authorized to negotiate and 
execute the following contracts regarding athletics: 

1. Game contracts- all sports (within scheduling policies). 
2. Contracts for use of off-campus facilities (i.e. Coliseum and Sports 

Arena. 
3. Contracts for radio and television of athletic events. 
4. Contracts for transportation of teams, chartered flights and buses. 
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5. Concessions and game programs. 
6. Photography. 
7. Team medical services. 
8. Training tables (teams). 

Bill also told me about an interesting discussion at the meeting of the Full 
Board of Berkeley campus efforts to participate in the improvement of 
elementary school science curriculum, noting in particular the excellent 
contributions already made in this area by Robert Karplus (Physics) and Leo 
Brewer (Chemistry). 

The Chancellor's Cabinet met, as we do every Tuesday, at noon in my conference 
room. Everyone attended. As usual, we covered a lot of territory. 

I voiced my approval of the selection of Robert Blake as Assistant Basketball 
Coach. 

I asked Dan Wilkes to talk with Dick Erickson about recognition of former 
Alumni of the Year at Charter Day banquets and about the suggestion that they 
should receive lifetime memberships in the Alumni Association. We also want 
to explore ways to attract younger alumni and faculty to the annual banquets. 

I informed the Cabinet that I intend to ask John Whinnery to retain the 
deanship of the College of Engineering on a "permanent•• basis, explaining that 
when he accepted the deanship in September 1959, it was agreed between us that 
he would accept the deanship for two or three years and at the end of that 
time, we would either choose someone else or try to persuade him to continue. 
I am choosing the latter course because I believe he is doing a truly 
excellent job in that position. 

We talked about the need to find a suitable position for Greg Engelhard. Most 
jobs here on the Berkeley campus pay less than Greg's current salary; I 
suggested we find the best possible place for him and pay him what he 
currently earns, adding the possibility of additional amounts for projects as 
special consultant to the Chancellor. 

I described some of my contacts in the east in the effort to find money for 
Calvin's lab, remarking that it seems to me that if I had sufficient time for 
soliciting these sort of funds, it would be possible to raise them. However, 
demands on my time are such that I cannot devote enough energy to following 
all of even the most promising leads. We decided that we would like to create 
a Berkeley campus position for raising such gifts and that we would like to 
include support for such a position in the 1961-62 budget. 

The Elliott Bill on nondiscrimination in athletic contests (which prohibits 
the University from playing any team which practices discrimination in 
determining the eligibility of athletes to compete or in whose home state the 
contest would be prohibited because of UC non-white team members) was 
discussed. (We are a little sensitive in this area. Although the University 
has taken a strong stand against discriminatory practices in any arena, we 
still have a contract with Tulane University and feel that we should honor the 
contract.) We decided that Frank Kidner and Greg Engelhard should represent 
us at the hearing in Sacramento. However, when Adrian Kragen excused himself 
from our meeting and placed a call to Jim Corley about this, he learned that 
the resolution has been amended so that the University is commended for its 
policy on discrimination and, therefore, we need not send a representative. 
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Jim Hart and Bill Fretter reported on the meeting of the CCCO and Bill on the 
Regents Meeting (which I have already covered in describing my briefings by 
them this morning). 

Frank Kidner kept a 2:15 p.m. appointment to talk with me about his Indonesia 
Project. 

Al Wagner came in at 2:30 p.m. to talk about ideas for a display for my office 
of the Berkeley campus development plans. We talked about large-scale maps, a 
scale model of the Long Range Development Plan (which is currently residing in 
the second floor lobby of Sproul Hall) and blown-up aerial photographs. 

Paul Kreuger (NSEC) called just before 3 p.m. to let me know that he is 
thinking about moving to the West Coast and to ask if I know of any job 
opportunities (no) and if he can use my name as a reference (yes). 

Bill Fretter and I then walked over to California Hall to attend the meeting 
of the Academic Senate's Educational Policy Committee, for which the proposed 
Institute of Applied Science at Livermore was the main agenda item. I gave 
the arguments in favor of the proposal, stating that although I was formerly 
opposed to it, I have changed my mind after talking with Ed Teller and finding 
that he is willing to conform with the University viewpoint in all areas. I 
emphasized President Kerr's and the Regents• conviction that we will 
desperately need adjunct facilities for the Berkeley campus within the next 10 
or 15 years. 

The Committee was generally against the proposal, ra1s1ng the question of why 
this could not be a new campus or located at Almaden or Davis. Mackinney 
pointed out that they could either 1) treat the report they received directly 
from Teller through Ralph Chaney as an informal report and react by listing 
the advantages and disadvantages of the proposal, or 2) have Teller submit a 
formal report through channels in which case it is treated formally and is 
available publicly along with the report of the Committee. Mackinney wanted 
to know which alternative I prefer; I told him I will call Kerr and get his 
feelings about this. (I did this later in the day; Kerr prefers an informal 
report.) 

Charles Hulten came in by appointment at 4:30 p.m. to talk about the Committee 
on Television. He feels that there should be a change in chairmanship (I got 
the impression that he wants out of the job), saying that this has been a very 
hectic year and that things have not been done in an orthodox~anner. I 
assured him that I don't want a lot of written reports and that I have had the 
impression that he is doing a good job, which seemed to satisfy him. 

Helen and I took Jim Conant and his wife to dinner at the Black Sheep 
Restaurant (on Bancroft Way near Telegraph Avenue) for dinner this evening 
before the Jefferson Lecture, for which Jim is visiting our campus for three 
weeks. It was nice to have a simple dinner for four instead of the usual 
University House formalities. 

He presented the first of the Jefferson Lectures, 11 The Jeffersonian Tradition 
in American Education 11

, at 8:15p.m. in Wheeler Auditorium. I introduced him, 
calling him the person who has done more for American education at all levels 
than any other living American and citing in particular his two most recent, 

. widely-read works The American High School Today and The Child, the Parent and 
the State, both published last year. 
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Wednesday, March 23, 1960 

I went directly to the Radiation Laboratory this morning to attend the 
Associate Directors meeting. 

While there I reviewed and signed a petition to the Patent Compensation Board, 
submitted jointly by John Gofman and me, for compensation (or award) in the 
amount of $150,000 each for inventions concerning Uranium-233, its 
preparation, separation and evaluation of fissionability during the period 
between August 1940 and July 1941. The petition states that prior to our work 
it was not known that a long-lived isotope of uranium of the mass number 233 
existed or could be produced and that it was also not known that such an 
isotope was fissionable with slow neutrons and was hence of potential use for 
production of nuclear energy, making the world 1 S supply of thorium a source of 
nuclear fuel. An attached exhibit describes what was known before we 
undertook this work, the problem I suggested to John Gofman for his graduate 
research, the fact that neither of us was employed for this work and the lack 
of governmental financial support for the work until very late in the 
project. It then goes on to describe the original patent application process, 
as follows: 

11 It was at a considerably later time that we were informed that the entire 
discovery surrounding u233 and its fissionability was considered as a 
patentable discovery and that Governmental agencies were going to prepare 
the necessary applications. By this time the entire Manhattan Project was 
well under way and the cloak of secrecy thoroughly covered such 
discoveries as the u233 preparation and fission properties. From this 
point on the patent department of the Manhattan Project, and later of the 
Atomic Energy Commission, asked us to provide information concerning the 
discoveries on numerous occasions, culminating in the patent applications 
covering our work. We do not believe that the Manhattan Project 
attorneys, or later the Atomic Energy Commission patent attorneys, were 
aware that we (the co-petitioners) had completed substantially the largest 
part of these inventions before the advent of any type of governmental 
support for the work. Thus, when the attorneys in the patent department 
of the Manhattan Project and, later, in the Atomic Energy Commission, 
presented us with papers to sign that would assign the inventions to the 
U.S. Government, they did so, we believe, thinking that these discoveries 
had been made completely under government auspices, which was not the case 
at all. Because of the security regulations, the existence of a war 
state, and our inexperience in such matters, it was difficult to find out 
the propriety of such an assignment ••. 

•.• Naturally we are proud to have been privileged to do work of use to 
the Country in its defense and war effort. Such service without thought 
of compensation is an enjoyable privilege of American citizenship. 
However~ we believe that a quite separate issue is involved here in that 
the u23~ invention is showing every sign of being valuable in many 
commercial ways over and above the defense effort ... 

It will be interesting to see how this case is eventually resolved. 

When I arrived in my Chancellor•s Office, there was already a response to 
yesterday•s telegram to Harry Truman; he says that he would like to visit the 
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Berkeley campus to speak to our University community but he cannot possibly do 
so before the National Democratic Convention. 

At 2 p.m. I met by appointment together with Alex Sherriffs with Robert 
Commanday (Director of the Glee Club) to discuss with him his letter to me of 
March 2nd. Commanday is obviously discouraged by the lack of growth of ASUC 
musical activities programs and particularly by the lack of serious 
consideration given to a proposal for a musical recreation program for the 
residence halls which he submitted last May. We talked about his proposals 
for strengthening the musical offerings available to the general University 
community and I think I succeeded in convincing him to bear with us and wait 
to see how changes in the administration of the ASUC might offer him new 
opportunities to promote his ideas. 

At 2:45 p.m. I received a call from Jim Cobble, who told me that Wisconsin is 
trying to hire Herb Brown and that they may have nominated him for the Nobel 
Prize. He asked if I would be willing to nominate Herman Schlesinger and 
Brown. I asked him to send me supporting material. 

He also asked for suggestions of people to call at Riverside and Santa Barbara 
in connection with potential positions there. I suggested he wait to hear 
from Jim Pitts of Riverside. 

Beginning at 3:15 p.m. I presided over the regular meeting of the Academic 
Advisory Committee. A good part of the meeting was devoted to reports from 
Jim Hart on the CCCO meeting and from Bill Fretter on the Regents Meeting. 

We then discussed the presidential directive on procedures for review of 
organized research units, which was endorsed, in general, with the following 
comments: 

a) The deans of schools and colleges should participate in the review 
process as a regular matter of procedure. 

b) The policy should be framed to discourage the inclusion in proposals 
of research personnel unacceptable to departments. 

c) The role of the Committee on Educational Policy in regard to competing 
requests from different campuses should be clarified. 

The meeting adjourned shortly after 4:30 p.m. 

At 5 p.m. I met with Pete Newell to discuss with him various matters 
associated with his assuming his new duties as Director of Intercollegiate 
Athletics. Among other things, we talked about the problem of where to put 
the offices of his new department. 

When I arrived home, Helen and Lynne were just getting back from Lynne•s 
fashion show, which apparently went off very well. 

Thursday, March 24, 1960 

This morning•s Daily Cal carried an article about the action taken by the ASUC 
Executive Committee at their meeting on Tuesday to reaffirm the existing 
policy of the ASUC, which the article defines as, 
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11 Cal will play any team as long as Negroes are not banned from the Cal 
team and when at •away• games each member of the Cal team will be treated 
equally and provided equal facilities ... 

It goes on to quote the expressed reason for taking this action as, 

.. those players of the institutions practicing discrimination learn and 
benefit by witnessing the way our players of every race work together to 
accomplish common goals, to achieve athletic excellence and to achieve a 
high standard of teamwork and comradeship (sic). 

Further Ex Com feels that our opponents, despite the discriminatory policy 
of their schools, will gain a better understanding and appreciation of 
racial equality ... 

The motion was passed 10-4, Faculty Representative Armin Rappaport being one 
of the dissenters. 

A disturbing letter arrived from Alfred Kroeber, detailing some of the recent 
losses of faculty and failures to compete for new members of the department. 
Kroeber questions whether the 11 elasticity has gone out of our procedures .. 
since he came here in 1901, 

11 Is it true, Mr. Chancellor, that with probably more money than Harvard 
and certainly more than Chicago, we must let them raid and outbid us at 
vital points because we are bound with rules and committee machinery that 
cannot be mobilized in a crisis? That they can focus on quality of 
scholarship and secure it, while we count ~P slots and steps into which 
men are then fitted like cogs? Anthropology has just received a wonderful 
new building from the University. Is it to be staffed with what Chicago 
leaves us and what Harvard discards? Our department is discouraged at how 
we are failing and slipping ... 

I cannot argue that there are not weaknesses in our committee system and 
especially in the time that it takes to accomplish anything. I asked that a 
copy of this letter from one of the University•s most outstanding scholars be 
sent to the Budget Committee and that Lincoln Constance speak with Kroeber 
about the Department•s weaknesses. (George Foster is Chairman of the , 
Department; however, Kroeber is, without a doubt, the 11 Grand Old Man 11 and 
still a leader sensitive to departmental problems.) 

General Counsel Tom Cunningham sent over a memo formally informing me (and 
Bill Young at UCLA) of the regential action regarding athletic contracts which 
may be negotiated and concluded by us and another memo detailing changes in 
the wording of contracts for Head Coaches, which result from the change to 
administration of athletics under the cco•s jurisdiction. 

I ran into Ken Pitzer at lunch at the Faculty Club and talked with him about 
the Faculty Athletic Representative job. He doesn•t seem much interested. I 
told him to think about it some more. 

Lincoln Constance and I held our regular weekly 2 p.m. meeting in my office.· 
We talked briefly about the letter I received this morning from Alfred 
Kroeber. Lincoln feels that Kroeber is upset because he was not consulted 
about our proposed appointment of Del Hymes of Harvard jointly in Anthropology 
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and Linguistics, whereas Harvard did consult him for his op1n1on on Hymes• 
qualifications. He told me that the review committee has written Kroeber for 
his opinion; apparently, the two letters crossed in the mail. 

As usual, we talked about the progress of various recruitment efforts, 
appointments and promotions. We talked about the presidential directive on 
above-scale appointments, which is a bi~ confusing, and I read Constance an 
excerpt from a draft letter to Kerr in which I state that I will inform Kerr 
when such negotiations are to be commenced and include an agreement that no 
commitment will be made prior to Budget Committee review. 

We agreed that Howel Williams (Paleontology) is a good choice for Chairman of 
the Budget Committee. 

At 3 p.m. Sandy Elberg and I got together to go over next year's building 
program in preparation for the meeting with the Statewide Coordinating 
Committee. At the end of the meeting he asked what I think about his 
continuing as Chairman of the Building and Campus Development Committee. I 
encouraged him to stay and he agreed to do so. 

Nevitt Sanford met with me and Bill Fretter in my office at 4 p.m. We 
discussed my recent letter to him informing him that he is no longer being 
considered for the directorship of the Institute for Human Development and 
went into some detail about the apparent (and actual) differences in our 
philosophies for research institutes. Sanford complained that we had not 
communicated any hint to him of this decision, even though, he said, Ed Strong 
had practically offered him the position last November. He expressed the 
opinion that if he had been in another institution and such an offer had been 
made, it would have been quite irregular to have it withdrawn after such a 
long time. 

I tried to explain the delay, referring to Ed Strong's absence on sabbatical 
and the need to confer with the Academic Advisory Committee. I also tried to 
communicate my respect for him as a scholar, doing my best to change his 
feeling that this action was tantamount to a rejection of him as a person. It 
was a rather difficult meeting; I hope that we managed to straighten out 
whatever misunderstandings formerly existed. 

Helen and I attended a dinner hosted by Carl Helmholz for Emilio Segre, who 
gave the Faculty Research Lecture, "From Atoms to Antiprotons", in 155 
Dwinelle Hall at 8 p.m., for which I made the introduction. 

Friday, March 25, 1960 

I began the day by signing a number of letters that had been prepared for my 
signature: to Archibald Mull, Jr. (President of the Law School Association) 
and Dean Bill Prosser, outlining the proc~dures for going forward with plans 
for the Earl Warren Legal Center and expressing my interest in the project; to 
the Right Reverend James A. Pike (Episcopal Bishop of California) inviting him 
to give the Baccalaureate Address at the Commencement Exercises; to Tracy E. 
Strevey, acknowledging receipt of the report of the Western College 
Association Accreditation Committee and noting that the thoroughness and 
thoughtfulness of the report inspire me to circulate it in its entirety to the 
CAAC and AAC; to Missouri Senator Stuart Symington, renewing our invitation to 
speak on campus as part of the Political Issues series at the time of his 
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planned visit to Oakland on May 21st; and, to UC Vice President Elmo Morgan, 
responding to his suggestions of March 4th for reorganization of the structure 
of committees responsible for planning building programs at each individual 
campus and questioning the usefulness of inclusion of certain members on those 
committees. 

I also read a number of incoming letters and memoranda: from Gordon Bixler 
(Managing Editor of the American Chemical Society•s Chemical and Engineering 
News), expressing chagrin that a recent item on research quant1t1es of 
elements 97, 98, and 99 neglected to credit my talk at Dickinson College as 
the base for the item; from Senator Clair Engle, regretting that he cannot 
participate in the Political Issues series (which does not seem to be able to 
get off the ground); from Jim Hart, questioning what is being done about 
purchasing Chaparral Hill (about which he notes he is getting a more 
proprietary interest as a possible site of the proposed humanities institute); 
and, from Adrian Kragen, reporting that so far he and others concerned in the 
matter have had no luck in locating a job for Greg Engelhard either here or at 
other universities and colleges in the area and passing on the suggestion that 
perhaps he might be interested in a pre-college vice principal job. 

At 10 a.m. George Pimentel and I held a press conference in the Chancellor•s 
Conference Room to announce the launching of the CHEM Study project. 

At 11 a.m. Arthur Roe called me regarding the NSF funding for the CHEM Study 
project; he said Alan Waterman is expected to sign the authorization soon. 

I then spoke with Harold Brown, who wanted to discuss the Extension course on 
peaceful uses of nuclear explosives, once again. He said that the course 
wouldn•t be given any special newspaper publicity; it would simply appear in 
the regular Extension notices. He said that he understands perfectly well the 
perils of careless handling of this, but he still thinks it would be better 
for the cause of peacetime use of hydrogen fusion energy to do this- in spite 
of my objections. 

I then held my Student Office Hour, to which only one student came. Claude 
Shultz raised the question once again of whether or not beer might be served 
in the new Student Union. This is an issue that crops up repeatedly and is a 
bit tricky. We would need to be very certain that minors were not served and 
would have to handle the public relations angle of any decision to do this 
with utmost care. 

I took off the rest of the day. Greg Engelhard, Stan Thompson, John Stock and 
I lunched together at the Claremont Country Club and then played a low 
ball-low total game of golf, which Stan and I won, 2 up. Greg shot 84, Stan, 
90, John 80 and I 84 •. 

Saturday, March 26, 1960 

Luckily, I brought home very little work with me this weekend and so was free 
to-spend a lot of time with the kids and get a few things done around the 
house. 

I did spend a little while in my study, reading correspondence from my 
Chancellor•s Office, including: a proposal for fundraising for the athletic 
program from Adrian Kragen, which I approved conditional on President Kerr•s 
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• approval being obtained, too; a letter from Congressman Chester Bowles 
regretting he cannot participate in our Political Issues series; and, a letter 
from Nevitt Sanford, enclosing two proposals for the establishment of 
experimental colleges at Berkeley and the University of Michigan, which is 
rather interesting. 

-

Pete had an appointment with Miss Hamburger, a counselor at Acalanes High 
School, this morning to set up his schedule of classes for next year, when he 
will begin high school there. 

I 

In the late afternoon I attended a cocktail party organized by the University 
of California Alumni Association of Southern Alameda County at the home of 
Marlin Haley in Hayward. Helen begged off--so I went by myself. 

Sunday, March 27, 1960 

A quiet day at home. 

Monday, March 28, 1960 

I went directly to University Hall this morning, where, after being introduced 
by Charles Aikin, I made some welcoming remarks to the 50 or so scholars 
attending the three-day Conference on the French Fifth Republic. 

I then went up to the Rad Lab, as is my custom on Monday mornings, and stayed 
on up there for the meeting of the Chemistry Staff at lunchtime in Perlman•s 
office. 

When I arrived at my Dwinelle Hall office after lunch, I spent a few minutes 
reviewing the correspondence that had arrived in the morning mail or been 
prepared for my information by my staff. 

There was a note from Bill Fretter, describing his meeting last Thursday with 
Alfred Whitford (Lick Observatory). Whitford said that he would like to see a 
closer relationship develop between Berkeley and Lick and brought up the idea 
of having the Observatory under the jurisdiction of the Berkeley Chancellor in 
order to make collaboration easier. There is a need for a strong observing 
astronomer at Berkeley and Whitford suggested several names to Bill for our 
consideration. He suggested the need for a long-range plan for the Department 
of Astronomy, which he feels should be broad-ranging covering such fields as 
theoretical astrophysics and radio-astronomy, and suggested that it include 
both personnel and graduate instruction, stating that the quality and number 
of graduate students in Astronomy is on the increase throughout the country. 

A letter from Jim Ramey (Executive Director of the Congressional Joint 
Committee on Atomic Energy) forwarded a copy of the report on the future of 
AEC laboratories prepared by the AEC at their request and asked for my 
comments by the end of next month. This is quite a bulky document and will 
require careful attention. 

At 2 p.m. I went to the Budget Committee office to discuss with them the 
recommendations on merit increases for over-maximum professors. First, I 
pointed out that in 1957-58 there were only 11 disagreements out of 80 between 
the Budget Committee and the deans. (In fact, this included three cases in 
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which the dean did not recommend an increase and the Budget Committee did•) 
Then, in 1958-59 there were 10 disagreements (turn-downs) out of 42 (nearly 
doubling the percentage). This year the number is 27 out of 94, another 
substantial increase in the number of disagreements between the deans and the 
Committee. I mentioned that it seems to me that the Committee has become 
pretty conservative and that I feel it is worth talking this over with them. 

Earl Parker pointed to the limitations of money available ($334,000 has been 
allocated and they still have to take care of promotions to associate 
professors, etc.). However, he did say that he has talked with Harry Wellman 
and Wellman said not to limit the increases because of money considerations, 
to go ahead with the recommendations nonetheless because we are not in as bad 
shape as we thought we might be with regard to salary savings, etc. I tried 
to re-emphasize this point with the Committee. 

I went on to my second item for discussion: learning from them more clearly 
what their philosophy is regarding recommending increases from Step III of the 
professorship to one-over-maximum. I got the impression from reading their 
comments that the Committee considers this a VERY big step and so I said that 
I question this, that I seriously doubt that it is a big step in regard to 
salary. They agreed with this point of view, but also referred me to the 
March 15th letter (which I hadn•t seen and of which I asked for a copy) to the 
Budget Committee from Wellman, which reviewed the history of this step and 
reiterated that it is indeed a big step. Clearly, there is a difference of 
opinion on this matter between Wellman and me; I will discuss it with him and 
with Kerr. With this as a background, I went over a number of the cases which 
they have reviewed recently, questioning the meaning of some of their comments. 
and asking them to reconsider some of these, which they said they would do by 
next Monday. 

I returned to my office at 2:30 p.m. to meet with Stan McCaffrey and Dan 
Wilkes to discuss public relations in general and the gift and endowment 
situation on the Berkeley campus in particular. We agreed that Berkeley 
should proceed to develop a gifts program as soon as possible. McCaffrey 
suggested that we work with the Alumni Association on this and proposed the 
idea that they might take over responsibility for fundraising and be 
reimbursed by us for this activity. I asserted that we ought to have a 
fundraising effort of our own, apart from alumni activities, suggesting that 
an alumnus would, however, be an excellent candidate for a position 
coordinating this work for us. 

We also talked about Dan Wilkes• workload, which seems, to me, to be too 
great; he may eventually need to be relieved of the statewide Public 
Information duties. 

McCaffrey said that he questions whether centralization of publications is 
really feasible. He thinks campuses want more control over their own 
publications and may not be satisfied by the centralized arrangement, to which 
Dan and I both agreed. It was a very satisfactory meeting. 

At 3:30 p.m. I met with Frank Beach to find out from him why he has resigned 
his position on the Advisory Committee for the Institute of Human 
Development. He said he resigned because he is a member of a three-man (with 
Brewster Smith and Ted Sarbin) committee investigating 11 what is wrong with the 
Psychology Department 11 and he feels that if he serves on the Advisory 
Commi~tee, he will not be considered impartial. I asked him about the 
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proposal to split the Psychology Department (between clinical and experimental 
psychologists). He said that he feels that very few people are in favor of 
such a split. He was very frank about the Department, saying that people 
si~ply don't trust each other ~nd describing some of the conflicts (some o~ 
wh1ch almost reach the proport1ons df feuds). I felt that he was very sol1d 
and fair in his appraisal of things. 

At 4 p.m. I met with Leonid Tichvinsky (Mechanical Engineering), who said he 
wanted to go on record with the following: when Vasily Emelyanov (head of the 
Soviet atomic energy committee) was here at the dinner at University House, 
one of his party, N. A. Dallezhal asked him about the curriculum in Nuclear 
Engineering here and since Tichvinsky couldn't give the information off-hand, 
he said he would send it, which he did through the Soviet Embassy in 
Washington. On Charter Day, two men from the FBI asked Tichvinsky what he had 
sent. Tichvinsky was quite concerned by the FBI questions and wanted to go on 
record that everything he sent was completely public (catalogues, etc.). I 
believe that the FBI had no business to question him on such a matter. 

Bill Fretter, Bob Karplus, James Conant and I got together in my office at 
4:30 p.m. Bob described the work he has been doing on elementary school 
physics curriculum development and we discussed the state of math and science 
education in general. 

Before leaving for the City, I signed a number of memoranda that had been 
prepared for my signature: at Raymond Sontag's request, to John McCloy, 
informing him that he has been nominated for a Regents• professorship (since 
the Regents will not vote until April and we have learned that he has been 
made an attractive offer by the Ford Foundation); to Harry Newburn (President 
of Montana State University) commenting favorably on his report on "Faculty 
Personnel Policies in State Universities" and suggesting a wide distribution 
of this, using perhaps a condensed version in a nationwide journal; to Gilbert 
Malcolm (President of Dickinson College) recommending admission of Peter Hart 
(Jim's son) despite his less-than-impressive prep school record; and, to Clark 
Kerr, outlining the plans to continue our art exhibition program (begun with 
the Kroeber Hall opening) under the coordination of Herwin Schaefer and to 
refurbish the old powerhouse as an art gallery using $12,672 of Berkeley 
campus endowment funds and seeking his approval of the plan. 

Joel Hildebrand and his house guest Harold G. Cassidy (Yale) and Ken Pitzer 
came by at about 6 p.m~ to pick me up to ride with them to the Bohemian Club, 
where Joel hosted a dinner for James Conant beginning at 7 p.m. Other guests 
included Richard M. Powell, Henry Rapoport, Mark Scharer and Bob Sproul. 

Helen went to a dinner for the officers of the Dames Club (an organization for 
wives of students) at University House, which was catered by Corinne 
Washington. 

Tuesday, March 29, 1960 

The Executive Committee of the Miller Institute (I. Michael Lerner, Ken 
Pitzer, Will Dennes and I) met at 9 a.m. at University House to go over a 
number of items pending before the annual meeting of the Advisory Board, which 
began at 10 a.m. I presided over the meeting, for which we were joined by · 
Wallace 0. Fenn and Jerome Hunsaker. We spent the entire morning reviewing 
the many applications for Miller professorships and making decisions on a 
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case-by-case basis on the proposals, including allocations for travel, 
supplies, research assistant salaries, etc. I hosted a luncheon for the group 
at University House after the meeting, which ended at about 12:30 p.m. 

I spent the afternoon in my Dwinelle Hall office, reading and dictating 
correspondence. I was pleased to receive a letter from my old childhood 
friend, Billy Griffith, who wrote, 

11 Back in Home Gardens [our grammar school in South Gate, California] when 
we were planning our future you were to appoint me Chief Justice when you 
became President. Just in case you make it I'll release you from that 
promise if you'll make a small concession toward another bright young lad." 

His letter goes on to describe the hopes of his sister Ruth's boy, Tom, to 
attend Berkeley. Bill has four kids now, two boys and two girls, all in 
elementary school, and says that among other things, he's the local 
scoutmaster, · 

.. I often think of you when I tell these youngsters about scouting back in 
the misty past ... 

I wrote back to say how pleased and surprised I was to hear from him after 
more than 20 years, to let him know that I now have six children (ranging in 
age from five months to 14 years), and to pass on an application for admission 
for his nephew Tom. 

A memo from Stan McCaffrey, who is leaving to work on Richard Nixon's campaign 
team on April 15th, informs me of the appointment of Norris Nash (Vice 
President of Kaiser Companies) as Special Assistant to the President for 
public relations on a temporary assignment from Kaiser until July 1st, and of 
Albert Pickerell (Journalism) as a part-time faculty assistant to handle 
public relations activities in the Office of the Vice President-Executive 
Assistant (Jack Oswald's office). 

I signed letters formally appointing Art Campbell as Director, and George 
Pimentel and Lloyd Malm as Assistant Directors of the CHEM Study project, and 
Lincoln Constance, Curt Stern, Alden Miller, Dwight Waldo and S. S. Hoos 
(Chairman) of a special committee to study the organization of the Department 
of Psychology (as directed by the AAC at the March 9th meeting). 

I called Clark Kerr at about 5 p.m. and asked him about the lunch for Jim 
Black. He wanted to get out of it but I said that I really think we must go 
ahead with a luncheon, even if we make it a simple lunch for the three of us 
at University House. 

I also discussed with him the problem with respect to the Budget Committee's 
interpretation of the increase from Step III to one-over-maximum of the 
professorship. I asked for his interpretation of the philosophy governing 
this promotion; he never came out and said he agrees with me, but pointed out 
that it is important for this to be a big step at other campuses. He gave as 
an example that at the Santa Barbara campus none of their faculty is at 
over-maximum, while 40% of ours are. He kept using the term 11 flexibility 11

, 

emphasizing evaluating these promotions on an individual basis. I told him 
that I don't think this step should be different and said that I shall talk 
with Earl Parker when he returns on Monday. I told Clark that the Budget 
Committee has become a lot more difficult than they were when he was 
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Chancellor and that I have asked the Budget Committee to reconsider a number 
of cases. 

Helen and I attended Jim Conant•s second Jefferson Lecture in 155 Dwinelle 
Hall at 8:15p.m. and then went to the reception in his honor hosted by the 
Harts at their home. -

Wednesday, March 30, 1960 

I went directly to the Radiation Laboratory, where I met with my graduate 
students before attending the 10 a.m. Associate Directors meeting. 

I arrived at my Chancellor•s Office just in time to go into the meeting of the 
CAAC. Guests at the meeting included departmental chairmen E. A. Adelberg 
(Bacteriology), A. C. Helmholz (Physics) and F. J. Whitfield (Slavic 
Languages). I opened the meeting by introducing Austin MacCormick, who has 
just joined the CAAC, and Margaret McConnell (Anna Carol•s successor) and 
Betty Fromm, a new member of the Chancellor•s Office staff. 

I then reported on the CCCO and Regents Meetings (based on what I had learned 
from Hart and Fretter). Among the other items covered on our agenda were a 
draft memo describing procedures for reporting deaths of faculty or employees 
to the Chancellor•s Office. We concluded our meeting by going over the 
four-page "wish list" of Berkeley campus gift needs, which many CAAC members 
feel should be kept strictly confidential at this time. Time did not allow a 
discussion of the Western College Association Accreditation Committee report; 
we will make that a first priority at our next meeting. 

Today•s Daily Cal carried announcement of a new policy adopted by the ASUC 
Editorial Board, the publication of the following statement every day, 

"The Daily Californian gives full support to the University of 
California•s policy on discrimination and, therefore, the classified 
advertising service will not be made available to anyone who, in affording 
housing to students, faculty or staff, discriminates on the basis of race, 
color, religion, national origin or ancestry. 

It is suggested that individuals who feel they have a valid complaint of 
discrimination in the categories listed above refer the matter to the 
Chancellor•s Special Committee on Discrimination through the Office of 
Publications, 101 Eshelman Hall, Campus." 

The accompanying article says that this action arose in part from the belief 
that as a result of the refusal of our Housing Office to carry any listing 
which discriminates on the above grounds, there would be an increase in 
discriminatory advertising in the paper unless this stand was taken. I am 
pleased to see it, particularly the reference to the Chancellor•s Committee 
implying our commitment to this issue. 

The Campus Planning Committee met at 4 p.m. Don Mclaughlin presided and 
together with him, Bill Wurster and I made up the full committee. Also 
attending as guests were Donn Emmons and Don Stover from Wurster, Bernardi & 
Emmons, Thomas Church and Alan Ribera (for presentation of the landscape plan, 
our last item), Jim Hart, Bill Fretter, S~ndy Elberg and A. R. Wagner. 
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Emmons presented the schematic plans for the Biochemistry-Virus Laboratory 
Step I Building (so-called because the group of structures will be built in 
stages). The first two floors of the seven-story building will be used for 
all the teaching facilities; administrative offices will be on the fifth 
floor, central to the top five floors of laboratories. The Committee agreed 
that the floor plans of the building, as well as certain proposed aspects of 
exterior wall detailing, seem well thought-out indeed. Those present 
discussed at considerable length the site planning and aesthetic aspects of 
both the first increment to be built and the subsequent buildings, noting the 
need not only for flexibility in planning the future units but also for the 
finest possible architectural appearance in a location so prominent to the 
public view. 

Another item which took a long time in discussion was the increasing 
difficulty of securing funds for orderly completion of the Berkeley campus 
Land Acquisition Program, so essential to the realization of the Berkeley Long 
Range Development Plan. 

Thomas Church, Supervising Landscape Architect, presented the plans for 
landscaping, particularly the Campanile Way area. The meeting adjourned at 
about 7 p.m. 

Thursday, March 31, 1960 

I started the day with a visit to my dentist in Berkeley, Kent Kohler. It was 
a routine visit. 

When I arrived at my Chancellor•s Office, I quickly disposed of some 
correspondence. I wrote to Clark Kerr, officially requesting permission to 
solicit alumni for contributions to the programs of the Department of 
Intercollegiate Athletics {grants-in-aid, subsistence grants, work aid and 
recruiting expenses). 

In a separate letter to Kerr, I comment on the preliminary report on the 
organization of the Office of Admissions, Office of Relations with Schools and 
the School and College Placement Service, summarizing my specific objections 
with the conclusion, 

11 My main objection to the entire proposal is the creation of additional 
offices which do not appear to be essential to efficient operation. This 
proposal is the opposite of decentralization, and would cause substantial· 
division of authority and responsibility ... 

I also signed a letter appointing G~orge Link as a student member of the 
Intercollegiate Athletic Advisory Board for the rest of this academic year. 

Lincoln Constance and I met at 9:30a.m. instead of at our regular 2 p.m. 
appointment. We talked at some length about the Budget Committee•s and Harry 
Wellman•s understanding of the requirements for advancement to above-scale 
salaries for professors. His position on this seems to fall almost exactly in 
the middle between Wellman•s and my own. I told him about my conversation 
with members of the Committee and my request to them for further review of 
some of the cases they have turned down recently. 
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At 10 a.m. in my conference room I posed for a photograph session together 
with the Berkeley campus• other Nobel Laureates, Wendell Stanley, Emilio 
Segre, Owen Chamberlain, William Giauque, Edwin McMillan and John Northrop. 
When the photographers paused for a moment, we had a little time to 
socialize. Segre, Chamberlain, Giauque and McMillan talked about the possible 
cause of a leak in a vacuum system Emilio is devising for an experiment at the 
Bevatron. Although I was very interested by their discussion, Wendell Stanley 
waylaid me, as he does whenever possible, with his usual complaints about lab 
space, salaries, etc. We then moved outside~ where several more shots were 
taken of the seven of us on the Doe Library steps with the Campanile in the 
background. 

I left my office at about 10:30 a.m. and drove to San Francisco, where I went 
to the offices of David Smith, an investment counselor in the firm of Willis 
and Christy, in the Russ Building on Montgomery Street. Ed Carter had 
suggested that I seek the advice of Smith's firm on the best way to invest the 
$50,000 I received with the Fermi Award. He suggested that they invest the 
money for me in stocks and bonds. 

I then moved my car to Union Square Garage and went to the St. Francis Hotel, 
where I spoke to the San Francisco Bond Club about ''Energy Sources for the 
Future" at their luncheon meeting. 

After my speech, I excused myself and drove to Golden Gate Park to the Academy 
of Sciences, where I spent the afternoon viewing and judging the Bay Area 
Science Fair exhibits. Some of the projects these kids come up with are very 
creative and quite sophisticated. I particularly enjoy getting the chance to 
see the displays and experiments (which are really labors of love) and speak 
with the kids about their ideas. No doubt some of these school kids will one 
day be my graduate students and then colleagues. 

Shortly before 6 p.m. I left the Academy and went to San Francisco State 
College, where President Glenn Dumke hosted a dinner party honoring Frank V. 
de Bellis, who has donated his collection of Etruscan and Greco-Roman artworks 
to San Francisco State. 

When I returned home, rather late, Helen told me about her busy day. She took 
Dianne to the doctor's this morning for a blood count and then helped host a 
Foreign Student Hospitality meeting at Muriel Nordly's home. She and Gertrude 
Chernin had planned to lunch together today, but that didn't work out. 
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L to R: GTS, Owen Chamberlain, Edwin M. McMillan, William Giauque, John Northrop, 
Wendell Stanley, and Emilio Segr~ 
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Friday, April 1, 1960- Berkeley- Claremont, California 

Two pre-med students, Dave Liebeskind and Robert Karsh, came to my Student 
Office Hour at 10 a.m. to ask my advice about whether to transfer to the 
Riverside campus for a year or so in order to get the feel of a small campus. 
I told them I think it's a good idea, warning them, however, to watch their 
units in order to graduate on schedule. We then talked of science and other 
things. 

David Golden is graduating with a major in Zoology and wants to continue on in 
graduate school in Education. His grade point is too low and he asked me what 
he could do. I suggested that he try to convince the School of Education to 
let him in on probation. 

Bill Giauque called at 11:30 a.m. to suggest that Lawrence Lessing (who wrote 
the-article on chemists for the April issue of Fortune) would be a good man to 
write a biography of G. N. Lewis. I told him to read Francis C. Bello's 
article in Fortune and to talk to Melvin Calvin. I also described the plans 
for the EOL biography. He said Lessing couldn't do it without financial 
support and I suggested that a Regents• professorship might be possible. 

Just before noon Berkeley Mayor Claude Hutchison called in connection with the 
Rotary Club's naming of a redwood tree in Tilden Park; he said President 
Eisenhower was their choice. He thinks it's unlikely that Eisenhower would 
come to Berkeley for the dedication and wants to sound me out to see if I 
thought it would be okay for Milton Eisenhower to be invited and if we would 
like to invite him to address a University Meeting at that time (June 1st). 
He will wait for us to check out the feasibility of this before extending the 
invitation for the dedication. 

I bumped into Paul Taylor and Stefan Riesenfeld at the Faculty Club at 
lunchtime. They think that Frank Kidner•s recommendation that Malcolm 
Davisson take his place on the Indonesian Project is okay but don't feel that 
he should report directly to me. It seems to make more sense to have him 
report through the ~ureau of Business and Economic Research of Business 
Administration.· 

George Pimentel and I drove together to the San Francisco Airport to catch the 
United Airlines 6 p.m. flight to Los Angeles, where we arrived at about 7:40 
p.m. At the Los Angeles Airport we picked up a Hertz rental car and drove out 
to Claremont. We spent the night at Harvey Mudd College there. 

Saturday, April 2, 1960- Claremont 

Art Campbell, Lloyd Malm, George Pimentel and I got together in the morning to 
go over the materials prepared for today•s meeting of the CHEM Study group and 
to discuss how to handle the weekend meeting. 

At 2 p.m. the contributors to the CHEM Study project gathered in the Harvey 
Mudd Faculty House. Present were Campbell, Pimentel, Malm, Edward L. 
Haenisch, Luke Steiner, C. Robert Hurley, Theodore Geissman, Bruce Mahan, 
Henry Rapoport, Michell Sienko, Joseph Katz, Robert Campbell, Melvin 
Greenstadt, Keith MacNab, Mario Menesini, Margaret Nicholson, Clyde Parrish, 
Robert Tellefsen, Joseph Davis, Saul Geffner and Robert Silber. 
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George Pimentel presided over the initial discussion of our goals, criteria, 
time schedule, etc. It was a very lively discussion; as might be expected, 
there were widely differing views about what should be included and how it 
should be presented. We were particularly interested to hear what the high 
school teachers in the group think of the books they are currently using in 
their classes, what the main strengths and weaknesses of the texts are. I 
emphasized the importance of gearing our text toward the abilities and 
interests of all high school students and being careful not to write only for 
a select few. I do feel, however, that many texts underestimate the 
intelligence and imagination of the average student and I want to make sure 
that this book is challenging. 

During the evening the Campbells were kind enough to invite the group to their 
home, where this afternoon•s discussion continued. We spent the night at 
Harvey Mudd again. 

Sunday, April 3, 1960- Claremont and Home 

The day began with a gathering at 9 a.m. at the Harvey Mudd College Pool, 
which Art Campbell cleverly described on the agenda as 11 informal •pooling• of 
knowledge ... 

After lunch we got together again at the Faculty House and buckled down to 
business. I feel very encouraged by the progress made this weekend. I think 
we have a very dynamic team and that we should be able to contribute 
significantly to the improvement of high school chemistry curriculum. 
Tomorrow the group intends to develop a working outline and actually assign 
specific parts to members of the group. 

George Pimentel and I drove in our rented car to the Los Angeles Airport, 
where we turned the car in and boarded United Airlines Flight #779 at 6 p.m., 
arriving in San Francisco at 7:35 p.m. 

Helen told me yesterday was a very busy day for the kids. In the morning they 
all (except Dianne, of course) went to see Lynne perform in a Girl Scout 
play. In the afternoon they enjoyed Pete • s 11 Scoutarama 11 (a sort of bazaar) at 
Miramonte High School. Each of our four boys received a small cedar tree, 
vJh i ch Pete p l a_nted in a row in front of our house next to the street. 

Helen also showed me a copy of the S.F. Examiner article which appeared on 
Friday as a result of our photo session of Nobel laureates on Thursday (copy 
attached). I .was amused by the reference to my friend Wendell Stanley•s 
,.voluble" nature. 

Monday, April 4, 1960 

I stopped by my Chancellor•s Office to look over some of the correspondence in 
my pile. I signed letters appointing a new Space Sciences Laboratory Advisory 
Committee: Edward Teller (chairman), R. B. Brode, R. R. Brown, Melvin Calvin, 
R. J. DeVogelaere, Nella Pace, S. A. Schaaf, C. A. Tobias, K. M. Watson and H. 
F. Weaver. 

I also signed letters to James Moulton of PG&E and to Mrs. Rose Gaffney 
informing them that we have selected Bodega Head as a site for our Marine 
Biological Laboratory and are beginning to make arrangements for oceanographic 
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Copy of William Boquist article inS. F. Examiner, 4/l/60 
(due to poor quality of original) 

nseven men sat soberly at the end of a long oak table at the University of 
California yesterday. They relaxed as photographers weaved in and out among 
them. 

The occasion was one of the most unusual photo sessions ever staged~-a 
portrait of the seven Nobel Prize winners on the Berkeley campus. 

Gathered in the conference room of Chancellor Glenn T. Seaborg--himself a 
member of the clan. 

John H. Northrop, emeritus professor of bacteriology, who first purified 
and crystalized an enzyme, and Wendell M. Stanley, director of the virus 
laboratory, who first isolated and crystalized a virus. ·They shared a Nobel 
Prize in 1946. 

William F. Giauque, professor of chemistry, who provided the first 
experimental evidence to support the third law of dynamics and a in conducting 
low temperature experiments working towards absolute zero, awarded a prize in 
1943. 

Seaberg, co-discoverer of all but one of the transuranium elements, and 
Edwin M. McMillan, who helped dis~over the other and now director of the 
Lawrence Radiation Laboratory. Both shared a 1951 award. 

Emilio Segr~ and Owen Chamberlain, physicists, who received a 1959 Nobel 
award for discovering the anti-proton, the first particle of anti-matter. 

Northrop, 60, was the oldest in the group and Chamberlain, 34, the 
youngest. 

Once the formality was chucked off, Segre, Chamberlain, Giauque and 
McMillan began discussing the possible cause of a leak in a vacuum system 
Segre is devising for an experiment in the bevatron. 

The voluble Stanley chose the opportunity to discuss employees, salaries 
and laboratory space with Seaberg. 

Northrop, who has made a lifelong habit of keeping to himself, was silent. 

The group moved outside for exterior shots and Northrop, whose face is 
reminiscent of Pierre Monteux, visibly brightened at the suggestion that they 
pose with the Campanile in the background. 

He told Stanley someone asked him to appear on television with a science 
series. 11 00 they pay money? .. , he asked. 

After 30 minutes the largest group of Nobel laureates on any single campus 
of any universit~ in the world disbanded. 

It was the first, and almost certainly the last, time they will ever be 
together ... 



studies which will be conducted by Scripps Institution of Oceanography 
scientists to make certain that the site is suitable for the Laboratory. 

I read a memo from Adrian Kragen (in his role with the Special Committee on 
Fraternity Problems) informing me that one of the three Hearst Avenue 
fraternities which will have to move to make room for campus expansion (.the 
Engineering Building, etc.) has found another location and suggesting that we 
seek authority to offer the two remaining fraternities the Hillside Avenue 
frontage of the Fernwald property; I okayed Kragen to pursue this with Bob 
Underhill. 

I then walked down to University Hall to attend the 9:30 a.m. meeting of the 
Statewide Coordinating Committee on Building and Campus Development, chaired 
by Harry Wellman. We discussed our Berkeley campus building and campus 
development plans. 

After the meeting, before going on to lunch, I talked with Elmo Morgan, who 
said that he will answer my letter regarding the reorganization of the Campus 
Planning Committee. He previewed the message for me: that the new committee 
outlined at the March CCCO meeting which will replace the CPC will have 
essentially the same functions as the CPC (review of plans and sites, 
selection of executive architects, etc.); that the following people should 
attend (although the Chancellor will be allowed to decide which of them should 
have voting rights): the Chancellor (as Chairman), the Consulting Architect, 
the Chairman of the Buildings and Campus Development Committee, the Landscape 
Architect and the Chairman of the Educational Policy Committee. He agreed that 
on the Berkeley campus it will not be necessary to have the Educational Policy 
chairman attend since he is in on the planning all along the way through other 
committees. He said that he can understand why at Berkeley we would not 
choose to have the Landscape Architect vote, but pointed out the necessity on 
other campuses which are so much newer. Of course, others would also attend 
(like Louis DeMonte, Al Wagner, etc.). 

We also talked about problems with the Personnel Department•s action on 
reclassifications. I told him that some of the faculty members are pretty 
hot; they just can•t understand the delay. He said he understands this and 
that he has a couple of directives which will decentralize the classification 
system just about ready for Kerr•s desk. He remarked that he has been 
terribly busy with Architects & Engineers and that he realizes he has a really 
big job ahead of him when he gets around to the reorganization of Personnel. 

At 3 p.m. I met with Aaron Gordon to discuss issues in the Department of 
Economics. 

Bill Fretter and Bob Kreidler met with me at 4 p.m. to go over the progress of 
work on our PSAC Panel report. 

I attended the Charles Mills Gayley Lecture, ••The Poetry of Prose", by 
Berkeley English Professor Josephine Miles in California Hall at 8 p.m. Helen 
did not come with me this evening because she took Pete to his dancing class, 
which had a Hawaiian theme tonight. 

Tuesday, April 5, 1960 

I began the morning in my Chancellor•s Office signing a number of letters. 
On~ went to Paul Witherspoon appointing him Vice Chairman of the Department of 
Mineral Technology for 1960-61. Another went to Berkeley Mayor Claude 
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Hutchison noting that the suggested date for a University Meeting on June lst 
at the time of the dedication to President Eisenhower of a tree in Tilden Park 
will not work out since it falls during finals week. 

My Cabinet held our regular Tuesday noon meeting. Everyone was able to attend 
today. As usual, we went over a large number of pending matters. Jim Hart 
and others on the Cabinet voiced strong objections to the plans for the three 
buildings on the northwest corner of the campus, expressing the opinion that 
that area will be too congested. 

We talked about Mayor Hutchison's request for an appointment with me to 
discuss "City and University relations". Milt Chernin said that he thinks 
this is probably about my taking an active role in the bond issues. Jack Kent 
feels that it is important for me to take a stand on the two issues as it is 
important to the University that they pass. Some doubts were raised about 
tying the two bond issues together. 

Alex Sherriffs also questioned the administration's taking a stand on the 
issues in view of the present controversy with the students over the Kerr 
directives. He also mentioned that I might bring up with Hutchison our 
worries concerning policy jurisdiction in residence halls. It was agreed that 
a search of records would be made for precedence in taking stands on local 
issues and that in any event the problem should be examined very carefully 
before any stand is taken. · 

Bill Fretter stated that it is understood that UCLA is going to request 
enrollment limitations in Engineering. If this request is granted, it may 
have serious repercussions at Berkeley as Engineering has agreed limitations 
will not apply until 550 entrants are reached. 

At 3:10p.m. I attended the meeting of the Representative Assembly. The 
meeting, which lasted until 3:50 p.m., was fairly routine. 

..--· 
At 4 p.m. Bill Fretter, Bob Kreidler and I got together again, as we did 
yesterday and plan to do tomorrow, to discuss the progress of the PSAC report 
on Basic Research and Graduate Education. 

Wednesday, April 6, 1960 

I began my day at the Radiation Laboratory, attending the Associate Directors 
meeting at 9 a.m. and staying up on the Hill to meet with my students through 
lunchtime. 

Beginning at 2 p.m. I held my Student Office Hour, which only two students 
attended today. Allen Lazar, a sophomore Political Science major, came in to 
consult with me about the advisability of transferriDg to Riverside since he 
hopes to attend Boalt Hall Law School after his graduation. I told him to be 
sure to check his credit with the Dean's Office and to see if credits from 
Riverside would be evaluated the same way as Berkeley's by Boalt. Otherwise, 
since he is an Oakland boy, I think it would be a good thing to do. 

Rod Eddington, a Social Sciences student, said that he heard that the 
University has a Society of Fellows, like Harvard, and wanted to know more 
about it. I told him about the Fellows in the Miller Institute and told him 
that we would like to establish a similar thing in Social Sciences and 
Humanities, but that we don't have the funds yet. I also told him about the 
Faculty Fellows in the residence halls. 
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I presided over a meeting of .the Academic Advisory Committee at 3:15 p.m. 
Present were L. Constance, S. Elberg, W. B. Fretter, J. D. Hart, G. Mackinneys 
J. W. MacSwain, E. R. Parker and M.A. Stewart. I opened the meeting by 
informing the AAC that after considering George Foster•s proposal for 11-month 
appointments for departmental chairmen, the Budget Committee had recommended 
that such appointments not be a matter of general practice but be considered 
only on a selective basis where the assigned responsibility clearly indicates 
that eleven months• status is justified. There followed a discussion of the 
types of responsibilities which might require the attention of departmental 
chairmen during the summer. 

Gordon Mackinney then introduced the subject of the Institute of International 
Studies and, in particular, the confusion that exists regarding area studies, 
commonly called the 11 Africa formula 11 (as a result of Kerr•s decision that UCLA 
would have a center for African area studies and that this expertise would not 
be duplicated on other campuses). Discussion of this policy pointed out the 
urgent need for clarification. 

The meeting concluded with a report by Jim Hart on the comments of the Western 
College Accreditation Committee. 

Bill Fretter and Bob Kreidler and I began our meeting about the PSAC Panel 
late, since the AAC did not adjourn until 4:45 p.m~ 

I received a telephone call from Weldon Vance (head of the Berkeley Chamber of 
Commerce) who wanted me to be on the Board (which meets once a month). I told 
him that time commitments preclude my being able to participat-e-'arro promised 
to call him with suggestions of other people from the Berkeley campus who 
might be able to serve. (I have in mind asking Adrian Kragen.) 

When I returned home, I found that Helen had already left to attend the YWCA 
International Dinner at the University chapter clubhouse on Bancroft. After 
having dinner by myself (since Helen had seen to the kids• dinner before 
leaving for her engagement), I spent some time in the study reading papers 
from my Chancellor•s Office. 

There was an interesting letter fr·om Daniel Mazia commenting on the 
Chancellor•s Advisory Committee on General Biology. Among other perceptive 
observations, Mazia expresses the opinion, 

11This committee or its successor cannot solve the problems of General 
Biology on this campus. These are the result of a traditional 
departmental structure that antecedes current trends in General Biology 
and does not provide for them. The Committee cari and should continue·to 
serve the palliative function of helping you with the acquisition of some 
key men who might be lost under normal departmental procedures. The 
difficulties and opposition that we have encountered illustrate the 
paradoxes all the more in that the opposition has usually stemmed from 
honest concern about the welfare of this or that department. Sooner or 
later a larger study of the problem will have to be made, but we do not 
recommend that this be turned over to our Committee. A group charged with 
consideration of a basic shakeup in the structure of Biology in this 
University should be different from this one, which can work efficiently 
as the i nf orma 1 advisory group that it is ... 
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I was very interested to read a paper written by one of the Russian exchange 
students here last year, Oleg Bondin, who spent last year studying in our 
Electrical Engineering Department. The paper was written for a USSR paper, 
the Ener1etician, which has a fairly wide distribution there. It compares our 
system o higher education with the Soviet system and, predictably enough, has 
an unfavorable view of our system, stating repeatedly that our students are 
less well-prepared than theirs, both when they enter the University and when 
they leave it. There is considerable emphasis on what Bondin perceives as an 
inequality of access to higher education in the United States. 

When Helen got back later in the evening, she told me that she took Pete to 
Dr. Redmond's office this morning and then, after dropping him off at school, 
drove into Berkeley to attend a coffee hour for Mrs. Tom Chilton. Chilton is 
a Regents' Professor of Chemical Engineering this year. 

Thursday, April 7, 1960 

I stopped by the Rad Lab on my way to the campus to sign several letters which 
had been prepared for my signature there, following my instructions 
yesterday. I wrote to Roy E. Simpson (State Superintendent of Public 
Instruction) and L. G. Derthick (United States Commissioner of Education) 
informing them of the CHEM Study program and inviting them to send 
representatives as observers to our next Steering Committee meeting in 
Claremont on July 2nd. 

I wrote to Alden H. Emery (American Chemical Society) offering my comments on 
the proposed ACS journal in the field of inorganic chemistry and making some 
suggestions of people who would be competent editors of such a journal. 

A letter of congratulation on her appointment as Acting Director of Relations 
with Schools went to Grace Bird, who has done such a fine job as Associate 
Director. 

At a little before 10:30 a.m. I received a telephone call from David Clark 
(Cooperative Research Program of the U.S. Office of Education). He wanted to 
know if I would consider a three year term on the Advisory Committee of the 
Cooperative Research Program on Education (which is not connected with the 
NDEA). It is a nine member committee, consisting of Ralph Tyler (chairman), 
Chester Harris (University of Wisconsin), Dewey Stewart (University of Iowa), 
Harry Levin (Stanford University), John Fisher (Columbia University), Warren 
Spindley, someone named Engelman, and Everett Hughes (University of Chicago). 
The committee meets three times a year and will next meet on May 27th and 
28th. I said that I am doubtful that I will be able to do this, but promised 
to consider it further and call them back next Monday with a definite answer. 

I then hurried down to campus, just in time for my meeting with Bofferding and 
Kornfeld of Cresap, McCormick and Pagett. Ray Kettler, Milt Chernin and Errol 
Mauchlan joined the meeting, which was·called to continue the discussion of 
t~e reorganization of administrative functions distributed between systemwide 
and the Berkeley campus. In particular, we are anxious to proceed quickly on 
the reorganization of personnel functions. 

When I arrived at·my Chancellor's Office this morning, I signed a number of 
letters that had been prepared for my signature. A letter of invitation on 
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behalf of Delta Phi Epsilon (the national foreign service fraternity) and my 
office went to Robert Maynard Hutchins (Fund for the Republic), inviting him 
to speak at an open meeting which wi 11 include an awards presentation on r•iay 
12th. . 

Lincoln Constance and I met in my office for our weekly meeting at 2 p.m. 
Lincoln gave me a copy of a letter signed by Alden H. Miller (Acting Chairman 
of the Department of Paleontology), Charles W. Gilbert (Chairman of the 
Department of Geology), Ruben A. Stirton (Director of the Museum of 
Paleontology) and John B. Leighly (Chairman of the Department of Geography), 
which raises questions about equipping and furnishing the Earth Sciences 
Building in time for the move to that building which is scheduled for this 
spring, given that the funds for this equipment and furniture will not be 
available until July 1960. They note, 

"Our Departments anticipate some interruption of regular programs as a 
result of moving into new quarters. However, a move to quarters not ready 
for use would cause such disruption of research and teaching programs as · 
to be intolerable, and we hope to avoid this by raising these questions at 
this time." 

We hope that Louis DeMonte and Forrest Tregea will be able to work out some 
solution to this problem, which is a recurring difficulty with new buildings. 

We also agreed that Martin Malia (History) would be a good choice for the 
directorship of the Slavic Center. 

At 3 p.m. I met with Mayor Claude Hutchison, who described the continuing 
deterioration of the City of Berkeley's environment and its effect on the 
University, pointing out an analogy with the University of Chicago. He askea 
that I enlist the cooperation of my colleagues to do what we can to better 
this situation. I said that I will discuss his concerns at meetings of my 
Cabinet and of the CAAC. I pointed out the dilemma of making any moves (such 
as replacing low cost housing with University buildings), given our 
non-discrimination policy and the national desegregation policy. It was a 
pleasant interview and exchange of ideas. He did not ask me for a statement. 

Just before I went into the meeting of the Campus Planning Committee Harry 
Wellman called me to let me know that there is no space (other than Room 190, 
which we plan to use for Accounting) available in University Hall for an 
office for the EOL Memorial Committee. 

Don Mclaughlin presided over the CPC meeting, which Bill Wurster and I also 
attended together with the following other people (for various portions of the 
meeting): Donn Emmons and Don E. Stover of Wurster, Bernardi & Emmons, Alton 
Wilson, Jim Hart, Bill Fretter, Sandy Elberg, Louis DeMonte and A. R. Wagner. 

·The first item on the agenda was consideration of the plans for the 
Biochemistry-Virus Laboratory Building, which had been amended follO\ving our 
meeting last week. Principal differences are in the room treatment and in the 
site relationships with other buildings in the area. We expressed general 
satisfaction with the new scheme, urging only that the architects make certain 
that the new roof arrangement will suit Esmond Snell's greenhouse 
requirements. We recommended the following Executive Architect appointments: 
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Student Office Building

Stephens and Eshelman Hall 
Alterations Step !-

Chemistry Unit #2-

Mathematical Sciences Building

Richmond Field Station: 
Sanitary Engineering Bldg.-

Engineering Materials 
Laboratory additiQn-

Life Sciences Bldg. addition-

Vernon DeMars and Donald Hardison 

Germano Milano (preferred) 

Anshen & Allen 

Warnecke & Warnecke (preferred) 

Marquis & Stoller (preferred) 

Skidmore, Owings & Merrill 

Michael Goodman 

I reported that I plan to meet soon with the Chairman of the Board of 
Directors of the Anna Head School and anticipate a proposal for the early sale 
of the property to the University. I mentioned that existing land acquisition 
funds ($175,000) and land acquisition funds to become available July lst 
($242,000) for "necessity purchases" will probably all be required. The 
Committee urged every effort be made to reach an early financial and timing 
agreement on this. I was also urged to speak with Bob Underhill about the 
acquisition of Chaparral Hill. 

Helen told me that she had to take Dave to Dr. Jennings' office this afternoon 
for "mold" tests to try to determine the cause of his skin rash, which is 
evidently some form of eczema. She took Lynne to her dancing class this 
evening. 

Friday, April 8, 1960 

I began the day, as I often do, signing a number of letters. I wrote formally 
to Kerr, asking that he present to the Regents Committee on Educational Policy 
for their approval our suggested three year contract with Brutus Hamilton as 
Head Track Coach, noting that Hamilton has already served in this position for 
28 years. 

I also wrote Kerr to ask him to expedite purchase of Chaparral Hill without 
waiting for the solution of the problem of furnishing utilities. 

I signed a letter to David. Munford (Chairman of the Inter-University Committee 
en Travel Grants) nominating five Berkeley students for our exchange program 
with the Soviet Union. 

I appointed C. W. Brown. as Chairman and M. R. Rosenzweig as Vice Chairman of 
the Department of Psychology and C. M. Hulten as Chairman of the Department of 
Journalism for the academic year 1960-61. 

At 10 a.m. Bob Kreidler and Bill Fretter and I got together once again to go 
over the PSAC Panel report. 

I then met with Hunter Dupree and offered him a position as my faculty 
assistant; he accepted. 
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At noon I lunched at the Women•s Faculty Club with Donovan Worland, an 
industrial designer with the Chicago firm of Latham, Jensen and Tyler, to 
discuss our plans for the Lawrence Hall of Science. 

Wendell Stanley kept a 2:30 p.m. appointment with me. He said that he assumes 
that I will send him a letter telling him when he should start planning for 
his building. He will need a few years to make plans, submit proposals for 
grants, etc. so he feels that he needs a headstart. He also wanted to know 
how the planning for the Biochemistry Building is going, so that he might know 
when he could plan to have the space in the Virus Lab. I told him that I am 
pretty sure that the building of the Biochemistry Building will start in 
1960-61 and that this might mean that Virology could get the space in the Fall 
of 1963. I told him that if this isn•t true, I will let him know. 

He informed me that there is a lot of criticism of the Mazia comndttee (on 
General Biology), to which I countered that there are also a lot of people who 
have been very pleased. He mentioned that he is interested in Har Gobind 
Khorana (expert in structural nucleic acids) from the University of Wisconsin 
and Seymour Cohen (in the field of intermediary metabolism) of the University 
of Pennsylvania. I told him that he probably couldn•t get both in three 
years, but that he might get one and then a second one two or three years 
after that. He also complained about the parking arrangements at the Men•s 
Faculty Club (of which he is President). I said I would look into his 
complaints and ask one of my staff to get back to him about this matter. 

When I arrived home, Helen told me that she took Lynne for an appointment with 
Dr. Redmond this morning and then went to a luncheon hosted by Carol Oauben in 
honor of Glatha Latimer. 

' 
After dinner we drove into Berkeley to co-host with the Kerrs a reception for 
Pablo Casals at University House. Casals is here to conduct master classes 
from April 4th to 29th. These classes are primarily open to music majors; 
however, students, teachers and professional musicians from the Far East, 
Switzerland, Canada and all parts of the United States have enrolled to 
perform in or audit his classes. Three of the classes were televised by 
closed circuit TV to Morrison Hall, which was a good example of some of the 
innovative uses for which TV might be employed to allow larger number of 
students to benefit from such opportunities. 

There was an interesting story in this morning•s Daily Cal. Casals, who is 83 
years old, has not performed in 23 years, with one exception. When he left 
Spain, he vowed not to perform in any country which recognized Franco. His 
only appearance was at the 13th anniversary of United Nations Day in 1958. He 
performed on the floor of the General Assembly, an international territory. 

Saturday, Apri 1 9, 1960 

I spent a quiet day at home, catching up on son1e of my scientific reading, 
etc. The California Monthly had an article 11Producing the Elements", which 
reported, 

.. Chancellor Glenn T. Seaberg recently described a long-range national 
program to produce research quantities of the heaviest known elements. 
Through the program, about a pint of plutonium is converted in a 
step-by-step process into heavier elements. It is first transmuted ·into 
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about 100 grams (3 ounces) of curium and other heavy elements. This will take 
about three years at which time a reactor should be available that is capable 
of converting curium tRto about one-milligram of californium. While this 
amount is only one thirty-thousandths of an ounce, it will be many times more 
than scientists have ever assembled previously. Chancellor Seaberg hopes that 
the program can be expanded into an international project... · 

Sunday, April 10, 1960 

After another quiet day at home (well, as quiet as it can be in a household 
with six kids), Helen and I hosted a cocktail party at University House for 
the Inter-University Committee on Exceptional Students and then attended a 
dinner at Stern Hall. 

Monday, April 11, 1960 

Although I wasn't feeling very well this morning, I went up to the Radiation 
Lab to spend the morning and attend the Chemistry staff luncheon meeting as I 
usually do on Mondays. 

I had a few minutes in my Chancellor's Office to review some memos and 
correspondence before it was time for the first meeting. I signed a number of 
these. 

One of those which went to Clark Kerr listed the recommendations for above 
maximum increases for Berkeley faculty; another listed the salary 
recommendations for deans and directors. 

I appointed the following committee to assist me with the selection of a new 
Business Manager: Milton Chernin (Chairman), Roy W. Jastram, Eugene C. Lee, 
Earl R. Parker and Robert L. Thornton. 

I was disappointed to read a note from Bob Hutchins regretting my invitation 
to him to speak at the Delta Phi Epsilon awards presentation in May. 

Harry Wellman wrote to inform me that I am now authorized to negotiate with 
Nick Metropolis for overscale appointment in Physics and as Director of the 
Computer Center. He raises several questions about Abe Taub's present salary 
at the University of Illinois, etc., etc. 

In response to my request for information on how well we are doing in 
involving new faculty on Academic Senate committees, a letter from Sidney Hoes 
(Chairman of the Committee on Committees) describes the task of the Committee, 
including the number of appointments they make (93) and the qualifications 
required for different committees. He notes that of these 93 positions, only 
about 50 of them are appropriate positions for new or junior faculty and of 
those 23 appointments did go to new or junior faculty members this year. 

At 2 p.m. I hosted a meeting in my office of representatives from the Health 
Research Facilities Branch of the Division of Research Grants of the HEW, E. 
Dwight Barnett~ Paul C. Kitchin, and T. Gordon Young, who are making a site 
visit in connection with the University's application for a matching grant for 
the Laboratory of Photosynthesis and Chemical Biodynamics. Jim Corley, Melvin 
Calvin and other interested parties also sat in. 
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I had a 3 p.m. appointment with Carl Lammana (Naval Biological Laboratory), 
but by that time my head was pounding with a migraine and I just didn't feel 
up to it or to flying to Riverside tonight as I had planned. I asked Bill 
Fretter to handle the 3 p.m. appointment for me and Margaret to cancel my 
flight reservations and make others for tomorrow, and went home to rest. 

Tuesday, April 12, 1960- Riverside 

I felt a little better this morning, thank goodness, and so decided I was up 
to using the reservations made yesterday for me to join the All-University 
meeting in Riverside. A University driver picked me up at my home at 7:45 
a.m. and drove me to the San Francisco Airport, where I caught the Western 
Airlines Electra flight to Los AngeJes, arriving at about 10:30 a.m. 

A driver from the Riverside campus picked me up and drove me to Riverside, 
where I joined the 15th All-University Faculty Conference in the Recreation 
Room of the Residence Hall. This meeting, which began yesterday, will 
continue through Thursday. I will be staying only through tomorrow afternoon. 

Representatives of the Berkeley campus included John Whinnery, ESmond Snell, 
Bernard Friedman and Madison Beeler. The reports under consideration were 
"The Research Role of the University", "Financi_al Support for University 
Research", "Barriers to Research in the University", and "Research in the 
Graduate Program". 

We all spent the night at a Riverside residence hall. (This week is Spring 
Recess, so most of the students are gone.) 

Wednesday, April 13, 1960- Riverside and Home 

I spent the day participating in the continuing All-University Faculty 
Conference. The discussions of the role of research in the University were 
very interesting; I think the conference has stimulated some new ideas. 

The conference also provided a good opportunity to speak informally with 
faculty from other campuses and to learn something of. the differing 
experiences and attitudes of faculty from campuses other than Berkeley. 
also had a chance to chat informally with some of the Berkeley faculty. 

John Whinnery spoke with me about some of his reservations about Teller's 
proposed academic program at Livermore. He made some very valid points about 
the potential for negative impact on the College of Engineering's programs, 
particularly in the Nuclear Engineering Department. We were interruptea; I 
will make a point of following up on this conversation and providing an 
opportunity for Whinnery to give me the whole story from his point of view. 

Bernard Friedman (Acting Chairman of the Mathematics Department) told me that 
the Department has approved continuing the program for mathematics for 
teachers, but that they would like approval to set a limit on the number of 
students allowed to enroll in this major each year. He will write me a formal 
memo on the subject. 

A University driver met me outside of the Residence Hall at 4 p.m. and drove 
me to the Los Angeles Airport, where I caught the 5 p.m. United Airlines 
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Flight #853, which arrived in San Francisco just after 6 p.m. A driver met me 
there and drove me home to Lafayette. 

Thursday, April 14, 1960 

I dropped by the Rad Lab on my way to the campus this morning, in order to 
review the article on plutonium which Eileen Carson has drafted for me to 
submit to the Harper Encyclopedia of Science published by Ar.tists and Writers 
Press. I approved and signed the letter submitting it. 

A copy of a letter to Clark Kerr from Alan Waterman (Director of the National 
Science Foundation), informing us that they have granted the Chern Study 
program Sl25,000, was received. I also received a letter from Harry C. Kelly, 
Associate Director for Educational and International Activities, detailing the 
regulations associated with this grant. 

As soon as I arrived in my Chancellor•s Office, the Argentine Ambassador to 
the U.S. Donato del Carril,. accompanied by Cullen Bailiff and Roberto Alanon, 
came in to pay a courtesy visit. 

As soon as they left, G.Jillermo L. Fuchs (Visiting Professor of Engineering) 
came in to get acquainted. 

I signed a letter 
Committee on ROTC 
support of this. 
campus committees 

to Clark Kerr, commenting on the report of the Special 
recommending establishing a voluntary program and voicing my 
I committed myself to consulting with various Berkeley 
about the details of the academic program. 

I also signed a memo appointing I. M. Lerner as Chairman of the Department of 
Genetics for 1960-61. 

Alex Sherriffs and I met at 3 p.m. to discuss several matters related to the 
meeting of the Board of Directors of International House at 3:30 p.m. We 
walked up to !-House together. A great deal of routine business consumed most 
of the meeting. We also discussed vacancies on the Board (including one 
caused by Stan McCaffrey•s resignation) and continued our general discussion 
of the future of !-House. 

It was rather late by the time I got back to Dwinelle Hall, so I scooped up 
the stack of papers on my desk and took them home to read during the evening. 

Helen told me that she attended a meeting of her book club, the Aggravated 
Gropers, at Mary Paige•s house on Monticello Road this afternoon. 

After dinner I retreated to my study to catch up on my Ch~ncellor Office 
reading. I read a very interesting, long letter from Mrs. Rose Gaffney 
concerning her property at Bodega Bay, which we are interested in acquiring 
for our Marine Biological Laboratory. She gives her permission for us to 
conduct oceanographic studies to determine its suitabi)ity and provides quite 
a bit of history of previous studies which we might wish to consult. She also 
described her private collection of marine specimens and aboriginal artifacts, 
which she has collected herself during the course of her 47 year occupancy of 
the land, and the various offers she has received for her property over the 
years, as well as the controversies surrounding the value of the land and the 
rights to the tidelands. Mrs. Gaffney appears to be very well-informed on 
these issues and is clearly prepared to defend her own right of ownership. 
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She ends her letter, 11 Wishing the both us the best of luck •• I•m sure we could 
use some luck ..... 

A letter was also received from James Moulton of PG&E, providing information 
about personnel at PG&E who might answer our questions about designs for the 
Bodega Head reactor cooling system and discharge into the ocean which might 
affect the marine environment we wish to study. 

A letter from Dick Erickson addresses two of his concerns: the proposed 
membership on the Intercollegiate Athletic Advisory Board of the President of 
the Alumni Association (which he thinks may add one too many responsibilities 
to an already-burdensome job) and the need for a faculty advisory committee to 
assist in recommending faculty to participate in the annual Chancellor•s Tour 
and other Alumni Association programs. 

Harvey White sent a progress report on the Lawrence Hall of Science, which 
informs me formally of the approval of the Vista del Cerro site and describes 
the plans for using endowment funds as a source of continuing support for the 
science education and exhibition programs and the plan to approach about 70 
major corporations and foundations for support. ' 

Morrie Stewart sent two documents pertaining to the proposed reorganization of 
the graduate divisions. He notes that the first of these documents, 
.. Preliminary Draft for Discussion Only-- R. B. Brode 11 was the first evidence 
hfs office received of the contemplated change. The second document is the 
Report of the Subcommittee of the Graduate Council, Northern Section, 
Appointed to Study the Proposed Reorganization of the Graduate Division, whicl1 
was adopted by the Council as a whole. Stewart remarks, 

11 Again I wish to express my sense of shock that you were not informed of 
this proposed reorganization at that time it was contemplated ... 

I was informed, but perhaps we could have done a better job of informing Dean 
Stewart. 

Friday, April 15, 1960 

In my Chancellor•s Office this morning I dictated a letter to Roger Revelle, 
informing him that we have received presidential approval to go ahead with our 
plans for a Marine Laboratory at Bodega Head, subject to a number of 
conditions involving funding, relations with PG&E, etc. I asked him to 
arrange to have some of the La Jolla staff make a study of the anticipated 
effects of the warm water outfall from the proposed nuclear power plant, 
concluding the letter by remarking, 

11 The hopes of the Berkeley and Davis people for Marine Biology facilities 
seem finally to be materializing; there are still problems but they do not 
seem insuperable ... 

included a copy of the letter from Mrs. Gaffney for his interest. 

At 11 a.m., as pre-arranged, I received a telephone call from Colonel A. L. 
Thayer, who wished to discuss alternative funding sources for Perry Byerly•s 
seismology station. The Air Force has agreed to pay for digging the necessary 
tunnel, the equipment and the footings for the building, but will not pay for 
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the structure. The University approved this facility with the unaerstanding 
that no University funds would be used for it. We explored various 
possibilities, including leasing ~he land to the government {in the hope that 
they would then pay for the building), installing trailers rather than a 
building, and seeking AEC funding (since mention was made that it is urgent 
that this be completed before the Geneva conference, there is an implication 
that the seismology equipment may be used to monitor underground nuclear 
testing). 

I took the rest of the day off. Stan Thompson and I had lunch at the 
Claremont Country Club and then played 18 holes of golf. Stan scored 86 and 
I, 93. 

Saturday, April 16, 1960 

I spent the day playing with the kids (while Helen prepared to be Easter 
Bunny) and catching up on some of my reading of scientific journals, etc. 

Sunday, Apri 1 17, 1960- Easter Sunday- Washington, D.C. 

Today is Easter Sunday. I am disappointed that attendance at the PSAC meeting 
means that I will miss sharing the holiday with my family. The kids will go 
on their Easter hunt looking for the baskets filled with chocolate eggs, candy 
and some of the colored eggs that they dyed yesterday, which Helen, as Easter 
Bunny, has hidden. At dinner they will have a special Easter cake. 

A driver picked me up at home at 7 a.m., before any of the family was up, and 
drove me to the San Francisco Airport, where I caught United Airlines Flight 
#804, arriving in Washington, D.C. at 4:30 p.m. I checked into the Statler 
Hilton Hotel, had an early dinner and retired. 

rv!onday, April 18, 1960- Washington, D.C. 

The PSAC meeting began at 9:30 a.m. in Room 220 of the Executive Office 
Sui lding. 

Before and after lunch in the White House mess, the members of PSAC discussed 
in some detail the draft of the report of my Panel on Basic Research and 
Graduate Education, which had been prepared by Bob Kreidler as tl1e result of 
our meetings 'and discussions. The discussion focussed largely on the text of 
the report and not very much on the conclusions and recommendations. 

John W. Tukey commented on one of the main themes of the draft, that is, that 
basic research and graduate education should be closely coupled. He pointed 
out that much basic research is carried on in first class institutions which 
are not colleges or universities. 

Donald F. Hornig mentioned the problem of whether universities can give 
research faculty status to scientists who are working in large laboratories 
attached to universities and he gave the Penn-Princeton accelerator as an 
example. He indicated that institutional grants are superior to a collection 
of many small project grants, that the support of graduate students by 
contracts or project grants is inferior to their support by fellowships or 
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institutional grants, that institutional grants would be a feasible method for 
the general expansion of graduate faculties and that grants to support 
facilities are a critical need in universities. 

Alvin M. Weinberg emphasized the increasing importance of basic engineering 
research, stating that programs aimed at expanding this should be strongly 
supported. He stated that it is doubtful that the majority of Ph.D.-trained 
scientists should go into research because our society is becoming so heavily 
technological that it is to be expected that many administrative jobs now held 
by lawyers ought to be held by scientists. 

Harvey Brooks suggested that a substantial proportion of federal support for 
graduate and postdoctoral education should be in the form of fellowships which 
permit free choice of institution and carry a much more substantial 
unrestricted grant to the institution than is now the practice. He stated 
that our graduate education does not give sufficient attention to the needs of 
applied science or the more sophisticated kinds of engineering. He expressed 
the fear that federal support on a massive scale for basic research might 
drive out private support. He also emphasized the importance of 
"interdisciplinary" research. 

John Bardeen questioned whether the time is right for direct government 
support for tenured appointments in universities and suggested that there 
might be political problems involved in direct grants to universities. He 
suggested, therefore, that it might be better to have a gradual evolution from 
the project to the grant basis. He suggested that research scientists, that 
is, those without teaching responsibilities at universities, be confined to 
temporary postdoctoral appointments. He would like to see the number of 
universities with quality science departments increased. 

Following the discussion of the draft report of my Panel on ~asic Research ana 
Graduate Education, the remainder of the afternoon was taken up by the 
discussion of international science problems. Fred Seitz made a report on the 
NATO science committee; Jerry Wiesner, a report on his visit to the Soviet 
Union; and, Detlev Bronk, on the recommendations of the Panel on Science ana 
Foreign Affairs, including a program of U.S.-USSR exchange. In aadition, the 
question of attendance of Red Chinese scientists at the Rochester Conference 
on High Energy Physics and the proposal for the formation of a Panel on 
Technical Assistance were discussed. 

I had dinner with Jim and Alice Robinson at the Mayflower Hotel. (Alice is my 
first cousin on the Seaberg side.) I then did some reading of PSAC material 
in my room in the Statler Hilton Hotel before retiring. 

Tuesday, April 19, 1960- Washington, D.C. and Home 

Today is my 48th birthday. I have no complaints- life is treating me very 
we 11 indeed. 

I checked out of rny hotel room and walked to the Executive Office Building for 
the continuing meeting of PSAC. A number of PSAC members gave me further 
personal comments on the draft of the report that my Panel on Basic Research 
and Graduate Education is in the process of preparing. There was a discussion 
of the organization for science in the government, including the role of PSAC, 
the mission-oriented agencies, the National Science Foundation and the 
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arguments for and against the creation of a Department of Science. The agenaa 
also included reports covering the deliberations of committees and panels, 
including a report by John Bardeen on the National Academy of Sciences 
Committee on Atmospheric Sciences, by George Beadle on the Life Sciences 
Panel, and by Edward Purcell on the Space Science Panel. 

I missed the reports in the afternoon session by Pief Panofsky on the 
deliberations of the A.I.C.B.M. Panel and by Manny Piore on the deliberations 
of the Air Defense Panel. I left after the morning session, picked up a bite 
to eat, then took a bus from the Statler Hilton, where I haa left my overnight 
bag, to Friendship Airport, where I boarded TWA Flight #63, which left at 6 
p.m. and arrived at the San Francisco Airport at a 1 ittle before 9 p.m. 

A University driver met me at the airport and took me home to Lafayette. When 
I arrived, it was already early morning by Washington time. Helen wished me a 
11 Happy Birthday 11 and told me that everything is fine at home. She went to a 
coffee meeting of the YWCA Board this morning, at which new members were 
introduced. 

Wednesday, April 20, 1960 

I went directly to the Radiation Laboratory this morning for a meeting of the 
Associate Directors and then stayed on the Hill to visit with my students ana 
colleagues there. I dictated and signed a letter to Nelson Garden, the 
Radiation Laboratory's long-time Health Chemistry Chief, 

11 When a person has been with an organization for so many years that no one 
pays any attention to him any longer, there are only a few ways to remedy 
the situation. One technique, which worked well for me, is to get a new 
job. The other, which you are about to use, is to retire. Your solution 
clearly makes more sense. 

I could list a number of official positions from the Chancellorship on 
down from which it would be fitting and proper for me to take note of this 
and to commend you for your past services to this University. But my 
association with you over the years has been so close and we have engaged 
in so many crisises [sic] and battles together (usually, if my memory 
serves me correctly, on the same side) that I would rather state my 
feelings on a personal rather than an official level. 11 

went on to describe some of his many accomplishments ana contributions, 

11 We have handled a lot of dangerous radioactivity in the Lawrence 
Radiation Laboratory and have handled it with no serious accidents and 
remarkably few spills, and a large part of the credit for this can be 
assigned to you. I have always 1 iked your basic positive approach of 
assistance to the scientists in the design, construction and operation of 
apparatus for the safe handling of radioactivity without any thought of 
forbidding anyone to do any experiment that haa scientific merit. I have 
also liked the quality of simplicity which your people usually tried to 
retain in their systems. As we both know, these systems have often been 
in marked contrast to the over-engineered, highly-expensive systems in use 
elsewhere. 11 
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I read a letter from Gerard Piel, inviting me to write a monograph on the 
"Synthetic Elements" for the Monograph Project initiated by MIT in conjunction 
with the Physical Science Study Committee (a parallel to our CHEM Study). I 
asked Eileen Carson to draft a letter in response saying that I intend to 
write such a book as part of the CHEM Study project in about a year and that 
it might serve this dual purpose. 

I then drove to the Claremont Hotel for the kickoff meeting of the new Public 
Advisory Council on Education (PACE), for which I am serving as a special 
consultant. The meeting, which was chaired by Henry J. Kaiser, Jr., was 
attended by more than 50 top civic and business leaders. Kaiser and I were 
the main speakers, describing the need for improvement in elementary school 
education and emphasizing the need for local involvement, such as PACE, in 
efforts to accomplish this objective. PACE will be conducting a study of 
Oakland's 62_elementary schools during the next year and hopes to issue a 
report in May 1961. 

Needless to say, there were a lot of papers piled on my desk when I arrived at 
my Chancellor's Office around 2 p.m. after a several-day absence.. Since the 
Regents are meeting in Berkeley beginning tomorrow (and the CCCO meeting 
tonight), I know that I will not get much routine business done for the rest 
of this week and so tried to get a lot of things out of the way during the two 
hours available to me this afternoon. 

I signed a letter to the following members of the Special Committee to Plan 
the Campus Organization for Environmental Health and Safety: Henry D. Bruyn 
(Chairman), K. B. Deome, H. B. Jones, S. H. Madin, B. J. Hoyer, T. H. Pigford, 
B. 0. Tebbens and C. E. Smith. In the letter I described the need to make 
plans for the decentralization and reorganization of Environmental Health and 
Safety, which will soon become the responsibility of each individual campus. 
Statewide coordinator for this planning is A. Henry Bliss in Elmo Morgan's 
office; our campus liaison person with the statewide office will be Edward L. 
Feder of Dean Constance's staff. I mentioned also that plans should incluae 
considerations of disaster preparedness and Civil Defense. 

I also wrote to Ralph Emerson, asking him to serve as Chairman of the 
Committee on the Marine Biological Laboratory for 1960-61 and describing to 
him the recent progress in our efforts to determine the suitability of Bodega 
Head for this laboratory. Berkeley members of the Committee include R. L. 
Usinger, C. H. Hand, F. A. Pitelka and D. Mazia; Davis Chancellor Mrak will 
also appoint two members from his campus. I also informed him that I am also 
appointing an Advisory Panel to assist and advise his committee, which will 
include W. E. Berg, J. W. Durham, R. M. Eakin, A. S. Leopold, P. R. Needham, 
G. F. Papenfuss, J. H. Phillips, J. Proskauer and R. I. Smith and three 
members from Davis appointed by Mrak. 

I signed a confidential memo to Clark Kerr, submitting the following statement 
on athletics, which was drafted by Adrian Kragen: 

"I arn in full accord with President Kerr's statement that a strong 
intercollegiate and intramural athletic program should and will be 
continued by the University .. On the Berkeley campus, the strength and 
breadth of this program is illustrated by the fact that 409 students 
received athletic awards during the 1958-59 year, and many others 
participated in intercollegiate athletic contests. Nearly six thousand 
young men participated in our very extensive intramural sports program. 
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Among the recent accomplishments in intercollegiate athletics by our 
students have been the first under four minute mile by an American, four 
conference championships and an N.C.A.A. title in basketball, a conference 
and N.C.A.A. title in baseball, a conference title in football, a rugby 
team undefeated for two years, and many other team and individual 
victories. At Berkeley, we have an outstanding group of coaches and 
instructors, and a large group of good students interested in athletic 
competition. This combination, I believe, will continue to result in an 
excellent program of athletics, intercollegiate and intramural." 

I read the minutes of the Cabinet meeting held yesterday during my absence. A 
good part of the meeting was devoted to discussion of the agendas for the CCCO 
and the Regents meetings and follow-up on items pending from previous meetings. 

A letter from Bob Cockrell (Chairman of the Committee on Discrimination) was 
read. The minutes report that Alex Sherriffs has since learned from Kerr that, 

"[we do indeed have an] Achilles heel, but that the problem of 
discrimination in employment in Grounds and Buildings lies with the 
Union. Kerr suggested that we talk with Bob Ash of the Union. Alex 
agreed to talk with Personnel Director Lewis Perry to ask him to draft a 
statement as a "restatement of existing policy". 

A copy of Cockre11•s letter should also be dtstributed to the CAAC and ideas 
• solicited from them about how to further reinforce our policy against 

discrimination. The committee to help select a new Business Manager should 
also bear this problem in mind when assessing the attitudes of applicants for 
that position. 

Bill Fretter and I met with Dean Sheats at University House at 3:30 p.m. 

At 5 p.m. I met with Herbert Childs to discuss our plans to commission a 
biography of Ernest Lawrence. He made quite a favorable impression on me as a 
possible author of the book. 

I hosted a reception at University House preceding the dinner meeting of the 
Council of Chief Campus Officers. Present were Clark Kerr, John C. Snidecor 
(representing Samuel Gould), Vern Knudsen, Everett Carter (representing Emil 
Mrak), Jack Oswald (acting as Secretary), Roger Revelle, John Saunders, Herman 
Spieth, Harry Wellman and Franklin Murphy (Chancellor-elect at UCLA). 

Kerr opened the meeting at 7:10 p.m. with a discussion of the Subject A 
controversy and of the comments by the Senate Combined Committee on Subject A 
of the Regents• critical action, which they (and other faculty members) feel 
was an abrogation of academic freedom, interfering with the Senate•s 
traditional delegated authority over courses of instruction. He mentioned 
that the Academic Council does not agree with this criticism and that he is 
going to make a report to the Regents Committee on Educational Policy and to 
the Academic Senate, which will contain the following two conclusions: 

••1. The principles and procedures listed by the Committee on Subject A 
and unanimously endorsed by the Academic Council of the Academic Senate 
should assure close and effective administration of the Subject A program 
by the Senate. 
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2. In regretting the use of this question, The Regents did not abrogate 
the responsibility they have delegated to the Academic Senate for 
determining conditions of admission and for course of instruction. The 
Academic Senate concurs un_animously in this conclusion ... 

The next item on the agenda was Kerr's report on the conclusion of the special 
faculty committee on ROTC that ROTC should be made voluntary. He noted that 
Berkeley, Davis and Los Angeles all agree with this conclusion, but that .the 
Santa Barbara administration has expressed concern that such a switch might 
jeopardize the continuance of their unit (since it is so much smaller a 
campus). 

Kerr presented three graphs: one showed that only a very small percentage 
(less than 10%) of freshman male students in institutions of higher education 
in California are exposed to ROTC; another points out that the annual 
requirement of officer production for the three services (approximately 
140,000) is expected to stay the same during the next ten years, while 
enrollments in college are expected to double; the third compares the 
compulsory ROTC program at Ohio State University with the voluntary one at the 
University of Minnesota, demonstrating that the total officer production is 
comparable at the two institutions, which are similar in size. He mentioned 
that while the Navy and the Air Force take the view that there is no need for 
a compulsory program, the Army feels it is essential that it be maintained. 
Kerr will ask the Regents for permission to share the confidential faculty 
committee report with the Department of Defense and ask for their comments. 

The March 1st memorandum from State Director of Finance John Carr, which 
suggested that we should expand present campuses rather than establish new 
ones, prompted Kerr to develop a memorandum {which is still in the process of 
being drafted) which will attempt to describe the growth needs of the 
University through the end of this century. He noted that decisions on the 
Irvine and La Jolla campuses should be made no later than the June Regents 
Meeting. We all talked about the importance of maintaining quality and of 
resisting the apparent move by some to turn the University of California into 
a graduate school. This led to a discussion of the need to improve our public 
relations efforts. 

There was a prolonged discussion of the decentralization of admissions and 
placement functions with particular emphasis on the need to maintain uniform 
standards of admission for freshmen at all the campuses. 

Kerr described the history of our problems with the Ford Foundation regardin.g 
changes in their policy for supporting area studies. The most recent of these 
(last week) is their decision that state universities must match Ford funds, 
while private institutions are not required to do so. The Ford people change 
their minds frequently on how they wish a proposal to be presented, how it 
should be administered, for what period of time the money would be granted, 
etc. Clark expressed extreme frustration with all of this rigamarole and said 
he feels we should simply present our own proposal as we see fit and see how 
they react to it. 

It was quite late when I arrived home. Helen told me that she delivered some 
refreshments to Lynne's Girl Scout troop in the afternoon and then went to the 
Y House on Bancroft Way for a meeting of the University Chapter of the Friends 
and Alumnae of Y House. 
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APRIL 20, 1960 

'Education Crisis 
Sol uti on. Offered .. ' 

--, 

tion problems must come Dr. Seaborg who is acting munity relations and finance, 
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Thursday, April 21, 1960 

I went by my Chancellor's Office this morning to handle some correspondence, 
etc. before the Regents Meeting begins at 10:30 a.m. 

Among other things, I signed a letter to Rowan Gaither describing progress on 
the plans for the Lawrence Hall of Science and enclosing a copy of the 
Financial Campaign Plan. Rowan has been ill recently, so I included wishes 
for his recovery and expressed the hope that we will be able to get together 
soon. 

This morning's Daily Cal carried an editorial urging the Regents to make ROTC 
voluntary. It concluded, 

"The Regents have no other choice but to change ROTC from a compulsory to 
a voluntary course at the University. 

If they take any other action they will be breaking faith with the 
students who have for years demanded the change in ROTC." 

The Committee on Educational Policy met at University Hall at 10:30 a.m. The 
first item on the agenda was Clark Kerr's report on the Subject A 
controversy. Kerr also described the problems with the Fora Foundation 
regarding support for area studies and disclosed his decision to reject their 
limitations. The Committee also approved the contract for Track Coach Brutus 
Hamilton and authorized Clark Kerr to submit the report of the Special Faculty 
Committee on ROTC to the Defense Department. 

Along with other attendees at the meeting, I lunched at University House. 

At 2 p.m. I attended the meeting of the Regents Committee on Grounds and 
Buildings, which approved, among other things, the preliminary plans for the 
Biochemistry Building, the Oxford Tract Greenhouses, the Field Free Facility 
at the Radiation Laboratory and the Campanile Way Redevelopment Plan. 

I returned to my office at 3:30 p.m. for a brief courtesy visit with Sir Hugh 
Taylor, who was visiting from Princeton University. 

Members of the Board of Regents and other University officers left the campus 
at 4 p.m. to take a tour of Livermore and stay on there for dinner. I decided 
not to go, electing instead to take advantage of the free time to prepare for 
the meeting of my PSAC panel in Washington this weekend. 

Helen told me that she provided refreshments for a meeting of the Foreign 
Student Hospitality Committee this morning. 

Friday, April 22, 1960 

Helen had an early morning meeting of the University Section Club at Gertrude 
Chernin's home today, so we were both rushing around to get the kids off to 
school, my things packed for the weekend, etc. 

I went by my office to sign some letters that had been prepared for my 
signature: to Clark Kerr, proposing that endowment funds ordinarily invested 
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in other ways, be made available for housing loans to young faculty members 
(which might also help us with some of our recruitment problems); and to J. F. 
King (Chairman of the Parking Committee) asking him to instruct his committee 
to consider problems that will result from the institution of the parking fee 
on September 1, 1960 (such as early morning blocks at the gates) and to 
propose possible solutions. 

I attended the meeting of the Committee on Finance in University Hall at 9:30 
a.m. Clark Kerr described the low energy nuclear physics program at Davis and 
how it complements the high energy programs at Berkeley and Los Angeles. He 
presented the proposal to move the 60-Inch Cyclotron from Berkeley to Davis in 
order to strengthen that program and asked for authority to seek a 
grant-in-aid from the National Science Foundation for assistance in providing 
housing for the machine and for partial support of the over-all program. I 
was called upon to explain the possible uses of this machine at Davis and I 
also informed the Regents that a larger machine (the 88-Inch Cyclotron) has 
been authorized for Berkeley as replacement for the 60-Inch and that 
furthermore, the 60-Inch must be moved in order to provide room for the 
Chemistry Building expansion. They approved the plan to seek funding from the 
NSF for this purpose. 

I went by my office at noon, arriving just in time to take a call from 
Lawrence Mitchell of the NAS East-West Exchange Program, who informed me that 
a Russian chemist, I. V. Tananayev, will be visiting the United States next 
week and asked if I would like to meet with him; I said I will see him at the 
meeting of the National Academy next week. 

There was a brief ceremony at Founder's Rock commemorating the lOOth 
anniversary of the dedication of the site of the Berkeley campus after the 
Regents• lunch. Unfortunately, ,I had to miss the lunch, the ceremony and the 
meeting of the Full Board of Regents. A University driver picked me up at 
1:15 p.m. and drove me to the San Francisco Airport, where I caught the 2:30 
p.m. United Airlines flight to Washington, D.C., which did not arrive there 
until almost midnight. By the time I caught a cab to the Statler-Hilton Hotel 
and checked in, it was time to go directly to bed. 

Saturday, April 23, 1960- Washington, D.C. 

Present at the meeting of my PSAC panel in Room 220 of the Executive Office 
Building at which I presided today were: Roger Revelle, McGeorge Bundy, John 
Willard, George Beadle, 0. Meredith Wilson, Frederick Terman, Bill Fretter, 
Emmanuel Piore, Caryl Haskins, Alan Waterman, Henry Bent and Herbert Conrad. 
Also attending, as our invited guests, were Richard Courant (Institute of 
Mathematical Sciences of New York University), Elmer Hutchisson (Director of 
the American Institute of Physics), and James A. Shannon (Director of the 
National Institutes of Health). 

Our meeting began with a discussion with Dr. Courant of graduate education in 
mathematics. He expressed the opinion that there is a need for broader 
contact between mathematics, which he feels has become compartmentalizea and 
isolated, and other scientific fields. He emphasized the need to give special 
attention in graduate school to the talented few rather than directing efforts 
indiscriminately toward the 11 masses 11

• 

Elmer Hutchisson was asked to meet with us about the science needs of small 
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liberal arts colleges, which have difficulty attracting well-qualified faculty 
because of the lack of sophisticated research facilities. We asked Meredith 
Wilson to work on some recommendations. 

James Shannon asserted that we Americans place too much emphasis on research 
productivity rather than on academic excellence, which should have priority. 
He observed that the federal government, through agencies like NIH which 
provide substantial funding for research, has considerable influence on the 
research which is selected, without having any overall plan for relations with 
universities. He feels that, under the current system, institutions are not 
able to exercise enough initiative in planning a balanced program of teaching 
and research. 

After lunch, Kistiakowsky joined us to share with us some critical comments on 
the draft of our report. He contends that our first draft is too much a plea 
for more money for universities from the federal government. He thinks that 
our report should recommend speci fie, concrete changes in government 
operations (in such areas as budget, management, etc.) He suggested that we 
make some recommendations of qualitative as well as quantitative improvements 
needed (i.e., if the total support from the federal government does not 
change, how should the distribution of funds change?). He suggested that the 
report itself be short and general with a series of appendices that could 
document and justify the recommendations in more detail. The focus of the 
report will be that basic research and graduate education are inseparable; 
that the government deals with them separately in theory, but in practice 
deals with them both to~ether. 

I spent the night at the Statler Hilton again. 

Sunday, April 24, 1960- Washington, D.C. 

Our PSAC panel reconvened at 9 a.m. We began with a presentation by George 
Beadle on the National Science Board discussion of faculty salaries. The rest 
of the meeting, which ended at 1 p.m., was devoted to further discussion of 
some of the comments received from PSAC at our last meeting and to determining 
who would undertake which writing assignments and revisions of the first araft. 

Once again I spent the night at the Statler Hilton. 

Monday, April 25, 1960- Washington, D.C. 

First thing this morning I went to the offices of the General Advisory 
Committee of the Atomic Energy Commission at 1717 H Street to meet, in my 
capacity as a member of the Chemistry Screening Panel for the five recipients 
of the first E. 0. Lawrence Awards, with Tony Tomei (Secretary of the GAC). I 
advocated Isadore Perlman, who I strongly feel is the best canaidate in the 
Chemistry category. 

I then went to the National Academy of Sciences Building at 21st Street and 
Constitution Avenue, where I listened to several talks that are part of the 
Annual Meeting. I had lunch in the Refectory there and then returnea to the 
meeting to listen to a couple more talks. In the late afternoon (from 4:30 
p.m. until a little past 6 p.m.) I participated in the Chemistry Section 
discussion of candidates for election to the NAS. Once again, I spoke in 
favor of Isadore Perlman•s selection. 
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I met John A. Clausen (currently Chief of the Laboratory of 
Socio-environmental Studies of the National Institute of· Mental Health) for 
dinner at the Cosmos Club, to explore with him his possible interest in the 
directorship of our Institute of Human Development. I explained our hope that 
he might accept a 1/3 time professorship in the Department of Sociology and 
Social Institutions and the 2/3 time directorship of the Institute. I 
explained our philosophy for institutes, our system of review of directors, 
some of the differences in philosophy that have been pointed out by recent 
discussions of candidates for the directorship, etc. He told me that as of 
this summer he will be earning $16,000 and that, naturally, he would like to 
earn at least that much in a new position. I also explained our committee 
review system and pointed out that if he were a regular nine-month appointee, 
he would have the opportunity to earn extra money (beyond the annual salary) 
during the summer months. He would prefer a nine-month appointment so he 
coul~ do research in the summer. We arranged that he will visit Berkeley next 
month. } was favorably impressed by him and feel that he is quite interested 
in the idea of coming to Berkeley to work. 

Tuesday, April 26, 1960- Washington, D.C. and Home 

I attended the continuing meeting of the National Academy of Sciences. At 3 
p.m. I called Robert Hollingsworth (Assistant General Manager of the AEC) to 
tell him about our hope that a tour of the Radiation Laboratory might be 
arranged for the ten Russian exchange students. He emphasized the policy of 
reciprocity, but said that he will look into my request ana that I should call 
him back. 

My TWA Flight #63 left Washington at 6:15 p.m. and arrived in San Francisco 
just before 9 p.m. A University driver picked me up and drove me home to 
Lafayette. 

Helen summarized the activities of the last few days for me. Highlights of 
the weekend were Steve's Cub Scout pack meeting on Friday night and Lynne's 
''Girl Scouts in Action" on Saturday afternoon. 

Wednesday, April 27, 1960 

I spent the morning in my Chancellor's Office catching up on correspondence 
accumulated during my absence. I signed a couple of letters prepared for my 
signature, which had been brought down from the Radiation Laboratory: to 
Maurice Mitchell (President of Encyclopedia Brittannica Films) requesting a 
leave of absence for David Ridgway in order that he might work on the CHEM 
Study films, and a letter of recommendation for John Gruber to Lockheed 
Aircraft Corporation. 

Minutes of the Cabinet meeting held yesterday inform me that ten Berkeley 
tenure appointments and the appointments of Robert Connick as Dean of the 
College of Chemistry and E. Gorton Linsley as the Dean of the College of 
Agriculture were approved by the Board of Regents. A memo from Errol Mauchlan 
notes the approval of Brooks Atkinson, John J. McCloy, J. Cameron Thomson and 
Francis Williams as Regents' Professors. 

At the Cabinet meeting Alex Sherriffs reported on the status of his 
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investigations following the letter from Bob Cockrell regarding appointment of 
nonacademic employees. Alex talked with Forrest Tregea and John E. Hutchinson 
(Coordinator of Labor Programs) and found that the custodians are not in a 
union and that out of 250 employees only one is a Negro. Alex has asked Lewis 
Perry to prepare a draft statement of reaffirmation of our nonaiscriminatory 
h i r in g po 1 i cy • 

Adrian Kragen reported that 500 units for married student housing will be 
going out· to bid within the next three months, and mentioned the Kathie Zahn 
statement that no more residence halls will be built in Albany. The Cabinet 
decided to let the situation "ride" for the moment. 

Adrian also informed the group that he will become a member of the Board of 
the Berkeley Chamber of Commerce upon Neddersen•s retirement, with the 
understanding that he will resign from the Board as soon as the new Business 
Manager for the Berkeley campus is appointed and can take over that position. 

I read a letter from Adlai Stevenson, regretting that he is too heavily 
committed to accept our invitation to speak and expressing the hope that if 
his circumstances change, he might still be able to accept. 

Gilbert Malcolm (President of Dickinson College) wrote to let me know that 
they are unable to accept Peter Hart•s (Jim•s son) application for aamission 
since his College Entrance Examination scores are lower than their minimum for 
acceptance. 

A note from Adrian Kragen indicates that he has passed on to Dick Peter my 
suggestion that we establish the Brutus Hamilton Award for the varsity track 
team member who has shown the greatest all-round improvement in scholastic and 
athletic accomplishment during the school year and that Peter is 
enthusiastic. Adrian has ordered a trophy which will cost about $50; he 
kindly offered to help pay for this, but I turned down his offer, saying that 
I will handle the expense. 

A long report to President Kerr from Jim Hart describes the negotiations 
undertaken by our delegation to the Soviet Union for establishing an agreement 
to exchange scholars with the University of t'ioscow, the Ministry of Higher and 
Specialized Secondary Education, the University of Kiev and the University of 
Leningrad. These negotiations were apparently tricky and difficult, but it 
appears that the results are worth it. 

At 12:15 p.m. I presided over a meeting of the Chancellor •s Advisory 
Administrative Council. In addition to regular CAAC members, invited guests 
included departmental chairmen C. Aikin (Political Science), C. W. Asling 
(Anatomy), M. S. Beeler (Near Eastern Languages), L. A. Bromley (Chemical 
Engineering), S. F. Cook (Physiology), A. B. Ferruolo (Italian), S. C. Gurney 
(Air Sciences), W. W. Horn (Art), S. A. Schaaf (Aeronautical Sciences), E. H. 
Schafer (Oriental Languages), and E. E. Snell (Biochemistry). 

I reported on the meetings of the CCCO and the Regents. 

I also announced the remodelling of the membership ot the Campus Planning 
Committee, as follows: the Chancellor, the Consulting Architect (Bill 
Wurster), the Chairman of the Buildings and Campus Development Committee 
(Sandy Elberg), a representative of the Campus Architects and Engineers Office 
(Louis De1"10nte), the Consulting Landscape Architect (Thomas Church), Vice 
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President Elmo Morgan ( 11 on occasion 11
), a member of the Board of Regents ( 11 on 

occasion 11
), the Vice Chancellors and A. R. Wagner. 

I also announced the election of two Berkeley scientists to the National 
Academy of Sciences: Owen Chamberlain and Daniel Mazia. 

Jim Hart made a report on his trip to the Soviet Union to negotiate exchange 
agreements for scholars from Russian universities to visit here and vice versa. 

As usual, the meeting of the Academic Advisory Committee followed at 3:15 
p.m. Jim Hart repeated his presentation on the exchange agreement with the 
Soviet universities. I also recapped my reports on the meetings of the CCCO 
and the Regents. 

We spent the balance of the meeting, which adjourned at 4:45p.m., discussing 
the report from the Western College Accreditation Association. Among the 
criticisms in the report was the ineffectiveness of our faculty participation 
in administration, which was outlined as: 

a) Decisions require excessive time. 
b) Academic politicking tends to displace sound administrative 

judgements. 
c) Inconsistencies in policies and decisions result from committee lack 

of continuity. 
d) Committee effectiveness is very variable from year to year. 
e) Committee proliferation places a heavy burden on faculty. 
f) Committee attention to problems becomes inadequate leading to a 

deficiency in professional expertise. 
g) Committee power is not balanced by responsibility for action. 

The conclusion reached is that our system is approaching the limit of what it 
can handle. It was suggested that it should be reviewed with a view to 
simplification and streamlining while retaining faculty participation insofar 
as practical, appropriate and constructive. There were also a number of 
comments in the WCAA report on the organization and curricula of various 
departments. The Committee asked Jim Hart to submit recommendations for 
specific action on the Report at the next meeting. 

At 5 p.m. I met with Will Dennes to go over the recommendations for Miller 
Institute fellowships. 

Thursday, April 28, 1960 

I signed a letter, drafted by Adrian Kragen, to Clark Kerr noting that our 
Housing Office has received 4,200 applications for 1,000 spaces available in 
the residence halls and that it is imperative that we begin planning for 
Residence Hall #3 as soon as possible. I described the problem with this, as 
follows: 

11 The problem is the lack of subsidy funds to underwrite some substantial 
portion of the cost. We do not believe that it would be feasible to try 
to fund these halls 100% on borrowed moneys, as the combination of 
servicing and maintenance charges would make the semester charge too 
great. If we were able to build on 100% financing at 3 l/4% on a 40-year 
repayment, the approximate cost per student would be $945.00 per school 
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year as against the present $780.00 per school year, or about 78¢ per day 
per student. ·Although some additional amount could be charged to the 
students, we do not believe that a major charge such as would be 
necessary, without subsidy, would be practical .... 

Lincoln Constance and I held our weekly meeting at 10 a.m. today. We went 
over the usual long list of routine matters in the College of Letters and 
Science. 

At 11 a.m. I received a telephone call from Professor Williams of the 
Univers~t~ of Kansas City, who is.conducting a survey on ~itle VII.(television 
and rad1o) of the NDEA. I told h1m that we are not plann1ng to bu1ld up a 
large university motion picture unit with state support, that we would 
probably be responsive to something like NSF support to produce films (like 
the Stanley virus film) for national use. I also said that I do not foresee 
the University going into teaching film production. 

At 11:30 a.m. I met with Bill Brownell (Dean of the School of Education). I 
told Bill that I think that we should encourage the practice of more joint 
appointments between Education and other departments, with which philosophy he 
agrees. He said that he thinks the Helmholz report, although not favorable to 
the School, has done a lot of good in encouraging review of policies. He also 
praised Bill Fretter•s work on education problems. 

At 4 p.m. I met with George Pimentel, Ken Pitzer, Art Campbell and Lloyd Malm 
in Room 202 Lewis Hall to go over the report to the CHEM Study Steering 
Committee on the progress of our plans for the summer. I stayed on at Lewis 
Hall in order to attend the Chemistry Department research conference. 

At 9 p.m. I called Clark Kerr at his home to go over a long list of subjects. 
I talked to him about the need for campus reorganization, asking him about the 
status of the Cresap report. We discussed the idea of giving more power to 
deans, with which he seemed to agree. 

He said that it is okay for Bill Fretter to represent me at the July Regents 
Meeting, mentioning the strong likelihood that ROTC will come up at that 
meeting. 

I told him that there is almost unanimous opposition to Teller•s proposed 
school at Livermore. He suggested that we go ahead and appoint a faculty 
comrr1ittee to consider the proposal. 

I reminded him that Vic Schmidt still needs a job. 

I also mentioned Jim Hart•s successful trip to the Soviet Union and told him 
that a report on this is already enroute to him. 

Friday, April 29, 1960 

When I arrived at my Chancellor•s Office this morning, I immediately placed a 
call to Ed Teller to discuss with him the report of the Academic Senate•s 
Combined Committee on Educational Policy on his proposed program at 
Livermore. There seems to be very little enthusiasm for this project; in 
particular, science departments are concerned that Livermore might drain off 
their graduate students. 
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I then called Mrs. Hastings regarding my visit to the Hastings Reservation. 

I signed a number of letters that had been prepared for my signature: to Mark 
Scharer, appointing him Chairman of the Department of English, and to Henry 
Nash Smith, thanking him for his service in that role during past years; to 
Emik Mrak, asking him to appoint two faculty members from the Davis campus to 
our Berkeley-Davis Committee on the Marine Biological Committee and three 
Davis members for the Advisory Panel; and, to Senator Donald Gronsky (Chairman 
of the State Senate Fact Finding Committee on Education) informing him that 
Ted Sherburne will read a statement on educational television at the hearings 
on May 3rd on my behalf. 

At 10:30 a.m. I met with Harvey White to discuss the progress of our plans for 
the Lawrence Hall of Science, concentrating on fundraising campaign plans. 

Milton Chernin and I met at 11:15 a.m. and then Bill Fretter and Errol 
Mauchlan came in at 11:30 a.m. to go ~vera list of Chancellor's Office 
pending business. 

I went to Zombi's Village for luncheon honoring Nelson Garden on the occasion 
of his retirement from the Radiation Laboratory. 

Saturday, April 30, 1960 

I drove over to San Francisco City College this morning to speak at the 
meeting of the Northern California Junior College Association, which was also 
commemorating the 25th anniversary of City College. The title of my talk was 
"The Junior College and the Future; it emphasized the felicitous relationship 
between California junior colleges and the University of California. 

When I returned home, I spent some time in my study reading Chancellor's 
Office correspondence, etc. A memo from Milton Chernin informed me that at 
the end of a noncontroversial meeting of the City of Berkeley-University 
Liaison Committee last week, the question of abandoning Memorial Stadium and 
building a new one at the Berkeley waterfront was raised. I made a note that 
I would rather start on other subjects, mentioning that I think we may want. to 
consider the waterfront location for another campus in Berkeley. 

Milt also informed me that under the leadership of Herbert Blumer (Director of 
the Institute of Social Sciences) the directors of other institutes and 
centers plan to meet once a month at lunch to exchange ideas; I asked him to 
represent the Chancellor's Office at these meetings. 

I read with interest a letter from Jim Hart to McGeorge Bundy, explaining the 
difficulties he experienced in trying to conclude negotiations for scholarly 
exchanges with the University of Leningrad, which he characterized as 
"curiouser and curiouser." 

I noted that the April 23rd issue of Science News Letter carries a brief 
article quoting Al Ghiorso as saying that the discovery of Element 103 at 
Berkeley is "only a matter of time" and that they hoped to announce its 
discovery at a meeting in Gatlinburg, Tennessee, next week. I think Al is 
overly optimistic or, more likely, he was misquoted. 
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Sunday, May 1, 1960 

Helen left early this morning to attend the Prytanean Society breakfast in 
honor of retiring Associate Dean of Women Catherine Quire in the cafeteria. 

Dan Wilkes, Stan Thompson, and I played 12 holes of golf (joined for a few 
holes by Randy Fry) at the Contra Costa Country Club. Scores for the first 
nine holes were Dan, 36, Stan, 43, and me, 44. 

Monday, May 2, 1960 

I spent the morning up at the Rad Lab and stayed through the lunch Chemistry 
Staff meeting. 

Among the correspondence I signed in my Chancellor•s Office were: a letter to 
Clark Kerr, commenting on the recently revised directives on the review of 
proposals for organized research units (suggesting, in particular, that the 
role of deans in this.process be emphasized more); a memo to Nevitt Sanford, 
passing on negative reactions to his proposal for an experimental college here 
at Berkeley; a memo to Bill Brownell, suggesting that the School of Education 
develop a program for recognizing outstanding high school teachers; a memo to 
Bernie Friedman, agreeing that the Department of Mathematics might limit 
enrollment of prospective teachers of mathematics; a letter to Adlai 
Stevenson, acknowledging his letter regretting our invitation to speak and 
renewing the possibility of his giving us last-minute notice if an opportunity 
presents itself; and notes to Daniel Mazia and Owen Chamberlain, 
congratulating them on their election to the National Academy of Sciences, and 
to Robley Williams, congratulating him on his election to the NAS Council. 

I read a nice note from Alfred Strelsin (Genco Corporation) saying that he 
very much enjoyed meeting Melvin Calvin and that although he regrets that 
Genco rules forbid the company from making a contribution to the funding of 
Calvin•s lab, he has personally donated $1,000. Thus, we have effectively 
struck out on this approach. 

Beginning at 2:15 p.m. I had a series of brief appointments with the following 
people: Martin Malia (History), Nancy Bayley regarding the Institute of Human 
Development, and Richard D. Mosier (School of Education). 

At 4 p.m. Roland de Garcia (National University of Argentina in Buenos Aires) 
came in to pay a courtesy visit. Among other things, we talked about sources 
of support for basic research at the University and about our policy regarding 
faculty serving as consultants for industry. 

Helen and I attended a dinner party at the home of Bill and Edith Nierenberg 
in honor of Dr. and Mrs. John Wheeler. Pete attended the Boy Scout Court of 
Honor at Lafayette Town Hall. 

Tuesday, May 3, 1960 

In my Chancellor•s Office this morning I signed a large number of memoranda 
and letters, including congratulations on the receipt of Guggenheim Foundation 
Fellowships to Bob Birge (son of Raymond Birge, after whom Birge Hall was 
named in honor of his long service in the Physics Department and 
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accomplishments in Physics), Herb Steiner, Robert Karplus and Walter Knight of 
Physics, Andrew Imbrie (Music), Harold Johnston (Chemistry), Earl Parker 
(Mineral Technology), Arthur M. Ross (Industrial Relations), and Wendell 
Stanley (Biochemistry and Virology).· 

I met with Frank Kidner at 11:30 a.m. He told me that he will have to resign 
his job as Faculty Athletic Representative now, since he is taking on the new 
systemwide job-as Director of Admissions. 

I met with my Cabinet, as usual on Tuesdays, at noon in the conference room. 
Dan Wilkes was the only one absent. Among other things, we talked about the 
suggestion from John Surd of the City-University Liaison Committee that the 
University consider building a new athletic stadium on the Berkeley 
waterfront. It was agreed that Milt Chernin will tell Surd that we do not 
wish to discuss this at this time. 

I asked that the materials I received from Regent Philip Boyd about the Bunker 
Hill site in Los Angeles for Extension be circulated among Cabinet members to 
stimulate thinking about possible Berkeley campus expansion. We also 
discussed the progress of negotiations for the Chaparral Hill site and of our 
consideration of the 68 acres behind the nearby School for the Deaf. 

The Cabinet re-affirmed its understanding that if the two resolutions which 
will be considered at the meeting of the ASUC Executive Committee this evening 
are passed, they will be in direct violation of University policy {the Kerr 
Directives). These two resolutions concern the meeting of the House 
Un-American Activities Committee in San Francisco and the resolution deploring 
the treatment of Assistant Professor Leo Koch of the University of Illinois 
(who they claim was fired for writing a letter to the student newspaper there, 
which was in "in bad taste" [advocating premarital sex]- actually he failed to 
be promoted after the usual faculty review procedure). 

At 2:45 p.m. I met in my office with Harvey White and watson Davis. We 
discussed various ways of establishing a national reputation for the Lawrence 
Hall of Science in the field of educational television and other areas of 
educational research. 

Ed Teller called at 4:30 p.m. He said that the change to restrict the 
Livermore proposal to graduate work is okay with him. I told him that the 
Educational Policy Committee•s suggestion of a committee to study the means of 
utilizing Livermore for graduate work is not an okay for a graduate School of 
Applied Science at Livermore./ Teller said that he wouldn•t be interested in a 
department by department tie-in with Berkeley (in other words, an expansion of 
the present arrangement), which is what I expect the Committee may recommend. 
He said that if that is the case, he will drop the whole project. I told him 
that if I don•t hear anything from him by the end of the week, I will go aheaa 
and appoint the committee. (Unfortunately, a confrontation between Teller and 
many influential Berkeley faculty members is developing.) 

Ed urged me to appoint a director for the Computer Center soon, saying that he 
thinks things are in bad shape as they are. 
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Wednesday, May 4, 1960 

I went directly to the Radiation Laboratory this morning to attend the meeting 
there of the Associate Directors. 

As soon as I arrived at my Chancellor's Office, I learned that Ex Com did 
vote, as we expected but hoped it would not, in favor of the resolution 
regarding Leo Koch of the University of Illinois. The resolution reads as 
follows: 

"WHEREAS, the University as an institution should, by its very 
nature, encourage freedom of thought and expression, and 

WHEREAS, only in such an environment can truth be found through the 
clashing of different beliefs and attitudes, and 

WHEREAS, during the process of achieving such a goal, many concepts 
of necessity will be hostile to and will challenge traditional and 
currently-held views and norms, and 

WHEREAS, if the dissenting or unpopular voice is stifled, there is 
no truth-- merely untreated dogma, and 

WHEREAS, the University of Illinois has violated this academic 
freedom by firing Professor Leo F. Koch for his expressed views on sex, 

BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED, that the Executive Committee of the 
Associated Students of the University of California, representing the 
students of the University of California, condemn the actions of the 
University of Illinois for this firing and strongly urges that Professor 
Koch be reinstated, and 

BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED, that copies of this resolution be 
transmitted to the President of the University of Illinois and Professor 
Leo F. Koch." 

An article in the Daily Cal gives a fairly detailed report of the debate that 
preceded the vote. Dean Bill Shepard did his best to convince the students 
that there was no point in passing such a resolution in direct defiance of the 
directive from Clark Kerr that denies Ex Com the right to express opinions on 
off-campus issues or to act as the official voice of the students on such 
issues. The article states that both Dan Greenson (National Student 
Association coordinator and advocate pro the resolution) and Bill Hawley (ASUC 
first Vice President and advocate against it) were quite eloquent in their 
arguments. Shepard was placed in a bit of an awkward position by Greenson, 
who pointed out that if Ex Com can't take stands on off-campus issues, it 
should not have been encouraged by Shepard to endorse the Master Plan for 
Higher Education. Shepard was forced to admit that by that interpretation, he 
may have been in error in making that request. 

Unfortunately, a memo was issued in my name to the Members of the Executive 
Committee with a copy to the Daily Californian, which describes the action 
they took last night and comments as follows: 

"The Koch resolution exceeds the authority of the ASUC, a point which was 
strongly made by my representative on Executive Committee. Therefore this 
resolution must be rescinded. 

The ASUC is established by the authority of the Regents and therefore 
inescapably is an official organ of the University. This association of 
students has been granted the opportunity to administer a portion of the 
student affairs function of the University. The ASUC is given the 
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specific responsibility of providing services and activities for this 
campus. It is also charged with the development of programs of depth and 
variety which will contribute to the interest and growth of students. It 
has the power to debate all subjects and it is encouraged to institute 
programs which will enable students to make value judgments about 
positions they wish to take on cultural, socio-economic, and political 
issues. Specifically, no policy.proscribes debate or the encour~gement of 
dissection and analysis of ideas, and nothing prevents students from· 
acting as individuals or as members of voluntary groups. On the other 
hand, the ASUC is not an autonomous government. It does not have the 
power to perform as an action group in the name of the students of this 
campus or the University with reference to off-campus issues ... 

I am sure that this will lead to trouble. If the Executive Committee refuses 
to rescind the action, which seems likely, we will be faced with the dilemma 
of what to do about it. We shouldn•t back ourselves into a corner like this. 

I signed more letters of congratulation to recipients of Guggenheim Foundation 
Fellowships: Morgan Harris (Zoology), Raul A. Del Piero (Spanish and 
Portugese), Reinhardt M. Rosenberg (Mechanics and Design), Constantine A. 
Patrides (English), Archer Taylor (German), Germaine Cohen-Bazire (Mrs. Roger 
Stanier), John Verhoogen (Geology), Paul E. Thomas (Mathematics), Herbert F. 
Schurmann (History and Sociology and Social Institutions), Harold H. Biswell 
(Forestry), Gene A. Brucker (History) and Edward A. Steinhaus (Biological 
Control). Members of our faculty will be travelling all over the world on 
their sabbatical leaves, thanks to the support of the Guggenheim Foundation. 

I lunched this afternoon at the Faculty Club with George Dunscomb (Editor of 
the Berkeley Gazette) who told me that there is going to be a guest editorial 
in the Gazette by leading citizens (such as Sproul, Nimitz, Hutchison, etc.) 
relating to the school tax issue and the improvement (redevelopment) bonds. 
He asked· whether I would write an editorial of about 500 words on a peripheral 
subject, such as the importance of education, not referring directly to the 
issues to be voted on. I said I would consider it and let him know. 

He also said he would appreciate any special news items that might favor the 
Gazette, and similarly offered to run anything that would help us. He is 
planning to build up the paper, which he admitted was run from a distance for 
a while, but in which he is now taking a personal interest. He said that the 
man who wrote the story about me, which he thought was poor, has since left 
the newspaper. 

Beginning at 1 :30 p.m. I attended a budget meeting on the requests from the 
Berkeley campus for 1961-62 with Harry Wellman in Room 715 University Hall. 
Bill Fretter, Earl Parker, Errol Mauchlan and others accompanied me to discuss 
with Wellman the upcoming budget for the Berkeley campus. 

After the meeting, which concluded at about 4:30p.m., Earl Parker, Bill 
Fretter and I met briefly with Wellman in his office. I made the point and 
Parker agreed (this time) that above-scale steps should just be a part of the 
continuing progression up the scale. Concerning the letter from Wellman 
requesting both the Budget Committee and the Chancellor•s Office to put the 
over-maximum increase recommendations in three priorities, Wellman said that 
he will make his own decisions and that we don•t have to list them in 
priority. Parker and I contended that since all the recommendations to 
Wellman are passed through the review process, they are all worthy and once 
that process is completed, we don•t want to have to go back. 
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During the evening I attended a meeting of the Order of the Golden Bear, which 
began at 5 p.m. and continued through dinner and on to about 8 p.m. Helen 
told me that she attended a tea this afternoon for hostesses of the Foreign 
Student Hospitality Committee. 

Thursday, May 5, 1960 

I was scheduled to have a Student Office Hour this morning from 10 a.m. until 
ll a.m •• Unfortunately, nobody attended since the announcement did not run in 
the Daily Cal. However, there was lots of other news of interest to us in 
this morning•s edition. An article headlined "Seaborg Demands Ex Com 
Reversal" reports that when Alex Sherriffs told ASUC President Dave Armor not 
to mail the letter of condemnation to the University of Illinois, he was 
informed that the letter was already in the rna il. The article goes on to 
quote my letter to members of the Executive Committee in its entirety and the 
statement by Dan Greenson that the only way in which the Ex Com can challenge 
the Kerr Directives is by "test cases" such as this. 

Today•s editorial reads as follows: 

"ALEA !ACTA EST! 

Executive Committee has finally taken effective action against the 
restrictive provisions of the Kerr Directives. 

Now they have been ordered by the administration to rescind Tuesday•s 
action protesting the firing of Professor Koch of the University of 
Illinois. 

The Daily Californian commends Ex Com•s cation and urges them to stand 
fast. 

There is no way the University can force the Executive Committee to 
rescind its stand. There is no way they can counteract the protest and 
retain their dignity. 

At last the battle has been met; with resolute action the Kerr Directives 
can be beaten." 

Another article reported on the rally held at noon yesterday by SLATE 
candidates for ASUC office, during which a position was taken against the 
House Un-American Activities Committee hearings and in favor of the Ex Com 
resolution against the action of the University of Illinois in firing Leo 
Koch. The accompanying editorial, which begins with a description of the 
Senior Editorial Board•s feeling about the House Un-American Activities 
Committee in general and their desire to bring so much public pressure to bear 
that they (HUAC) will abandon its plans to hold hearings in San Francisco 
beginning May lOth, concludes with an appeal to the student community, as 
follows: 

"It should be further noted that many of the persons subpoenaed are 
educators and intellectuals. We feel that ihis is an expression of a 
desire on the part of the committee to strik~ at fr~e thought and academic 
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freedom. We call for the University community to resist the threat to the 
precious freedom which is the basis for all intellectual advancement and 
which a handful of congressmen are threatening. · 

We urge students to participate in the various protests which will be held 
now and next Tuesday; and, further, if the committee has not decamped 
before that time, to participate in the picketing at the hearings. It 
will be an education for as many students as can be present to sit in on 
the hearings, which are open, and to observe the tenor of what we feel to 
be in the truest sense 11 Un-American Activities ... 

I signed a number of letters. One went to Clark Kerr, informing him that the 
Berkeley Campus Parking Committee has proposed, and I support, admission to 
campus for courtesy parking (after the· institution of parking fees on 
September 1, 1960) for the following types of parking users: Regents, 
distinguished visitors, members of the Alumni Council, Federal, State, County, 
School District personnel on official business in tax-exempt vehicles, emeriti 
faculty members, permit holders from another University campus, donors, 
departmental advisory council members, deliverers of equipment, maintenance or 
service personnel working on University equipment, lecturers without salary, 
and faculty guests as requested by department heads or faculty members. 

I wrote to Samuel Silver to add my congratulations on his receipt of the 
Guggenheim Foundation Fellowship and to remark how glad I am that he is able 
to postpone use of the award until later, as we need him at the Space Science 
Laboratory. 

I also wrote a response to the letter I received yesterday from Rose Gaffney 
of Bodega Bay informing me that some real estate developers have expressed 
interest in her land (which we hope to purchase for our Marine Biological 
Laboratory) for a housing development, to let her know that we are still 
working on learning more about the warm water outfall that will be caused by 
the PG&E nuclear power plant and that we are still very much interested. 

At 11 a.m. I receiv.ed a phone call from Burton (AEC General Advisory Committee 
staff) who told me that the choices for the Ernest 0. Lawrence Awards are 
Isadore Perlman, Gerhart Friedlander, Jacob Bigeleison and Arthur Wahl. {fVIy 
nominations--the priority order of which were in part dictated by the number 
of years of eligibility for this .. young man•su prize left to each 
candidate--were, in order of priority, Perlman, Al Ghiorso, Wahl and 
Friedlander.) 

Stan McCaffrey called me from Washington," D.C. at about 11:30 a.m. He told me 
that Vice President Nixon wants to see me at 11 a.m. on Monday, May 16th, in 
the Formal Vice Presidential Office in the Capitol. He asked me to pick him 
up at Nixon•s office in the Old Senate Building (Room 361). He also said that 
he can•t come to the meeting of the Lawrence Hall of Science committee in La 
Jolla, but that he does plan to see Harvey White and Lionel Viales next week. 

I bumped into Martin Malia on my way to the Faculty Club for lunch, and did my 
best to try once again to convince him to take over Charles Jelavich•s job, as 
Director of the Center for Slavic Studies. 

I also saw Wendell Stanley at the Faculty Club. I mentioned that I am 
inclined to ask Robley Williams to take on the Faculty Athletic Representative 
job. Wendell still thinks Robley is too busy for this added responsibility, 
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but after I got through talking he seemed more or less reconciled to this- or 
at least he wasn•t mad. 

I walked back from the Faculty Club to the Chancellor•s Office with Jim Hart. 
En route we talked a bit about Harry Wellman•s okay of the use of $12,000 for 
the refurbishing of the Art Gallery. Jim is concerned that Clark Kerr may not 
be aware of this understanding; I said I will mention it to Clark when I talk 
with him. 

I drove up to the Claremont Hotel, where I went to Lanai #3 for the annual 
meeting with high school superintendents. and principals, which began at 2 
p.m. Attending the meeting were 41 University and secondary school teachers. 
After an introduction by Cecil Parker, I opened the meeting by describing 
several excellent new programs now in operation in local school districts: 
Richmond, Oakland and Mt. Diablo in the area of mathematics; Richmond in 
foreign language with new Spanish movies; Lincoln in San Francisco with the 
new foreign language laboratory; and San Leandro expanding their counseling 
program toward better program scheduling. I was asked a number of questions 
about the Master Plan for Higher Education, the University•s changing 
admissions requirements, etc. I also described the CHEM Study program in 
some deta i1. 

I had to excuse myself to attend a reception at University House, which Helen 
and I were hosting for participants attending the Institute of Human 
Development Research Conference on Personality Development in Childhood. 

I went by my Chancellor•s Office briefly. Harry Wellman called me at 4:10 
p.m. to let me know that Kerr wants to have priority groupings on the 
above-scale recommendations after all. I am to ask the Budget Committee to do 
this. 

I then went by the Institute for Human Development reception, where I met a 
number of people. 

I returned to my Dwinelle Hall office for a 5:30 p.m. meeting with Dave 
Armor. I told him that I am disappointed and surprised that the ASUC Ex Com 
would actually violate the rules of the University in order to achieve their 
ends and that I think this is wrong. He said that he justified this on the 
grounds that people do violate laws in order to have a trial case and a 
judicial decision. I said that I don•t feel that this applies to the rules of 
the University. He has placed himself in the position of making a judgement 
on which rules he will or will not obey. He said that he realizes he has done 
this and that he determined it on the basis of which ones violated academic 
freedom. He pointed out the inconsistency in interpretation and gave such 
examples as the NDEA loyalty oath, the Master Plan for Higher Education and 
some others. I asked him why he didn•t. show some leadership in creating a 
forum for discussion of this kind of thing. He implied that his method (the 
violation of rules) is a better way to do this. He also called·my attention 
to the fact that he has tried to get similar resolutions passed~before which 
didn•t make it. I gave him the letter to the Executive Committee when he came 
but he did not read it until after he left. 

I had to rush off since I was already late in getting back to the ~eeting at 
the Claremont Hotel, where I arrived a 1 ittle late for the 6 p.m. supper. I 
made some closing remarks on the benefits to both the University and local 
schools which accrue from these meetings and adjourned the meeting in time to 
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rush back to the campus, where I went to the Life Sciences Building to join 
the Institute for Human Development group again. There I introduced my 
long-time friend Roger John Williams (University of Texas) for the keynote 
speech. Following the speech, I also thanked Roger and introduced Enoch 
Callaway III (UC Langley-Porter Neuropsychiatric Institute) as the discussant. 

Friday, May 6, 1960 

The San Francisco Chronicle and the San Francisco Examiner both carried 
stories covering the Ex Com defiance of the Kerr Directives over the Koch case 
today. Of course, the Daily Cal also gave it big play. Today•s issue 
included a news story, a letter to the Editor from Dave Armor, an editorial by 
the Editor and another by the Senior Editorial Board. This is a sufficiently 
"hot" issue so that I feel it is worth quoting these in some detail. The news 
story, headlined "Student Government Warned 'Drastic Change• Possible- Unless; 
Sherriffs Calls Special Meeting to Demand Ex Com Reversal", quotes Alex 
extensively: 

~ ••• Sherriffs, who said he was speaking for Chancellor Glenn T. Seaborg 
and himself, said that 'drastic changes• might occur in student government 
on this campus unless Ex Com rescinds its letter protesting the firing of 
Leo F. Koch by the University of Illinois. Sherriffs refused, however, to 
say what changes might be made .•• 

•.• Sherriffs told the committee it is 'irresponsible'. 'I'm disturbed 
that student leaders are advocating the open violations of rules in an era 
when we are gravely concerned with cheating and vandalism,• Sherriffs said. 

In sending the letter Ex Com violated the Kerr Directives, which order 
that no action can be taken by the committee on off-campus issues. 
Whether an issue is off-campus or not is determined by the Chancellor of 
each University campus. 

He said Ex Com, by considering off-campus issues, was not providing goods 
and services for the students on campus. Ex Com is not doing enough for 
foreign students and is not planning sufficiently for the new student 
union, he continued." 

I feel that Alex may be making a serious mistake in engaging in this sort of 
dialogue. He risks making the issue larger than it is, turning it into an 
examination of the role of student government on the whole, which we don't 
really need to do at this time. The article describes the student reaction as 
fallows: 

"Ex Com members say that they resented being told what to do by the 
Chancellor's office and maintained they •would not be pushed around. • 

Some members said they would compromise as far as sending another letter 
to Illinois explaining that the Chancellor had vetoed Ex Com's action and 
asking that campu~ to please disregard the first letter. 

Sherriffs said the administration will not take any action until it sees 
what Ex Com does at its regular meeting next Tuesday night. 

··'The meeting was ridiculous, farcical, • one Ex Com member fumed. •" 
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I quote the entire letter from Dave Armor, 

11 Many accusations have been aimed at Ex Com by the administration that the 
student officers have acted irresponsibly by violating the directives. As 
far as I am concerned, I consider this action no more irresponsible than 
Negroes in the South violating laws which force them to sit in the rear of 
the bus. 

Students from all campuses have demonstrated their opposition to the 
directives time and time again: there has been no action indicating a 
revision. Therefore I think it is time for students to act according to 
their conscience. 

Now the issue has changed. The administration is demanding that we 
rescind this action. We were not even requested to do so; we were told. 

If we are to continue the philosophy of student self-government at this 
University; if we are to reject the idea that we are but puppets of the 
administration, then Ex Com must not rescind this motion. 

I •m not advocating revolution or irresponsible defiance; I am merely 
saying that we must stand ground with our conscience. 

I for one will not vote to rescind; I have confidence that Ex Com will do 
the same ... 

The Editor began by quoting the Ex Com resolution and continued as follows: 

11 The above motion had been ruled •a direct violation of the Kerr 
Directives• (as interpreted by the Chancellor) by the Dean of Students. 

The members of Executive Committee (the vote was five to four with the 
Chancellor•s and Faculty reps abstaining) correctly felt that the above 
motion was not a so-called off-campus issue. 

Furthermore, they felt that, whether or not it was an off-campus issue, 
the time had come to challenge the directives. 

The Kerr Directives have been protested by the Daily Californian, the 
Executive Committee and various other student groups as well as members of 
the faculty. 

Everyone has done enough protesting. Now is the time for action against 
the directives. 

Ex Com acted and violated the directives by passing the Koch motion over 
the veto of the Chancellor•s rep. Pressure has been 'placed on members of 
Ex Com for their action. 

Ex Com cannot back down now that such a positive stand has been taken 
against the directives. 

Many people have argued that one cannot correct a law by breaking it. In 
this particular case we disagree with them. 

May 1960- Page 9 



The Kerr Directives were given to the student government without the 
consent of either the governments or the students. The students cannot 
repeal the directives. Their protests have been to no avail. The only 
action left to them is defiance. 

Continued violation of the Kerr Directives will prove to the President 
that the students demand much more of their student governments than the 
sphere of activity granted them by the President." 

Finally, the Senior Editorial Board wrote, 

"Student government at the University is no longer a government; it is an 
'official organ of the University• according to the latest pronouncement 
of the Chancellor's office. 

Student government at Berkeley is facing a crisis, one which could either 
make or break it. 

Yesterday Chancellor Seaberg called a closed meeting of Executive 
Committee to discuss its recent violation of the Kerr Directives. 

Chancellor Seaberg was not present at the meeting but Vice Chancellor Alex 
Sherriffs told Ex Com to rescind its action which violated the directives. 

Sherriffs also said that student government is only an administrative arm 
of the University administration. 

We disagree with this concept of student government. Student government 
should be the official governmental body of students, not a puppet of the 
administration. · 

Ex Com was also told that if it did not rescind its action a drastic 
change in student government cAght occur, that it mig~t become another 
UCLA of 1956 (where the UCLA ancellor took over stu ent government and 
the student newspaper for a few years.) 

The Chancellor has the right to veto any action of Ex Com. And the 
Chancellor should veto the motion himself rather than forcing Ex Com to 
back down from a stand it has taken. 

The issue has become more than academic freedom at the University of 
Illinois, more than the right of Ex Com to take stands on off-campus 
issues. 

The issue is whether or not Ex Com has the right to independent action, 
whether or not Ex Com is a puppet of the administration. 

Ex Com must not rescind the motion. 

Ex Com can either go out with a bang or with a whimper." 

"Puppet of the administration" seems to be the developing slogan. 

Ed Teller wrote to inform me that a number of his Physics 10 students have 
been caught cheating on tests. He and Bill Shepard have agreed that Teller 
might admonish the students and inform them that a repetition of such an 
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occurrence might lead to expulsion from the University. He has not, however, 
given Shepard a list of the students involved, having agreed that if this does 
not reoccur, he will destroy the list. He suspects that stuaents have been 
sending in substitutes to do their book reports. The institution of a new 
system wherein students are required to sign their names has probably put a 
stop to this. It is disturbing that there have been so many incidents of 
cheating at the University recently • 

.Among the letters I signed today were an invitation to serve as Regents • 
Professor in the Graduate School of Business Administration for a semester 
during the academic year 1960-61 to John McCloy and a thank you letter to 
Maurice Mitchell of Encyclopaedia Brittannica Films for permission for David 
Ridgway to devote his time and energies to CHEM Study films. 

I also wrote to Clark Kerr to let him know that we expect to rece1ve the 
Cresap, McCormick & Paget report on the Registrar•s Office reorganization by 
May 16th and will then work with a sub-committee of the CAAC to implement it. 

At ll a.m. I met with Martin Malia and Jim Hart to talk about the chairmanship 
of the His tory Department. 

At ll :30 a.m. Robley Williams and I got together to discuss the Faculty 
Athletic Representative job. I outlined for him the various meetings, boaras, 
pressures, etc., connected with the job--all of which means a man must be 
inclined to be interested in athletic activities before he would want to 
consider such an appointment. He•s going to talk with Frank Kidner about it 
and let me know on Monday. He did seem to indicate an interest. 

Helen and I hosted a luncheon at University House for the occasion of 
presenting the. legislative resolution in honor of Ernest Lawrence to t-'1olly 
Lawrence. Guests included Ed and Elsie t'JCt-'iillan, Don and Millicent Cooksey, 
John and .Amy Lawrence, and Norris Nash and his wife. 

At 3 p.m. I met with E. T. Grether and Bill Fretter to discuss some issues in 
the Business School. 

At 4 p.m. I walked over to Alumni House, where I participated in a rehearsal 
of our "Brutus Hamilton- This is Your Life" skit for the Big C Banquet this 
evening at the Claremont Country Club. 

During the evening I attended the banquet and participated in the skit. I 
read the telegram received this afternoon from President Eisenhower: 

"Through Congressman John F. Baldwin, I have learned of plans to honor 1-'ir. 
Brutu.s Hamilton at the University of California. As leader ana builaer. of 
men, Mr. Hamilton has strengthened the lives of a host of Americans. As 
member and coach of U.S. Olympic Track and Field Teams, his name is 
respected around the world. Please give him my congratulations ana best 
wi.shes." 

Saturday, May 7, 1960 

Stan Thompson and I played a game of golf at the Contra Costa Country Club 
this morning; he shot 87 and I, 86. 
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Dave Beckler called me at 2:10 p.m. to read me the list of names suggested by 
PSAC for member of the Atomic Energy Commission: Lowell T. Coggeshall 
(University of Chicago), Gioacchino Failla (Columbia), A. Baird Hastings 
(Harvard), Robert Loeb (Columbia), W. Randolph Lovelace, II (Albuquerque), 
Francis Schmidt (MIT), Manson Benedict (MIT), Dean C. Richard Soderberg (MIT) 
and Walter Whitman (MIT). 

I had a very long talk with Clark Kerr, beginning at about 9:30 p.m. I 
brought him up to date on the University of Illinois-Directive situation. I 
explained the adverse reaction of all of the ASUC Executive Committee to the 
order to rescind, the suggestion of the Committee to Review the Directives 
that another statement be issued, Frank Newman •s role in supporting the ASUC 
position, etc. He agreed with me that it would be better not to issue another 
statement before the student elections, that the idea of a letter to the 
University of Illinois disowning the first letter was acceptable and that this 
be told to the Executive Committee at their meeting Tuesday night. Also, Bill 
Shepard should give some examples of 1 iberal ization of the rules at the 
meeting (such as Harry Bridges speaking, Adlai Stevenson •s experience in 1956 
[when the rules wouldn't allow him to speak on the campus so he had to speak 
at the West Gate entrance], etc.) and he might also describe the philosophy of 
compulsory membership precluding representing students on political issues. 
He agreed that establishment of a voluntary ASUC wouldn't solve the problem so 
long as the University of California name is used. A Public Affairs Forum 
with the designation of UC as the location (instead of a Public Affairs Forum 
of UC) would be okay in either case, i.e. mandatory or voluntary ASUC. He 
said that the question of the House Un-American Activities Committee could be 
called an on-campus issue since one of our students has been subpoenaed. He 
advocated the general strategy of not dignifying the issue with further 
statements before the student election, keeping them guessing. Then if there 
is no recision on Tuesday night, we might refer the question to the Committee 
on Student Conduct, after the election. He thinks Shepard •s warning to the 
Executive Committee is sufficient warning for that purpose. 

Clark also said that he approved the expenditure of $12,000 for refurbishing 
the Art Gallery. 

I told him that I hope to get Alden Miller for faculty assistant ana he 
remarked that he thinks this would be a good choice. We also agreed that 
Adrian Kragen would be a good Vice Chancellor for one year and that he might 
be made Vice Chancellor for Student Affairs after that. I told him that I 
have asked Robley Williams to accept the Faculty Athletic Representative job. 
He voiced some surprise, since he did not know that Robley is interested in 
athletics, but gave his okay, of course, based on my feeling that Robley is 
articulate and would be effective in that role. 

I raised the question of the College of Engineering writing to schools to say 
that enrollment will be unlimited. Kerr said that he has rescinded that order. 

Sunday, May 8, 1960 

I spent some of the day catching up on readi·ng of scientific journals, etc. 
The Oakland Tribune carried an article, 11 U.C. Court to Smooth Over Student 
Rebuke to Illlno1s", which began, 
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11 The fireworks over who•s running the student body show at the University 
of California are expected to be snuffed out in a campus courtroom on 
Monday, with the administration winning the day over student leaders • 

••• The student court involvement in the dispute came surprisingly as other 
members of the executive committee readied a compromise that was expected 
to save face on both sides at the showdown gathering [referring to the 
Tuesday night meeting]. 

An informal poll of executive committee members today revealed several 
w~re ready to go along with a motion declaring the Third of May Revolution 
as an 11 unofficial act of the university ... 

This resolution would avoid Chancellor Glenn Seaborg•s •rescind or else• 
ultimatum and still the student cry (borrowed from T.S. Eliot) of •Let•s 
go out with a bang, not a whimper. • 

••. Word filtered to student leaders they•d better retreat on their 
condemnation or face some rather unpleasant music- like losing control of 
the student newspaper and government structure • 

••• Several committee members polled agreed with the newspaper•s argument 
[referring to the Dailh Cal•s editorial]- including a few who don•t give a 
hang for Professor Roc 's biological convictions but don•t want to be 
dangled by the U.C. administration. These committee members would vote 
against rescinding- in other words against the administration. 

But Committeeman Pace believes the vote to rescind will never come off. 
His application before the judiciary committee charges the student leaders 
who condemned Illinois with •misconduct in office• and •violating the 
student constitution•. 

Pace said he felt certain the student court would agree with him and then 
inform the University of Illinois the executive committee acted unwisely 
and forget the whole thing, please. 

Dean of Students William Shepard, who only a week ago told reporters that 
he sensed the student body growing restless, was not too unhappy with the 
court procedure news. 

An article in the San Francisco Chronicle reports that the Young Democrats 
(who are holding their statewide convention at the Richelieu Hotel this 
weekend) will consider a resolution calling on Clark Kerr to rescind his 
directives, which some of their members declare to be a violation of free 
speech rights. 

Monday, May 9, 1960 

I spent the morning up at th~ Radiation Laboratory and stayed through the 
lunchtime Chemistry Staff meeting. 

While up on the Hill, I signed a few letters that had been prepared for my 
signature there. A letter went to David Ridgway to tell him how pleased I am 
that Encyclopaedia Brittannica has given him a leave of absence to work with 
us on CHEM Study. 
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In response to a letter from Stephen White, who has been working on the 
Physical Science Study Committee (the Zacharias• Physics project), inquiring 
about opportunities to work with CHEM Study, I wrote to say that we have as 
much staff as we need in this first year of exploratory operations. 

As expected, today•s Daily Cal provided in depth coverage of the continuing 
debate about Ex Com•s resolution on the Koch case and the Kerr Directives. Of 
particular interest was today•s editorial: 

11 We hate to say we told you so but we told you so. 

The screws have been tightened on student government at the Universiy. 

Last week, at the special Executive Con~ittee meeting called by the 
Chancellor, Ex Com was told that it would probably not be allowed to take 
stands on any issues unless the Chancellor gives it special permission. 

The Kerr Directives were originally handed down as a guide line for 
student governments on the various campuses. They were to be interpreted 
liberally to allow student government as much latitude as possible in 
taking stands on issues which effect students as students at the 
University. 

At ttie beginning of this. semester Ex Com was a 11 owed to take a stand 
against Hungarian students being executed, against the NDEA loan 
disclaimer, in support of the Point Four program, sit-in strikes in the 
South, and the Master Plan for higher education. 

Ex Com was told that these issues were within the realm of legitimate 
student concern and that it had every right to take a stand on them. 

Then, all of a sudden the tide turned and the Chancellor•s representative 
was told that his interpretation of the directives was erroneous. 

Thus, Ex Com •violated the Kerr Directives• by taking a stand condemning 
the University of Illinois for a breach in academic freedom by its firing 
of Professor Koch. 

The Chancellor•s office also indicated that Ex Com, in the future, would 
not be allowed to take a stand on such issues as discrimination in 
Berkeley housing, and might not be able to take a stana on academic 
freedom at the University of California. (The Chancellor•s office said it 
had to do some checking on this particular issue because it might be 
within the realm of student interest.) 

The Kerr Directives have now gone far beyond their original purpose when 
they were formulated. We have seen that interpretations of the directives 
can change from day to day; from allowing students to take stands on 
certain vital issues to not allowing them to take stands at all. 

We believe that, in the future, Ex Com will be allowed to take stands on 
only those issues which are in accord with University policy and politics . 

. ·~· 
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Ex Com will be able to take a stand on the Master Plan, if the University 
happens to support it. The committee can oppose the leasing of fv'iemorial 
Stadi urn to the Oak 1 and Pro team because the University is opposed. Ex Com 
may condemn discrimination if the University has a similar policy. 

We do not 1 ike this •mouth-piece • co'nception of student government. We do 
not like the idea that student government must act according to the latest 
whims of the Chancellor's office. 

We sincerely hope that Ex Com will do everything within its power to 
prevent such a conception of student government from becoming a reality. 

The issue has come to the point where either student government or the 
Kerr Directives will have to be altered. 

We hope it will be the Kerr Directives ... 

Other articles included a description of the action being taken by Steve Pace 
in bringing Ex Com•s resolution up to the Student Judicial Committee this 
afternoon and a survey of students which seems to indicate that they do not 
believe that Ex Com is empowered to represent them on off -campus issues and 
yet they are willing to support Ex Com now that it has committed to testing 
the directives. 

Two letters related to this issue arrived in today•s mail. Ernest Besig 
(Executive Director of the American C.ivil Liberties Union of Northern 
California) wrote to request a conference with me, giving as backgrouna for 
this request, 

.. Since meeting with you and Vice Chancellor Alex Sherriffs last June, our 
Board has carefully reviewed the three directives relating to Student 
Government, Student Organizations and the use of University Facilities, as 
amended, and finds itself in disagreement in a few particulars. That 
disagreement i$ underscored by today•s [May 6, 1960] press reports of 
contemplated disciplinary action by the Administration because of the 
resolution adopted by the ASUC Executive Committee concerning the case of 
Professor Leo Koch. If that Committee has not spoken in the name of the 
University, we would seriously question the wisdom of taking disciplinary 
action against the students ... 

I agreed to make an appointment to discuss the matter further. 

Another letter, from psychiatrist Lark Tomei, informs me that he has formed a 
committee to send out several hundred copies of the front page San Francisco 
Chronicle article of May 6, 1960, 

uwe plan to send it to many universities and other professors. Especially 
do we plan to send it to critics of yours and of U.C .•• That U.C., and 
you, should be threatened by a mere student letter is terrifying to those 
of us who look, somewhat sadly, to U.C. for leadership ... 

At 2 p.m. I met with Ted Vermuelen and then at 3 p.m. Kitty Malloy, Alex 
Sherriffs and I got together to go over a number of student affairs issues 
with particular attention to the Koch case, of course. 
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We were interrupted briefly by a phone call from Herm Meister, who asked me to 
provide a recommendation for him for the position of football coach at U.C. 
Santa Barbara. I placed a call to Joseph Lantague at UCSB and told him that 
Meister did a good job for us and was well-liked by the students. Lantague is 
concerned that Meister does not have a Master•s Degree and may be too old for 
the position of head coach; he suggested a slot as an assistant coach might be 
a better fit for him. 

At 4 p.m. I met with Alden Miller and told him that after careful 
consideration of all possible candidates, I would like to have him serve as 
faculty assistant in the Chancellor•s Office. In a general and casual way I 
implied that this could lead to further service in our office, giving as an 
example Bill Fretter•s experience (and, thus, implying that it might lead to a 
vice-chancellorship). I outlined some of the duties and told him that it is a 
half-time job, which carries with it a stipend. He made all the usual 
statements about his work and need to do research, etc., but said that he will 
talk with Fretter and consider it further. 

Helen told me that she had a dental appointment today and that, for once, she 
did not have any chauffeur duties for the kids. 

Tuesday, May 10, 1960 

This morning•s Daily Californian carried news that the Student Judicial 
Committee threw out Steve Pace•s complaint against Ex Com, declaring the issue 
to be too broad for the constitutional article cited by Pace, 

11 This subsection, taken alone as the plaintiff has done in his charge, is 
a provision for extension of powers in such additional areas as may be 
delegated to the Committee by the President, or by his representative, the 
Chancellor. It is not a limitation on the other subsections of Article 
III, Section 4. The complaint is therefore dismissed. There was no 
dissenting vote. 

The complaint does not raise, nor do we reach, the issue of whether other 
portions of the Constitution authorize the resolution in question. Nor 
have we considered the effect on the Constitution of the President•s 
Regulation on Student Government of October 22, 1959. 11 

Another article reports that a student referendum asking students, 11 Should the 
University of Illinois have dismissed Professor Koch for expressing his 
views? 11 may be placed on this week•s student election ballot. According to 
the Daily Cal article, 

11This question, in effect, asks two questions. The answers of these 
questions could decide the fate of the student government at the 
University. 

The question asks, •what is the importance, to students at the University 
of academic freedom?• 

If the answer which the majority of students give to the referendum 
questions is •yes•, then Ex Com may declare that, the Kerr Directives on 
student government are invalid in this case; the Kerr Directives are basea 
on the non-representative character of student government." 
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Sections of ACLU Ernest Besig•s letter to me requesting an appointment and 
commenting on the Kerr Directives were quoted in today•s paper. 

There was also a letter from Leo Koch to Dave Armor: 

"Dear Sir: 

I consider myself duly honored by my Alma Mater for having been the 
recipient of your excellent resolution, dated 4 May. 

A news broadcast here announced that the University of California had 
tried to interfere with the passage of your resolution. 

Evidently the administration there has not changed much since the time of 
my undergraduate stay there! 

Thought you might like to know of the action here by a group of graduate 
students. The chorus now also includes the University of Michigan and 
Iowa State University. 

Outstanding psychologists and marriage counsellors such as Albert Ellis 
and Robert A. Harper have openly supported my stand on the question of 
premarital sex. 

Hundreds of supporters have voiced their opinion on the question of 
academic freedom. 

This is but one of four gross error [sic] of judgment this year by the 
present University administration. One wonders how long it can go on this 
w~. 

Congratulations on your support. I am more and more convinced that there 
is nothing wrong with the present college student generation except the 
example and teachings of their parents and professors! 

Sincerely, 

Leo Koch" 

The editorial reads: 

"A lot of people here seem to be confused about the issues involved in the 
present Executive Committee-University Administration disagreement. 

The issue is not that of whether or not Ex Com has the right to represent 
student opinion or to take a stand on the issue of free love as has been 
stated by some of the Bay Area newspapers. 

Ex Com did not take a stand on free love when they passed the so-called 
•Koch motion• at their meeting last week, Ex Com has no desire to voice 
their views on free love. 
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The motion that was passed by the members of Ex Com last week protestea 
the violation of academic freedom by the University of Illinois when they 
fired Professor Leo Koch for stating his views on pre-marital sex 
relations. 

The motion only discussed the basic concepts of academic freedom and 
condemned the actions of the University of Illinois. The motion read in 
part: 'Whereas, the University as an institution should, by its very 
nature, encourage freedom of thought and expression, and .•• • 

'Whereas, if the dissenting or unpopular voice is stifled, there is no 
truth- merely un-tested dogma, and ••• • 

'Whereas, the University of Illinois has violated this academic freedom by 
firing Professor Leo F. Koch for his expressed views on sex,• ••• 

The motion does not support free love, as can be seen by the above 
excerpts. 

However, the issue in the battle between Ex Com and the Administration is 
no longer one of academic freedom nor one of the right of Ex Com to take 
stands on off-campus issues as defined in the Kerr Directives. 

It is true that Ex Com passed the motion on academic freedom over the 
warning of the Chancellor's representative who said that the motion was 
'in direct violation of the Kerr Directives. • 

It is also true that Ex Com maintained that academic freedom can never be 
an off-campus issue whenever and wherever a violation of it occurs. 

But, it is also true that the Chancellor's office demanded that Ex Com 
rescind their action even though the Chancellor has the right to veto any 
action of Ex Com at any time. 

When the Chancellor•s office issued the ultimatum •rescind or else• to the 
members of Ex Com, the issue became one of whether Ex Com had the right to 
independent action, of whether Ex Com was the mouth piece or the puppet of 
the University administration. 

At that time the members of Ex Com decided they would not be the puppets 
of the administration. Whether their decision will still stand will be 
decided at the Ex Com meeting tonight. 

Thus, the issue grew from that of academic freedom to off-campus issues, 
from the Kerr Directives to the right of independent action. The issue 
has now grown further- to a basic conflict in the philosophy of the role 
of student government at the University of California at Berkeley. 

The University administration views student government as an 
administrative arm of the University administration. (A statement by Alex 
Sherriffs, Vice Chancellor of Student Affairs, at a meeting with Ex Com 
members last week.) 

The University believes that the students need and should have a certain 
amount of goods and services provided for them. These goods and services 
include an activities program, a student union, student publications, a 
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student store and included athletics until they were put under the 
University a few months ago. 

The administration believes that the students are the best qualified 
persons to administer these goods and services since students know 
student•s needs better than administrators do. 

However, there is another philosophy of student government to which we 
adhere. This philosophy recognizes the delegated powers and areas of 
cultural, recreational and educational activities delegated to the student 
governments by the administration. It also agrees that the President or 
his representative does have final authority in these areas. 

But, it also maintains that the members of Ex Com were elected by the 
students to represent their interests in other areas also. It maintains 
that student government has a responsibility to represent student 

·interests in those areas of vital concern to students. 

It maintains the student governments must not be puppets of the 
administration in those areas outside of the delegated powers. 

Thus, Ex Com cannot and must not give in to the Chancellor•s office 
ultimatum of •rescind or else• ." 

Five faculty members (Charles G. Sellers, Jr., Thomas S. Kuhn, Lloyd Ulman, 
Henry Rosovsky and Kenneth M. Stampp) signed the following letter to the Daily 
Ca 1: 

"As members of the faculty of the University of California, we take this 
means of congratulating Executive Committee for its courageous assertion 
of its right to declare itself on these •off-campus• issues about which 
all university students have a legitimate, indeed a vital, concern. 

Ex Com•s resolution in re Professor Koch declares that: 1 The University as 
an institution should, by its very nature, encourage freedom of thought 
and express ion. • 

Whatever the merits of the Koch case, it is both tragic and ironic that 
this very resolution has provided the occasion for restricting the great 
principle on which it is based. 

The irony and tragedy are heightened by the fact that the University and 
its administration are sincerely devoted to intellectual freedom. More 
than at most universities, perhaps, our faculty and students are free to 
hear and individually to express a wide range of opinions. 

As teachers we especially rejoice that our students manifest a lively 
concern over such issues as racial integration and academic freedom. By 
doing so they keep alive an atmosphere of intellectual vitality and 
involvement with the issues of our day and reassure us that ours is a 
great and true university. 

This makes it more regrettable that the one agency elected by the whole 
undergraduate body is forbidden to give expression to such concerns. 
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While many aspects of the Kerr Directives seem to us constructive, we are 
convinced that in prohibiting such expression the Directives have gone too 
far. 

Even granting a certain logic to the kind of restriction imposed on Ex 
Com, it would be far better to leave it for the students themselves to 
decide how far their representative body should go with respect to 
•off-campus• issues. 

Studerit action on sensitive issues is bound to create embarrassment and, 
occasionally, acute public-relations problems for any university. Yet a 
great university manifests its true character most clearly by its 
willingness to risk such embarrassment and to defend those who cause it 
against both public and internal censure. 

And certainly students may be expected to act more responsibly in this 
area if they are made responsible, instead of being hedged about with 
restrictions, admonitions and threats. 

We are particularly disturbed by the administration•s disposition to treat 
Ex Com•s action as a simple case of juvenile insubordination. If 
responsible reports be true, students are to be reduced to docility by 
threats to emasculate ASUC or even to take reprisals against individual 
student leaders. 

The administration seems shocked by •the violations of rules in an era 
when we are gravely concerned about cheating and vandalism•. Yet open and 
explicit violation is a traditional AAierican method of o"pposing 
restrictive legislation. 

We ourselves are deeply shocked by the moral obtuseness that equates such 
resistance with cheating and vandalism. 

It is high time we stop treating students like children. True, like 
professors and even administrators, students will make mistakes, sometimes 
serious ones. But the freedom to make mistakes and to learn from them is 
one of the unique educational advantages afforded by a true university 
community. And judged on its past performance, Ex Com--again like 
administrators and professors--is far more likely to err on the side of 
caution and contentment with the· status quo than on the side of moral 
indignation and action. 

Ex Com • s courage in a good cause wi 11 be poorly rewarded if the issue is 
decided by a naked assertion of administrative authority. We hope that no 
such action will be taken before the faculty, which is certainly an 
interested party, has time to express its views. 

The signers of this letter are seeking to procure faculty consideration of 
this matter, looking toward a full interchange of faculty, student and 
administrative views. 

From such an interchange might come better agreement as to what policies 
would square most nearly with·the principle we uphold: •That the 
University as an institution should, by its very nature, encourage freedom 
of thought and expression." 

May 1960- Page 20 



Another article quoted Assistant Professor of History Richard B. Drinnon, 

"The present interpretation of the Kerr Directives may well strengthen the 
quiet conviction of many that democracy is dead. Unless firm opposition 
is maintained, student government will in truth become a farce; benevolent 
rule by liberal administrators will not make it less farcical." 

It also quoted statements by Raymond Sontag and Bob Cockrell supporting the 
Kerr Directives and the administration•s stand on the Ex Com action in 
defiance of them. 

I paid less serious attention to an "As I See It" column written by one Bob 
Coppack, which discusses the strategy of Ex Com•s use of this issue and makes 
some strong comments about personalities. For example, 

" ••• Vice Chancellor Sherriffs can command unified support of the 
administration, especially if public support is on his side. Although he 
would deny it vehemently, his actions indicate that he views student 
government as a good training ground for leaders, because the trainees can 
go through the motions without doing any harm. It•s his job to see no 
harm is done. 

Of course, we are seeing. the expected syndrome here. Sherriffs, a man who 
has confessed to not having the guts to stand up to the Regents on the 
loyalty oath issue, would be expected to be annoyed by those who stand up 
to him on the Kerr Directives issue. 

His immediate boss, Glenn Seaberg, is living proof that a good nuclear 
chemist is not necessarily a good administrator. It is Seaberg who has to 
say most of the unpleasant things and he obviously has little grasp of the 
problem. In fact, there is little indication that he is very redhot on 
the subject of academic freedom anyway." 

I signed a number of letters this morning. Among them were a letter to Clark 
Kerr informing him of the progress of our plans for the Marine Biological 
Laboratory; a letter to Harry Wellman seeking approval to offer an above-seale 
salary to Alex Inkeles for an appointment as Professor of Sociology ana Social 
Institutions prior to approval of this by the Regents; a notice to all deans, 
directors, department chairmen and administrators informing them of the May 
25th open meeting on the Master Plan for landscape development of the campus 
and asking them to invite faculty and nonacademic staff who are interestea to 
attend; and a letter to George Schroth expressing deep regret that his wife•s 
health has dictated that he must leave the University for a more agreeable 
climate and give up his position as head coach of our swimming and water polo 
teams (to which I added my personal gratitude that he managed to teach several 
of our children to swim despite their lack of aptitude). 

I also signed an excellent letter, drafted by Bill Fretter, responding to the 
inquiry of April 15, 1960 from Congressman Carl Elliott about my opinion 
regarding the National Defense Education Act. Elliott mentioned that during 
the debate about appropriations for the NDEA several congressmen questioned 
the judgement of the U.S. Office of Education in providing funding for a 
number of graduate programs in such fields as Music, Drama and Folklore and 
expressed the opinion that this money should be limited to sciences, 
mathematics and engineering ("areas that are clearly defense-related"). The 
letter quoted the Act and went on to say, 
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11 It was thus the view of the framers of the Act that the challenge we face 
in these times is a total educational and cultural challenge, not only a 
matter of weapons and their supporting technology, and that therefore the 
educational program of the Act should be comprehensive and balanced rather 
than narrow and technical. Not only physical and material security is at 
stake; our entire democratic way of life is challenged. To meet this 
challenge, a policy related to the general needs of our educational 
program must recognize that student scientists and engineers equally with 
humanist, social science, and professional students require teachers 
trained in basic discipline and cultural subject field areas, as well as 
in their specialties, if they are to play a full role as citizens as well 
as specialists. I believe that the different emphasis suggested by· some 
in the debate would endanger our established national pattern of education 
so vital to our democratic society. 

The preservation and development of our democratic society and culture and 
values and their presentation to the rest of the world, particularly to 
the awakening uncommitted nations, depend on our cultivation of their 
every aspect. Our values as reflected in literature, art and music may, 
in the long run, be as important as defense power in the image of the 
United States as a leader among nations. The production of our 
institutions of higher learning of potential politicians, diplomats, 
administrators, artists, writers, musicians, lawyers, doctors, architects 
and teachers of all levels and specialism, is as vital to true security as 
the product ion of scientists and engineers. 11 

I added my criticism of the provisions of the Act only for new and expanded 
programs, ignoring the needs of already strong programs. 

I presided over a meeting of my Cabinet at noon. As might be expected, most 
of our time was devoted to a discussion of the Kerr Directives controversy. I 
asked that all three Vice Chancellors be present at the Academic Senate 
meeting (which I will miss due to a PSAC meeting) on May 16th, to answer any 
questions that might arise on this issue. 

Adrian Kragen raised the question of timing on clearing reorganization of 
athletics with the ASUC Executive Committee. It was decided that the 
recommendations should go to Finance Committee first and that Kragen will meet 
with the Committee. 

I announced that the building program for 1961-66 as recommended by the 
Statewide Coordinating Committee is available for review by Cabinet members 
and suggested that they recommend revisions (within the 1 imit of the total 
dollars) by May 20th. 

A courtesy visit with Dr. Bashir El-Azma {Minister of Health of the United 
Arab Republic) was scheduled for 2:45p.m., but for some reason he did not 
show up. 

I met with Lincoln Constance, as scheduled, at 3 p.m. Bill Fretter, Jim Hart 
and David Boyden joined us for the first part of our meeting. There was a 
discussion of certain problems that appear to be threatening the integrity and 
quality of the Griller Quartet. It was decided that Jim Hart will call a 
meeting to discuss this further. 
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I shared the letter I recently received from Mark Scharer, making his 
acceptance of the position of Chairman of the English Depar~ment more or less 
conditional on the reclassification of two nonacademic administrative 
employees, and told Lincoln that I will send it on to Clark Kerr for his 
dec.i s ion. 

Since Don Mclaughlin did not arrive until late, I presided over the first part 
of the Committee on Campus Planning meeting, which began at 4 p.m. Most of 
the business we conducted was of an extremely routine nature. 

Of special interest was a discussion of the hill area behind the School for 
the Blind. It was noted that if the the City of Berkeley's recreation bond 
issue passes in the June 7th municipal election, the City may purchase this 
land, which has been of interest to the University for a while. Louis DeMonte 
expressed the opinion that this would be a proper use for the land, as open 
space and a recreational area. 

Lionel Viales also made a presentation about physical plans for the Lawrence 
Hall of Science and campaigns to raise the money for it. It was also pointed 
out that there is still a remote possibility that the LHS may be tied in with 
the City of Oakland Museum and Arts Center being planned for the Lake Merritt 
area there. 

Pete went to his dancing class this evening. 

Later in the evening I received a telephone call from a reporter at the San 
Francisco Chronicle, who informed me that Ex Com voted 7-6 not to rescin~ts 
resolution regarding the Koch case and asked me for my comments, which I 
refused to give .• 

Wednesday, May 11, 1960 

My "Continental Classroom" Physics lecture was broadcast this morning; 
however, I didn't get up early enough to see it nor did any of the kids. It 
is enough of a production to get everyone off to school in the morning without 
adding television into the early morning schedule. 

This morning's San Francisco Chronicle carried the news of the vote against 
rescinding the resolution regarding the University of Illinois' firing of Leo 
Koch. The ~ext of last night's resolution read: 

"That the executive committee believes that its members must have freedom 
to vote in any way that they see fit ••• A mandate from the University 
Administration to rescind any given motion cannot be reconciled with the 
basic precepts of democratic procedure." 

According to this article, the students wound up the resolution by requesting 
a meeting with Clark Kerr and me to discuss the directives in more detail. 

As soon as I arrived in my office in Dwinelle, I read the Daily Cal to see 
what they had written about last night's meeting and the continuing 
controversy with Ex Com. The newspaper quotes in full a letter which they say 
Ex Com will be sending to me. The only new information (in addition to what I 
read in the Chronicle this morning) added is the following paragraph: 
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11 Further, the Executive Committee takes this opportunity to renew its 
opposition to the Presidential Directives on student government, and to 
assert that it believes that students themselves should determine the 
scope of their government ... 

Also of interest was the front page article describing petitions and planned 
protests against the meeting of the House Un-American Activities Committee in 
San Francisco next week. According to the article, 300 U.C. faculty members 
have already signed a petition criticizing 11harassment of educators 11

• 

I signed a letter to Vern Knudsen, who is retiring as Chancellor of UCLA, 
recalling our association over the years and expressing my best wishes for his 
retirement: 

11 I remember with special clarity the fall of 1929, which marked the move 
of the University in Los Angeles to its new campus in Westwood. You as a 
faculty member, and I as a freshman, shared the dust of the temporary 
parking lot on Hilgard and the mud of the open field between Royce Hall 
and the Library; viewed with possibly the same mixture of amusement and 
respect the 'new' Founders' Rock; watched 'Alec' try with staunch Scotch 
determination to coax a few shoots of ivy up the bare brick walls. Those 
pioneer days held many of us together, faculty, students and employees, in 
a rapport possible only to the, in those days, small campus. 

We have since had the satisfaction of seeing UCLA grow--first, through the 
establishment in 1933 of graduate work, which I partook of briefly but 
sufficiently to become well acquainted with the first Dean of the Graduate 
Division. You have called this step the 'big leap', which it proved to 
be, for with the subsequent initiation of graduate work in the 
professions, it was inevitable that UCLA would rapidly thereafter attain 
the national stature it has since achieved. 

Finally, to our mutual surprise, we became fellow chancellors, and the 
past association took on a new dimension. r have found our relationship 
over recent years even more pleasant than before, recalling no issue on 
which we differed to any important degree. Your wisdom and humor have 
served as a catalyst in many controversial situations, and I have learned 
as many lessons from you in this latest capacity as I did when a student ... 

I read an extremely disturbing letter from Registrar Clinton Gilliam informing 
me that the midterm grades for the Accelerated High School Student Program 
were very poor and so far it looks like this program is anything but a 
success. He attached some tables comparing the midterm grades at our campus 
with the first semester final grades of a similar group at UCLA, expressing 
the hope that these grades will improve by finals, but anticipating that if 
they do not, we will look 11Very sad in the obvious comparisons that will 
follow .... He noted that advisors have told him that none of their stuaents 
have indicated any problems when asked about their· progress. Perhaps this 
information will serve the advisors in prompting more honest discussions. 

I read with interest a long confidential letter from Hardin Jones detailing 
the his tory of efforts over the past few years to 11WOO 11 the rep 1 a cement for 
the Oakland Veterans Hospital to an area in close proximity to the Berkeley 
campus in order to collaborate closely with the medical researchers here, 
taking advantage of VA clinical facilities. Hardin provides quite a 
background on these efforts and on the reasons that they have failed in the 
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past and asks me to speak with Richard Nixon about the matter before the 
closed S~nate hearings scheduled for May 16th in Washington. 

A letter from John Whinnery recommends the appointment of Samuel Schaaf as 
Chairman of the Department of Mechanical Engineering (a responsibility of 
which Clyne Garland has asked to be relieved so that he might concentrate more 
of his energies in his role as Associate Dean of the College of Engineering); 
I approved this request and his statement that he feels it is better not to 
make any substantial organizational changes in the Department at this time. 

The Chancellor's Advisory Administrative Council met at 12:15 p.m. Attending 
as guests of the Council were Vernon DeMars (Chairman of the Architecture 
Department), Louis Henyey (Chairman of the Astronomy Department), Frank 
Violich (Chairman of the Department of City and Regional Planning), G. B. 
Bodman (Acting Dean of the College of Agriculture), Thomas Church (Consulting 
Landscape Architect) and Allen Ribera (Church's assistant). 

After a series of fairly routine announcements and some discussi.on of public 
ceremonies plans for the campus, Thomas Church presented the long range plan 
for landscape improvement which he and his staff have developed. I pointed 
out that this plan is an overall program, not just one more to be added to the 
collection of previous sporadic efforts at landscape planning ana that since 
this is the case, any suggestions for this plan should be made now, before it 
is approved. -

It is not surprising that the balance of our meeting was consumed by 
discuss ion of the Kerr Directives controversy. Alex Sherriffs pres en tea 
background on this issue, on which most of those present seemed to support the 
Administration view. 

At 3:15p.m. the Academic Advisory Canmittee meeting began. All members were 
present except for Earl Parker, who was represented by W. D. Gwinn. The first 
part of the meeting was devoted to a discussion of the accreditation report of 
the Western College Association and then, needless to say, we went on to 
discuss the current campus controversy in aetai 1. Our meeting adjourned at 
just about 6 p.m. 

Helen told me that she took Pete and Lynne to Dr. Redmond's office this 
morning and then attended the Chemistry Department tea at the Palmers•. 

Thursday, May 12, 1960 

Once again, the Daily Cal is full of news of student protest. Students are 
organizing a rally at noon today in Union Square to protest the House 
Committee on Un-American Activities hearings this week and the fact that one 
of our students, Douglas Wachter, has been subpoenaed. It quotes Wachter as 
saying that he does not know why they picked his name and goes on to 1 ist some 
of his activities which may be the answer to that question: n1embership in 
Stiles Hall and SLATE, picketing with CORE (Canmittee on Racial Equality) at 
Kress and Woolworth stores, and the march from San Francisco to San Quentin 
last February to protest Caryl Chessman's scheduled execution. 

The text of the faculty petition regarding the HCUA is also printed: 
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11We, the undersigned, feeling a specialobligation as educators based on 
our experience as University faculty members, call attention to the 
insidious and harmful effects produced by the House Un-American Activities 
Committee. By subjecting teachers to the humiliating and useless ordeal 
of a publicized appearance for questioning, the Committee adds to the 
reluctance of many competent individuals to enter the teaching 
profession. Furthermore, the Canmittee, whether it so intends or not, 
operates to punish teachers for their personal association and opinions. 
Justice Black of the United States Supreme Court has said • ••• exposure 
and punishment is the aim of this Committee and the reason for its 
existence.• Such treatment deters teachers and others fran examining 
important questions of the day with an open mind and from choosing their 
associates freely. Deprived thus of the advantages which flow from 
freedom of thought we are less able to meet the challenge of the times. 

In June 1957 the State Bar of California spoke out in opposition to this 
Committee•s techniques. In 1959 the aroused citizens of the Bay Area 
joined to discourage the Canmittee from holding its widely publicized 
hearings. In 1960, in addition to teachers, individuals working for the 
rights of minority groups and others who openly challenge the propriety of 
the Committee•s tactics have been subpoenaed. We hope the citizens of the 
Bay Area will again make known their opposition to the harassment engaged 
in by this Committee. 11 

On the Koch-Ex Com case, there is news that the Student Judicial Committee is 
being asked to review the appropriateness of the Ex Com action in passing the 
resolution.on the Koch case, once more, this time based on a different article 
of the ASUC constitution. There is also a report that Ex Com will establish a 
forum to debate off-campus issues; the rules for this forum appear a little 
complicated. 

I was surprised that no students attended my Student Office Hour today; I was 
prepared to be cornered by them and asked to defend the administration 
position on the current controversy. 

I signed a couple of letters: one, forwarding the priority groupings of 
recommendations for over-maximum merit increases for the Berkeley campus to 
Harry Wellman; one, appointing Samuel A. Schaaf Chairman of the Department of 
Mechanical Engineering; and another, re-appointing T. C. Brayer Vice-Chairman 
of the Department of Soils & Plant Nutrition. 

Helen arrived at my office a little before noon and we walked together to the 
Faculty Club, where we had lunch with Colonel and Mrs. J. T. Malloy. t"ialloy 
is a member of the Military Science and Tactics Department which put on the 
annual ceremonial 11 Chancellor•s Review 11

, when the ROTC students march, this 
afternoon, beginning at 1:10 p.m. As Chancellor, I stood and watched as the 
drill teams for the Army, Air Force and Navy ROTC units marched by. 

Helen drove back to Lafayette, to attend a book review session at the Jewish 
Community Center, as Lee Perlman•s guest. She returned to Berkeley at about 4 
p.m. to go with me to the ceremony-tea on the occasion of the presentation of 
a portrait of the late Farnham P. Griffiths (alumnus, former secretary to 
Benjamin Ide Wheeler, former faculty member and former Regent) at Griffiths 
Hall. Clark Kerr made the opening remarks and introduced Robert Gordon 
Sproul, who eulogized Griffiths and then formally presented the portrait to me 
as the Berkeley campus representative. Mrs. Griffiths was present and posed 
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with us for newspaper photographs. There were a 1 so about 200 guests, 
including the student residents of the Hall. 

At home in the evening I read some correspondence from my Chancellor •s 
Office. I was disappointed to read a long letter from Alden Miller detailing 
his reasons for declining my invitation to become my faculty assistant, which 
are mostly his desire to pursue his research. 

Friday, May 13, 1960 

This morning•s Daily Cal editorial commented on the resolution passed by Ex 
Com on Tuesday night: 

"Ex Com has requested a meeting with the President and the Chancellor and 
we hope that the meeting will be held within the next week. 

At this meeting a real attempt should be made by all parties to work out a 
consistent, liberal interpretation of the term •off-campus• which would 
allow Ex Com to take stands on those issues of the day which are of vital 
and direct concern to students in their role of students. 

We would 1 ike to see the term •off-campus • removed from the Kerr 
Directives entirely since we feel that there is no such things as an 
• off-campus • issue. 

However, this seems to be impossible at the present time since the 
administration has decided that there are such ·things as •off-campus• 
issues. --

A step in the right direction will have been taken if the administration 
does accept a consistent and 1 iberal interpretation of the term 
•off-campus•- an interpretation which will allow Ex Com freedom of action 
in working for and representing the interests and welfare of students." 

There was also fairly extensive coverage of the HUAC hearings in San Francisco 
yesterday, at which our student Douglas Wachter was questionea. In the 
opinion of the student reporter, Wachter handled himself very intelligently 
and courteously, invoking his first and fifth amendment rights. 

I signed the following letter to ASUC President Dave Armor: 

"Since the Executive Committee of the Associated Students of the 
University of California, Berkeley, in its action of t'1ay 3, 1960 exceeded 
the limits of its authority, I hereby declare this action null and void 
and am so informing the President of the University of Illinois by carbon 
copy of this letter. 

I regret that the Executive Committee chose this deliberate action ana arn 
extremely disappointed in those responsible for it. 

I have asked the Student Affairs Committee to study the entire problem. 

Your letter of May 11 is acknowledged. I will discuss your request with 
President Kerr and you may expect an answer before long." 
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(The last paragraph refers to a request for a meeting with me and Kerr.) I 
have been trying for the last week or so to come up with a solution to the 
dilemma posed by the issuance essentially by Vice Chancellor Alex Sherriffs of 
an ultimatum that the Executive Committee of the ASUC rescind its action of 
support for Leo Koch of the University of Illinois. Unfortunately, the 
ultimatum was worded "rescind or else", implying some definite move by the 
Chancellor's Office if the action was not rescinded. Assisted by a suggestion 
that has been made, I have decided that the simplest and at the same time most 
effective move is to declare the action of the Executive Committee null and 
void. I realize that this is substantively meaningless but at the same time 
it is very clear that it constitutes an answer, to our "or else" action, in 
response to their decision not to rescind the action. In my view, this 
declaration will certainly put an effective ena to this particular controversy. 

I sent a letter, drafted by my graduate student Vic Viola, in response to a 
letter of May 2, 1960 from Physics Professor William A. Fowler of CalTech. In 
connection with his estimate of the duration of nucleosynthesis of the 
chemical elements he is interested in the relative rates for the decay of 
Mv259 by spontaneous fission and alpha particle emission as estimated in the 
two publications "Nuclear Thermodynamics of the Heaviest Elements" by me and 
my coworkers (Richard Glass and Stanley Thompson in 1955 and Bruce Foreman in 
1958). I pointed out that if we take into account the expected retardation 
factor for spontaneous fission the half-lives for both processes (spontaneous 
fission and alpha particle emission) are estimated to be of the same order of 
magnitude for Mv259. He assumed a predominant decay by spontaneous fission, 
whereas predominant decay by alpha particle emission could change his estimate 
of the duration of nucleosynthesis by approximately 1 billion years out of 6.9 
bi 11 ion years. 

I met with John Clausen at 10:30 a.m. (with Maribel Montgomery sitting in) to 
explore the question of his accepting the directorship of the Institute for 
Human Development. He expressed his concern about having Hardin Jones as 
Associate Director of the Institute for Human Development; he doesn't think 
that Jones has the qualities of responsibility required and mentioned that 
both the NIH people and the site selection committee are unfavorably impressed 
by the project on aging and NIH will probably turn it down. Clausen also 
doubts that Hardin Jones has an interest in the day-to-day running of the 
Institute, which is the area in which Clausen thinks he will need the most 
help from an Associate Director. I suggested that he might have another 
associate director for this area. Jones might serve with the title of 
Associate Director but be primarily responsible for his own project and I 
remarked that we wouldn't be unhappy if Jones could start his project at a 
lower level than the requested $400,000. 

Clausen also said that he is bothered by the role of the Advisory Committee. 
He has found a wide range of opinions within the present Advisory Committee 
and has doubts about how effective it might be in reporting to me unless he 
also sits on it. I said that I feel that once he is appointed, with my 
backing for the program, the committee will probably be reconstituted with his 
advice and he would probably be asked to sit in on some of its meetings. 

We then talked about the issue of salary. After he left, I suggested to 
Maribel that we offer Clausen a position as Professor Step III on an 11-month 
basis and that we go ahead with the review. 
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Just before 11 a.m. I received a phone call from Harvey White, who said that 
he thinks a one month delay in a meeting of the EOL Memorial Committee is too 
long. He suggested that we tell Clay Bedford that we favor a campus site, in 
such a diplomatic way that we keep the support of the City of Oakland and the 
businessmen in that community who have expressed interest in the Lawrence Hall 
of Science. He said that he has also asked Lionel Viales to talk with Ed 
Pauley and Ed Carter on Tuesday before the meeting to brief them on the 
progress and present status of our plans, with which I agreed. 

At 11 a.m. I received a call from Darol Froman (Acting Director of Los 
Alamos). He said that he saw our notice in the Universit~ Bulletin regarding 
a Business and Finance Officer for the Berkeley campus an suggested that Les 
Hawkins (Budget Officer of Los Alamos) should be considered for this 
position. He mentioned that Hawkins worked with Wellman for a semester and 
that we might ask Wellman and Underhill for references. Froman said he will 
send us information on Hawkins• history, salary, etc. He said that they would 
like to keep Hawkins at Los Alamos, but also feel that he should be given an 
opportunity for advancement. 

I called Alden Miller at 2:20 p.m. to express my disappointment in rece1v1ng 
his letter declining my offer of a faculty assistantship; I urged him to think 
about it some more for a couple of days. 

At 3 p.m. I met with Clay Bedford, who told me about the interest in 
establishing a science and teaching facility on the Snow Museum property 
(along with the Oakland Museum, etc.) near the Kaiser Center in Oakland. The 
idea would be for Oakland to help raise the money for constructing the 
facility and for the University to raise funds and be responsible for its. 
operation. He said that there has been interest in this idea for at least six 
months or a year, but that they cannot get a necessary resolution before the 
Oakland City Council before Wednesday and could not get the matter settled 
before the November elections, in any case. He also said that no officer will 
be available for the Regents Meeting on Wednesday; I said that I would make 
certain that the Regents are informed about the proposal. 

Dan Wilkes came into my office this afternoon, very excited, to tell me about 
the student·riots at San Francisco City Hall in connection with the hearings 
of the House Committee on Un-American Activities this afternoon. According to 
reports the police turned fire hoses on the demonstrators, forcing them down 
the staircase, and over 60 people were arrested and several of the protesters 
and police were injured. It is apparent that a number of our students were 
among both groups (those arrested and those injured). 

I talked by telephone with Clark Kerr about this development and we decided to 
issue at 6 p.m. the following statement, responding to the prevalent attitude 
that we (the University administration) have somehow failed by not being 
better able to "control" our students: 

"Any University of California students among the demonstrators at the 
Committee hearings were there as private individuals or as members of 
voluntary organizations. They were not in any way representing the 
University or the ~tudent Association. Th~ir actions as individuals off 
campus on non-University matters are outside the sphere of the University." 
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Saturday, May 14, 1960 

Today•s papers were full of yesterday•s riot in San Francisco. The final 
total of people arrested yesterday was 64, most of whom were students here at 
the Berkeley campus. There is a lot of speculation that the riot was the work 
of Communist agitators, which seems to me to be something very difficult to 
prove br disprove. 

I learned that there are plans for Dan Wilkes to release to the press tomorrow 
a packet of copies of relevant documents along with a cover letter explaining 
the University•s desire to make sure that they have full information and that 
this issue does not continue to be 11 Somewhat clouded by peripheral questions 11 

and the following statement to all students from Clark Kerr: 

11 This statement is concerned with the problem involved in the protection 
of individual students in their rights not to be represented in the area 
of opinion and belief by student governments with compulsory membership. 

The present controversy on the Berkeley campus about this question seems 
to me particularly regrettable, because I am convinced that the interested 
parties--students, faculty members, and administrators--generally show the 
same deep regard for individual rights and academic freedom. A majority 
of Executive Committee at Berkeley has recently in its actions been 
motivated by a concern for its rights of expression as a committee. This 
is of concern to me. But I am likewise concerned about the rights of the 
individual as against the authority of the group, especially when the 
individual may by force of circumstance be a compulsory member of that 
group.. I would hope that the members of Executive Committee at Berkeley 
would share my concern over the propriety of their actions in 
•representing the students of the University of California• in the area of 
opinion and belief. 

Since this controversy has been of interest to students on all campuses, I 
am addressing these comments to all our students with the earnest hope 
they will give them their consideration. 

In the particular area now concerning us, the policy reads: •No individual 
student or student organization will be granted the use of University 
facilities to carry on propaganda for or against a cause or movement 
having no direct concern with student affairs on campus.• 

The present rules permit individual students and voluntary student 
organizations to take positions on off-campus issues so long as they do 
not violate any law and so long as they •shall take reasonable precautions 
to make clear that they are not acting in the name of the University or 
with its approval or sponsorship and that they do not represent the 
student body as a whole.• 

Student governments with compulsory members are, however, limited by the 
present rules which read, in part: •student governments are established by 
the University for the purpose of conducting student affairs on the 
campuses. Students with widely varying political, religious and economic 
viewpoints give them financial support; hence it is certainly not 
appropriate to permit student governments to speak either for the 
University or for the student body with reference to the off-campus 
political, religious, economic, international or other issues of the time. • 
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It should be noted that this does not limit expression of op1n1on by 
student leaders speaking in their individual capacities; but they may not 
act •representing the students of the University of California.• May I 
repeat in this connection a paragraph from a statement I made last Fall: 

•It should be clearly understood that the University will not use its 
power of compulsion to force students to belong to an organization 
devoted to political expression and operating in the area of opinion 
and belief, such as a few individuals on a few campuses now wish to 
accomplish this purpose by transforming our student government 
associations into instruments of political action. Political action 
should be through voluntary not compulsory associations. Nor will 
the University permit its name to be used to further political causes 
or candidates. This would not be the use of the University for its 
educational mission but exploitation of its name for political 
purposes. Nor would it be wise, in any event, to combine in the same 
organization the function of student government with efforts at mass 
political action. There are other and more appropriate means for 
expression of such interests. If these views of the University were 
not abundantly clear before, they should be now.• 

This refusal to grant to student governments with compulsory memberships 
the power to represent the student bodies on off-campus issues does not 
end the problem. As I stated last Fall, it is quite appropriate to have 
on the campuses voluntary organizations through which students desiring to 
do so may debate off-campus issues and make known their views. This may 
be done through the creation of new student organizations, such as the one 
just now being established at Berkeley. Or it may be done through 
abandoning the traditional University of California concept of student 
government, substituting for it voluntary student organizations freed from 
the responsibilities and limitations of administrative authority. The 
functions and form of student government on each of the campuses need not 
be the same. 

Obviously this whole matter deserves careful study by faculty, students 
and administrators. In the meantime it should be understood that student 
governments are expected to live within the present regulation. Defiance 
of the rules can only result in action eliminating compulsory membership 
and removing many of the present functions of such governments ... 

Steve went with the von der Laths, whose son is his classmate and in his cub 
scout troop, to visit a nearby naval base. Eric went to a party for Julie 
Bloxham at her house on Nordstrom Lane and Helen signed the kids up for tennis 
lessons. 

Sunday, May 15, 1960- Washington, D.C. 

A University driver picked me up at home early this morning and drove me to 
the San Francisco Airport, where I boarded TWA Flight #46 which arrived at the 
Baltimore Friendship Airport at 4:20 p.m. I took a bus to the Statler Hilton 
Hotel, checked into my room there, freshened up and went almost immediately to 
the Cosmos Club, where I dined with Ronald Brightsen (President of the Nuclear 
Science and Engineering Corporation [NSEC]) and some of his people. 
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Monday, May 16, 1960- Washington, D.C. 

After breakfast in the Statler Hotel I walked to the nearby Executive Office 
Building to attend in Room 220 a meeting of the President•s Science Advisory 
Committee, which began at 9:30 a.m. with an Executive Session, presided over 
by PSAC Chairman George Kistiakowsk,Y. 

I left before the session was ended and went to the old Senate Building to 
meet Stan tJ'JCCaffrey in his office in Room 361. We then went to the Office of 
the Vice President in the Senate Office Building for my meeting with Richard 
Nixon. We discussed the future of PSAC. If he is elected, he intends to keep 
the same members but will try to pick a new chairman and Special Assistant to 
the President early next fall (due to Kistiakowsky•s retirement). He asked 
that Kisty and I give him recommendations. He said it would be good if he 
could agree with Kennedy on the name or names but he said that this is 
unlikely because of the existence of the Democratic Committee on Scientific 
Advisors. He says he wants the position filled by a scientist-scholar not an 
11operator 11

; however, a rare combination of the two would be the best. 

He told me about his conversation with Milton Eisenhower about the need of 
private and state universities for federal support for building programs. I 
agreed and suggested that such support should extend further to include 
faculty salaries, scholarships, etc. and that federal support at the 
university level is the least controversial place to start. He said that he 
will come out in favor of this as a campaign issue and would like to keep in 
touch with me to get material. I told him about the impending PSAC Panel on 
Basic Research and Graduate Education report and said I will send him a copy 
when it is available. I also explained the need for change of the fellowship 
part of the NDEA so as to enable strong schools with established programs to 
parti ci pate. 

I also explained the plans for the Lawrence Hall of Science and left a 
brochure with him. He said that he would see to it that this receives federal 
support (possibly through NSF) and that this is his first campaign promise. 

I described the hassle over the site of the Veterans Adm·inistration Hospital 
(Martinez vs. proximity to UC) and he agreed that the connection with UC would 
be desirable and said that he will have Stan McCaffrey look into this matter. 

I returned to the PSAC meeting in time to hear part of the presentation by 
Howard Robertson on the report of the Limited Warfare Panel, after which I had 
lunch in the White House mess with the members of PSAC. 

At 2:50p.m. I received a call from California State Assemblyman Don Mulford, 
who was very excited. He said that eight students and some pol ice are in the 
hospital and that pickets are marching around with armbands on. Cecil Thomas 
of Stiles Hall was among the marchers. He said the stuaents are still 
picketing and he wanted me to send someone over from the Dean of Stuaents 
Office to help the police identify them. He was very insistent and I was very 
noncommittal. 

At the afternoon meeting of PSAC there were reports by Frank Long on missiles, 
particularly Minuteman; by Edward Purcell on space science; by Emmanuel Piore 
on air defense; and by George Beadle on biology programs. 
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During the day the bad news came from Paris that as an aftermath of the U-2 
incident, Khrushchev is cancelling his summit meeting with President 
Eisenhower. During his report on plans for an ad hoc meeting to discuss the 
image abroad of U.S. science, Jerry Wiesner, influenced by the news from 
Paris, made a strong plea that PSAC try to convince the President to set up a 
strong organization on arms control which would operate outside of the 
Department of State. Kistiakowsky disagreed, saying that if individuals of 
PSAC are of this· minp, they should see the President on their own, 
individually, and he said furthermore that he doesn't think this is the time 
to do it. 

In the evening I attended and spoke at a meeting of Cal alumni at the Statler 
Hilton Hotel. In my speech I emphasized the growth of the campus in recent 
years, the Master Plan for Higher Education, and, of course, since it is of 
particular interest to alumni, the plan to transfer administrative control of 
athletics to the University administration effective July 1st. 

I took advantage of the opportunity to talk with California Senator Thomas 
Kuchel about the issue of the location of the Veterans• Administration· 
Hospital. He said that this is an issue for the Veterans• Administration to 
decide and let me know that they are currently favoring locating it in 
Martinez. 

Tuesday, May 17, 1960- Washington, D.C.- Los Angeles 

The Washington Post carried an editorial, titled "Coming to Life", on the 
riots in San Francisco last Friday: 

"Riots are always ugly; and the riot that took place last Friday in San 
Francisco's City Hall against the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities was no exception. The blame for it ought not to be placed 
solely on the students who were involved. There is nothing to indicate 
that they planned any disorder. They assembled for an entirely proper 
purpose: to protest against the Committee's bring_ing its portable pillory 
into Northern California. They carried placards denouncing the Committee, 
as they had a right to do; but they were undoubtedly noisy, as they should 
not have been. A policeman near the entrance to the hearing room was 
knocked down and trampled. The police then turned fire hoses on the 
students and wielded blackjacks against them. The police, it seems clear, 
acted with unnecessary severity. 

Regrettable as the violence was, there is one heartening aspect to the 
student demonstration. It affords one more sign that students are 
beginning to rouse themselves from the irresponsible ana frightened apathy 
of the postwar period--an apathy induced in no small part by the 
relentless effort of the Un-American Activities Committee to silence 
dissent and extirpate every form of unorthodoxy. This demonstration, 
however tragically it got out of hand, was nqt without kinship to the 
student demonstrations which have taken place recently in Southern 
cities--and even, perhaps, to those that have taken place far away in 
Turkey and Korea. 

Students ought to protest against a Committee of Congress which has long 
since ceased to serve any purpose but punishment by publicity. It is 
heartening, despite the excesses, to see American students behaving once 
more like American students--and not like robots or zombies." 
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Again after breakfast in the Statler Hotel, I walked to the Executive Office 
Building to attend in Room 220 the continuing meeting of PSAC. The entire 
morning meeting was conducted in Executive Session. Before the PSAC meeting 
got started, I had a chance to speak with Alan Waterman about the possibility 
of NSF support for the Lawrence Hall of Science; he agreed that this would be 
appropriate. 

Today•s meeting was conducted with the bad news of the impending cancellation 
of the summit meeting hanging over it. The first item was a discussion on 
problems in the intelligence area led by Bruce Billings with participation by 
Bill Baker and Pete Scoville and other members of PSAC. One of the items 
under discussion was the SAMOS satellite projects. The discussions didn't 
lead to any conclusions or any definition as to the role that PSAC might play 
in this critical area. 

Next there was a discussion of the organization of science activities in the 
federal government. Kisty himself led this discussion, which started off with 
a brief summary by Manny Piore with some suggestions as to possible 
organizational structure. Eugene Wigner indicated'that in his opinion the 
Soviets are doing a better job at this than we are and got into an argument 
with Kistiakowsky, who disagreed with this theme. Wigner identified a number 
of problems in science organization in the United States, but didn't really 
have any suggestions as to how to remedy them. 

I returned a call from Wallace Brode at 12:45 p.m. He invited me to speak at 
the dedication of the American Chemical Society Building in Washington on 
October 2, 1960 at 2 p.m., suggesting the topic of Chemistry and Education. I 
accepted. They may ask Roger Adams to speak on Chemistry and Research, and 
Ralph Conner or Ernest Volwiler (or possibly Charles Thomas) on Chemistry and 
Industry. 

The program for the afternoon included a plan to continue the discussion of 
how PSAC might participate in the intelligence field and a continuation of the 
discussion of science in government (for which I learned later that 
Kistiakowsky asked that a paper on this subject be written by Alvin Weinberg, 
Pief Panofsky and Manny Piore on the .basis of a session they will have with 
Kistiakowsky). 

I left before the conclusion of the morning meeting, had a quick bite to eat 
at a hamburger joint on K Street, then caught the airport limousine to 
Baltimore Airport, where I boarded American Airlines Flight #75 to Los 
Angeles, which arrived at a little after 8 p.m. I spent the night at my 
mother's house in South Gate. 

Wednesday, May 18, 1960- South Gate- San Diego 

I spent the morning visiting with Mom. I called my Chancellor's Office to 
catch up on what has been going on in Berkeley. I learned that a telegram was 
sent in my name to Senator John F. Kennedy inviting him to speak as the final 
person in our Political Issues 1960 series on June 2, 1960. 

I caught the 2:15 p.m. United Airlines Flight #662 to San Diego, which arrived 
at 3 p.m. A University driver picked me up at the airport and handed me some 
mail from my Chancellor's Office to read while I am here for the Regents . 
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Meeting. 

I checked into the La Valenci~ Hotel in La Jolla and then went to the La Jolla 
Beach. and Tennis Club for the meeting of the Regents• Special Committee to 
Honor Ernest 0. Lawrence, which began at 5 p.m. The following members of the 
Committee were present: Regents Carter, Hagar, Kerr, Mclaughlin, Pauley and 
Steinhart, Vice President Underhill, Vice President Corley, Norris Nash and 
Bill Fretter (serving as Secretary); also qttending were Harvey White, Donald 
Cooksey, Lee Mclean, Joe Mixer and Lionel Viales. 

I opened the meeting, in my role as Chairman, by summarizing the progress maae 
to date on the plans and fundraising for the Hall. I then read the letter 
from Clay Bedford and elaborated a bit on the proposal he represents, 
explaining that their idea is that the EOL Hall be built near Lake Merritt on 
land donated by the City of Oakland and with funds raised by a bond issue and 
then supported by state and NSF funds. After considerable discussion of 
whether Bedford should be invited to present this proposal to the Regents, it 
was decided that an informal conference would be preferable; I am to set up a 
meeting. 

The Committee then heard a report from Harvey White regarding the campus 
site. There was general discussion, including questions on the use of 
television, the strong possibility of National Science Foundation support of 
the teaching program and the emphasis on space science. 

Norris Nash, Kerr's special assistant, then presented a report on the. 
fundraising plan, which was favorably received. Ed Pauley remarked that, if 
properly approached, the Rockefellers would probably participate, and he 
suggested that the staff look into the background of the Rockefellers• 
participation in financing the large cyclotron on the Hill. 

There was brief discussion of the possibility of an architectural competition 
and although there was no action taken, the consensus was again in favor of 
such a competition. 

After the meeti~g adjourned, at about 7:30p.m., the members of the Committee 
stayed on for dinner at the Beach and Tennis Club and continued our discussion 
more informally. Unfortunately, I had to excuse myself to go to another room 
at the Club for the meeting of the Council of Chief Campus Officers, which was 
called to order by Clark Kerr at 7:40 p.m. Members present included Sam 
Gould, Vern Knudsen, Emil Mrak, Jack Oswald (as Secretary), Roger Revelle, 
John Saunders, Herman Spieth, Harry Wellman and me; also attending as guests 
were Regents Boyd and Canaday. 

Among the items discussed were: 1) the memorandum regarding growth of the 
University (projected to become 200,000 students by 2000 A.D.) which the 
President's Office is preparing; 2) the organization of the Offices of 
Admissions, Relations with Schools and School and College Placement, which 
will be more decentralized, with offices on each campus, but remain under 
statewide administration; 3) voluntary vs. compulsory student government 
organizations (under which heading general agreement with Kerr's memo of May 
15th was expressed and a draft of a statement allowing change of ASUC 
membership to voluntary was discussed- which led to a discussion of how to 
bring student newspapers under better control); 4) a draft of a requirement 
that all graduate students be registered in order to allow the University to 
receive credit in the state budget for graduate students (which became a very 
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complex and difficult question because of the need to take into consideration 
leaves of absence to write a dissertation, etc., etc.); and 5) the proposed 
revision of the policy regarding recruitment of faculty at tenure rank (to 
which Roger Revelle and I raised strenuous objections with the result, after 
MUCH discussion, that paragraph 3 of the May 3rd directive was revised to the 
effect that a campus does not need to get permission to upgrade a position in 
advance but when a proposal for a person at an upgraded position is presented, 
the justification for so doing must be presented along with the man's 
qualifications). 

Among the papers I read in my room after the meeting of the CCCO were: the 
recommendation of Paul Armstrong and Karl Loos as Regents• Lecturers for 
1960-61 in the field of Agricultural Economics; and the Cresap, McCormick & 
Paget report on the Registrar's Office on the Berkeley campus. There were 
also copies of editorials from the New York Post about the riots at City Hall 
last week. Like the Washington Post editorial, these take the side of the 
students and accuse the police of overreaction and unnecessary violence; they 
also celebrate the apparent end of student apathy. 

Thursday, May 19, 1960- San Diego 

This morning's Regents Committee on Educational Policy Executive Session, held 
in the Library Lecture Room at La Jolla beginning at 10:30 a.m. was devoted in 
large part to ·a discussion of the agenda item "Problems Related to Student 
Governments, Political Activities, and Compulsory Membership in Student 
Association". Clark Kerr opened the discussion with a brief history of the 
recent controversy·at Berkeley and distributed a copy of his "Statement on 
Student Rights", with which the Committee formally expressed its agreement. 
The result of the discussion of this issue and the effect of changing the 
basis of ASUC membership from compulsory to voluntary (as it was until 1955, 
when the change to compulsory was made to finance the Student Union) was the 
following recommendation: 

" (1) That the President of the University and the Chancellor at Berkeley 
be granted discretionary authority to change the membership of the 
Associated Students of the University of California, Berkeley, from a 
compulsory to a voluntary basis; 

(2) That the student union fee imposed in connection with the loan of 
federal funds be continued on a compulsory basis; and 

(3) That the Regents suggest that the Chief Campus Officers of other 
campuses explore the comparative merits of compulsory vs. voluntary 
membership in their respective student associations, and if they, in 
consultation with the President deem it advisable so to do, they be 
granted similar discretionary authority to change the membership of the 
associations on their campuses from a compulsory to a voluntary basis. 

Also of interest was a discussion of the report on progress in negotiations 
for an exchange of faculty scholars with Russian universities, which Kerr 
summarized for those present. A question was raised about the possible effect 
of the current international situation on the agreements negotiated; Kerr 
expressed the hope that this will have no negative impact. He also praised 
Jim Hart's work in these negotiations and informed the Committee members that 
we expect to ratify the agreement this month and nominate scholars for Fall 
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Semester 1960 by the middle of next month. A proposal for funds to support 
the exchange program has already gone in to the Ford Foundation, which has 
given informal assurances that the request will be favorably received. 

As usual, I joined the other attendees at the Regents Meeting for luncheon. 

At l p.m. I attended the meeting of the Regents Committee on Grounds and 
Buildings, also held in the Library. Among those items which \vere of 
particular interest to our campus were approvals for the follDwing: the 
contract for Chemistry Building Unit I, the contract for the rehabilitation of 
Hilgard Hall, the contract for the bowling equipment for the student union, 
appointment of an architect for the 184-Inch Cyclotron, plans for the 
conversion and modernization of the Hearst Mining Building, the contract for 
site development and landscaping for the Student Center and the Bppointment of 
an architect for Stephens Union and the conversion of Eshleman Hall. 

The dinner meeting of the San Diego Section of the American Chemical Society 
at San Diego State College began at 6 p.m. At 7 p.m. the meeting adjourned to 
the auditorium for the dedication ceremony for the new Chemistry-Geology 
Building. San Diego State President Malcolm Love made some introductory 
remarks and then introduced me. 

I spoke on "The New Elements", illustrated with slides. The auditorium seats 
about 500 people, which was not sufficient for tonight•s audience so they 
broadcast my presentation on closed circuit television to an adjoining room 
which held about 250 additional people. There was a reception and tour of the 
new building after I finished. 

Friday, May 20, 1960- San Diego- Houston 

I attended the meeting of the Regents Committee on Finance this morning at 10 
a.m. Among other items, we received authorization for Big C men to solicit 
funds for a Walter Christie memorial in Edwards Field (perhaps a bench or 
judging stand) and the recommendation that students in the high 
school-University Special Programs pay one-half of the incidental fee each 
semester and the the Student Union fe~ (but no ASUC fee) was approved. 

I left after the Finance Committee meeting, picked up my things, and was 
driven to the San Diego Airport, where I caught a plane to Los Angeles, 
arriving at 1:50 p.m. and then boarded a flight to Houston, which left at 3 
p.m. and arrived at 9:45p.m. I checked into the Rice Hotel, where I will 
spend the next two nights, while attending the Scientific Advisory Board 
meeting of the Welch Foundation. 

Saturday, May 21, 1960- Houston 

The meeting of the Scientific Advisory Board of the Welch Foundation began at 
9 a.m. at the Bank of the Southwest Building offices of the Foundation and 
continued all day. Present were members Roger Adams, P. J. W. Debye, Henry 
Eyring, C. Glen King and I, and Director of Research W. 0. Milligan. 

The SAB and the Trustees met for dinner at the Houston Country Club at 7 p.m. 
and then held our joint meeting at 8 p.m. at the Bank of the Southwest 
Building. Trustees Daniel R. Bullard, Wilfred T. Doherty and Jesse Andrews 
joined the SAB members who met earlier today. 
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I took advantage of the opportunity to talk with Daniel Bull arc (Chairman of 
the Board of Trustees of the Foundation) about the need for about $650,000 to 
match the NSF grant to build the Calvin Laboratory. He will get in touch with 
Colonel Bates (M. D. Anderson Foundation) and Ben Clayton (Clayton Foundation)" 
to explore the poss ib il iti es of support from them. If it appears at all 
hopeful, Bullard will get in touch with me, in which case Calvin might want to 
go to Houston to discuss it with them. I said that such a gift woula result · 
in naming the laboratory after the donor. 

Sunday, May 22, 1960- Houston and Home 

The joint meeting of the Trustees and the SAB continued this morning. We 
reported to the Trustees, last night or today, our confidential ratings of the 
grantees, our recommendations for renewal proposals for grants, our 
recommendations for possible new grants, our recommendations regarding Welch 
conferences IV and V, and we reiterated our recommendation that the Welch 
Foundation establish and support research institutes (to which the Chairman of 
the Trustees responded that this would give the Foundation income tax 
problems). Doherty told us that the attempt to get Andy Suttle to move from 
the University of Mississippi to Texas A&M failed due to inaction by Texas A&M 
and an attractive counter-offer by the University of Mississippi. 

I departed Houston on the 4:25p.m. flight to Dallas, which arrivea at 5:25 
p.m. My flight from Dallas to San Francisco left at 6:30p.m. ana arrived at 
San Francisco Airport at about 9 p.m. 

By the time I arrived home in Lafayette, the kias were in bea. Helen told me 
about their activities while I have been gone. On Thursday afternoon she 
joined a tour of Livermore Lab for wives of Berkeley Radiation Laboratory 
staff; she said it was very interesting. Preceding this she had lunch at the 
Castlemont Country Club with Bobbe Foster, Edwina Batzel, Jane Street and 
others. On Friday afternoon she participated in a business meeting of the 
Section Club at University House. Steve had a Cub Scout den meeting and Pete 
attended his class party at Stanley School. In the evening Lynne went to a 
play and Steve attended the Cub Scout Pack meeting. Yesteroay Eric went to a 
party for Hodgie Alexander, our neighbor on Glen Road. 

Monday, May 23, 1960 

I went directly to the Radiation Laboratory this morning for my usual t<ionaay 
meetings with my graduate students and colleagues there. While up on the Hill 
I signed a ·letter to Clark Kerr conveying to him for regent'ial approval the 
application to the National Science Foundation for support of the CHEM Study 
project. As usual, I stayed up at the Lab to attend the brown bag lunch 
meeting of the Chemistry Staff. 

When I arrived at my Chancellor's Office, I was delightea to learn that our 
Cal crew team won the western intercollegiate rowing championship this 
Saturday. Our crew rival Washington was only five feet behind at the finish 
of the 2,000 meter race at Long Beach. 

·Needless to say, there was an enormous stack of correspondence waiting for 
me. Most of this had to wait until the evening when I had time to concentrate .. 
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on the reading in my study. However, I did sign a few memoranda, which had 
been prepared in advance for my signature and did not require any changes. 

A number of memoranda went to Kerr detailing use of endowment funds for 
Berkeley campus projects, including a total amount of $125,000 for the purpose 
of acquiring land for the marine research station, the establishment of a 
Language Laboratory in the basement of Dwinell e Hall (reducing greatly the 
scope of this project from the originally proposed 300 stations to 30-50 
stations), and almost $2 million for the Cultural Center project to supplement 
the $2+ mill ion we are currently seeking from state funds for the 1 ibrary in 
th i s C en t er • 

At 2 p.m. I held my weekly meeting with Lincoln Constance. he told me that 
David Mandelbaum has received an attractive offer from MIT and that Lincoln 
has encouraged him to submit a proposal for a research organization which 
would induce him to stay with us and help us to restore our major loss in 
Social-Cultural Anthropology. Two copies of the proposal (one for me and one 
for Kerr) were 1 eft for me to study. 

We also discussed means of strengthening our program in Seismology in the 
Department of Geology. 

Our meeting was briefly interrupted by a ca 11 from Dave Beck 1 er, who wan ted to 
know if I could spend a week in Washington on PSAC business; I suggested June 
22nd- 27th as the only real possibility. I then talked with Bob Kreidler, who 
told me that he has received contributions to our Panel report from Willard 
and Bent but no others. He also mentioned that Bundy i.s coming to Washington 
on Thursday to work on the report (mainly on the conclusions). 

I spoke by telephone with Charles Sellers, Jr. (History) about the resolution 
he has drafted for presentation to the Representative Assembly, which reads as 
follows: 

"Whereas, the recent actions of the ASUC at Berkeley underscore the need 
for further consideration of the proper role of student government in 
expressing opinions on public questions; 

And whereas, the Chancellor has appointed an able committee to study the 
problem of University rules governing student organizations and expression 
in the area of public affairs; 

Be it therefore resolved: 

l. That the faculty favors the. fullest freedom of expression for stuaent 
government that can be made compa t ib 1 e with its character as an 
organization and with its role in University life; and that the faculty is 
anxious to contribute to a better agreement about the application of this 
pr inci p 1 e. 

2. That the Chancellor be requested to make the report of his committee 
available to the Committee on Academic Freedom at the earliest possible 
date; and that the Committee on Jlcademic Freedom be requested to present 
its conclusions and recommendations to the Representative Assembly." 
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I suggested several minor rev1s1ons in the language of the preamble in the 
hope of toning it down a bit. 

At 3:30p.m. I met with Frank Kidner, who told me a bit more about his new job 
as Director of Admissions and about his sense that this will entail a lot of 
1 iaison work with Sacramento. 

He gave me a rundown on the Intercollegiate Athletic Advisory Committee, 
saying that a number of pending items have been referred to the Committee for 
study and recommendation. 

I showed him Sellers• letter regarding the Representative Assembly resolution 
on the scope of expression of opinions by student government. Frank feels 
that such a resolution is not needed, that it implies criticism of the 
administration•s handling of the issue, but that it really doesn•t matter all 
that much. 

Charles Sellers called me back to let me know that he has amended the preamble 
of his resolution, as follows: 

.. Whereas, the recent pol icy of the University administration has 
substantially increased freedom of expression for student groups in most 
areas; but 

Whereas, in the difficult area of expressions of opinion on public 
questions by student government, the need for further consideration of 
University pol icy has been underscored by the recent actions of the ASLJC 
at Berkeley; and 

Whereas, the Chancellor has appointed an able committee to stuay the 
problem of University rules governing student organizations and expression 
in the area of public affairs; 

Therefore be it resolved ..... 

This is quite a substantial improvement over the earlier version; I am pleased 
that Sellers thought to consult with me and was open to my suggest ions for 
change. 

Shortly before 4 p.m. Governor Brown telephoned me to ask for a favor. The 
Vehicle Pollution Control Act which was recently passed establishes a nine-man 
board. It specifies two new pollution control devices, one of which will go 
on each car. So far, he is considering the following men for the board: John 
t'liddleton (representing agricultural interests- because of the effect of air 
pollution on our crops); representing science, Leslie Chambers (USC) or Arie 
Jan Haagen-Smit (Cal Tech)--! recommended Haagen-Smit; Treve Gardner or James 
Allen (Northrop); .. and J. B. Askew (Public Health Officer of San Diego). He 
asked me to join the board, also, but I declined, suggesting Luis Alvarez 
instead. 

He also mentioned that he is worried about the fact that Orange County campus 
faculty will have to lease their homes since Irvine is a company town. 

In my study at home this evening, I read a large number of papers which I 
brought home with me. I was pleased to read a notice from Walt Byers that the 
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NCAA Committee on Infractions has concluded that there is insufficient 
evidence to substantiate the charges of improper conduct in UC student 
recruiting practices, stating, 

11 The Committee felt that the University had displayed good faith in its 
abatement of Mr. Weiner. 11 

In the bad news category was a note from Louis DeMonte informing me that h-is 
office has stopped all work on estimates for the proposed Marine Biological 
Laboratory at Bodega Head because they have received a message from Roger 
Stanier that the oceanographic survey has given such unfavorable results that 
a review of the site selection seems probable. Also in today's mail was 
another letter from Rose Gaffney, owner of the Bodega Head property, providing 
still more details in the long controversy over the desirable uses of that 
land. In the letter she also expresses her pleasure in learning that I plan 
to visit her next Sunday and that we will have the opportunity to discuss 
these matters further. Unfortunately, now I am undecided about whether it 
makes any sense to go after all. 

I read with great interest a long, and very interesting, letter from John 
Clausen sharing his opinions of the Institute for Human Development and his 
particular interests in certain areas within the Institute's domain. He 
concludes by stating his interest in the directorship of the Institute, 

11 If the above formulation of the Director's role is an acceptable one, ana 
if you and the members of the Advisory Committee still wish me to take on 
these duties ••• [and] providing that it did not entail a financial 
sacrifice ... 

made a note to Bill Fretter that Clausen's view of the optimum development 
of the Institute seems good to me and that I think we ought to write him to 
say that we will begin the review procedure, which will probably take a long 
time. 

The annual report of the Inter co 11 egi ate Athletic Advisory Board summarizes 
the questions still pending at this time, 

..... the addition of $15 per month to the present Grant-in-Aid Program; the 
approval of reserving for athletes selected by the Department of Athletics 
of space in the residential halls and married students' housing in 
proportion to the number of athletes to the total male undergraduates on 
this campus; the approval of 11Rhodes Type 11 scholarships for 
intercollegiate athletes recommended by the Athletic Department; ana 
consideration of the expansion of membership in the A-.A.W.U. 11 

I read a note from Bud Hastings expressing his interest in the opening we have 
for the Business and Financial Officer on the Berkeley campus. I doubt that 
he is qualified for this position. 

David Munford (Chairman of the Inter-University Committee on Travel Grants) 
notified me that the following members of the Berkeley campus faculty have 
been selected to receive grants for study-relatea visits to the Soviet Union 
and other Soviet countries of East Central Europe: Walter Galenson, Rudolf E. 
lednicky and Herbert F. Schurmann. 
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Just as many other members of the Berkeley faculty have done, Sam Silver wrote 
to express his profound reservations about the desirability of establishing a 
program, even a graduate program, of Applied Research at Livermore. He 
strongly feels that such a program would be too 1 imited in scope and woula 
eventually (or more quickly than that) hurt the College of Engineering here at 
Berkeley. One paragraph in particular in teres ted me: 

"I do not believe that the Livermore development will remain small and 
contained for very long. This is purely·a matter of assessing the 
personalities involved. The result is inevitable: competition for state 
funds and federal funds which can lead to a general deterioration of the 
entire situation. I believe that the result will be a severe limitation 
of the programs in engineering and applied sci enc·e on the Berkeley 
campus. In my negotiations with agencies in Washington in connection with 
the programs of the Electronic Research Laboratory and the Space Sciences 
Laboratory I have encountered already the effects of some of this 
competition and I am willing to state explicitly that I am engaged in an 
uneven game in which merit is not the primary factor in tipping the 
scales." 

He concludes the letter, pulling no punches, 

"Stated simply and directly the Teller proposal has the potential of 
putting an end to the work in applied science and engineering at Berkeley, 
although I want to make it clear I do not believe that it is being put 
forward with that intent. The need for such a school at Livermore has yet 
to be established." 

Tuesday, May 24; 1960 

Just before noon I received a call from Prny Lawrence, who tola me that she 
would 1 ike to see a copy of the biography of her brother George Bowles before 
it is released. She said that we have an oil painting in Bowles Hall alreaay. 

I then called Governor Brown and mentioned to him the name of John Saunders as 
a possibility for his Pollution Control Boara. I also said that I like 
Haagen-Smit better than Charrbers and Allen better than Gardner for this role. 
I suggested considering Ken Pitzer, Luis Alvarez and Chuck Smith. He said 
that he thinks that with this much money ($50 per car) we might be able to 
build rapid transit, which I agreed would be better. I said that I would be 
glad to advise him as a sort of unofficial consultant. 

I then joined my Cabinet in the weekly meeting at which all were present. We 
briefly discussed the Sellers' resolution that will be presented to the 
Representative Assembly this afternoon and agreed that the best position to 
t~ke is that no such resolution should be passed. The balance of the meeting 
was devoted to my report on the meeting of the CCCO and the Regents Meeting. 

At 2 p.m. I met with Dick Roblin (American Cyanimid Company) who tried to 
convince me to reconsider the offer of a vice presidency in his company, for 
which he offered me $75,000- $100,000 a year. I expressed interest and also 
told him that I will give him suggestions if any occur to me. 
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Harry Wellman called to discuss the issue of distribution of Flood Funds 
between the Departments of Economics and Business Administration. We worked 
out some of the details between us. 

From 3:10p.m. until 4:55p.m. I attended an important meeting of the 
Representative Assembly in 155 Dwinelle Hall. Critically important subjects 
discussed included the Subject A controversy, the pass ib i 1 ity of making 
membership in the student government voluntary, the Master Plan for Higher 
Education, aca,;::lemic freedom, and the Sellers resolution, student reaction to 
the presidential directives, etc. It was a very interesting meeting, which 
made faculty attitudes on these issues much clearer. I am attaching a copy of 
the official minutes of the meeting because of the importance of these 
discuss ions. 

In the evening Hele!1 and I hosted a retirement dinner at the Claremont Country 
Club for Knowles Ryerson. In my remarks, in addition to lauding Ryerson for 
his accomplishments, I gave in to the temptation to tease him a bit, saying, 

11 Many times, when he has been off on his extra-curricular wanderings about 
the South Pacific as Senior United States Commissioner, the Chancellor•s 
Advisory Administrative Council has been both amused and enlightened by 
the letters he has sent back reporting on his travels. While it must be 
admitted that Dean Ryerson•s interests seemed often to center on exotic 
foods and even more exotic beaches, he woula on occasion provide 
fascinati~g documentation on the personalities with which he came in 
contact and the life in the South Pacific islands and other countries he 
visited. 11 

In the course of the evening, I talked with Clark Kerr about a number of 
matters, including: 1) Saturday football lunches (he said that the Chancellor 
should play host to visiting presidents, except when he specifically asks to 
host as he might in the case of USC and probably would in the case of 
Stanford); 2) use of the name Hearst in connection with mention of the Greek 
Theatre (he agreed we should take care to do so); 3) my desire to be absent 
from July Regents Meeting because of my scheduled vacation (he thinks Bill 
Fretter can represent me); and 4) the request from the ASUC Executive 
Committee for a meeting with us (possible for next Wednesday). 

Wednesday, May 25, 1960 

In the morning I attended the meeting of the Associate Directors at the 
Radiation Laboratory. While up on the Hill I signed a security clearance 
inquiry form responding positively to questions about Bruce Foreman •s 
qualifications for a job related to national security. Bruce did his graduate 
research under my direction between 1954 and 1958. 

I returned to campus in time to participate in the annual Senior Farewell 
University Meeting in Faculty Glade. This annual meeting lasts two hours 
rather than the usual one hour. As usual, the ceremony was opened by some 
band music, singing and cheerleading. 

I was next on the program, summarizing some of the events of the past year ana 
anticipating some of the projected highlights of the year to come, incluaing 
the establishment of the new Department of Intercollegiate Athletics 
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MINUTES Of THE REPRESENTATIVE ASSEMBLY 

Aleeling.-The Representative Assembly of the Noa·thcrn Section of the Academic 
Senate met on Tuesday, May 2-l, 1960 at 3:10p.m. in Room 155 Dwinelle Hall, 
pursuant to cnll. Present: Vice-Chairman W. R. Denne3, presiding; President 
C. Kerr, Chancellor G. T. Scaborg, Director A. E. Whitford, Secretary A. E. 
Hutson, and 49 elected members as shown in Ute Attendance Record on pages 
ix and x of these minutes. 

Minu1es.-TI1e minutes of the meeting of April5,1960 were approved as distributed. 

Announcement by the President.-The President reported on tl1e progress of discus· 
sions of Subject A and commented upon his earlier report to the Regents' Com· 
millee on Educational Policy, copies of which had been distributed at this meeting 
of the Assembly. The text of tlte report follows. 

In early February, public attention was directed to an essay question which had 
appeared in the May 1959 Subject A Examination given by the Univca·llity o( Cali· 
fornia to test students' ability in English at entrance. TI1e question was us follows: 

"What are the dangers to a democracy of a national police organization, like the 
FDI, which operates secretly and is unresponsive to public criticism?" 

On February 1!>, 1960, in response to inquiries directed to them, Tho Regents 
issued a statement expressing regret that such a question had appeared in the 
Subject A Examination. 

The purpose of this present Report is twofold: first, to describe certain actions 
which Committees of the Academic Senate have taken with reference to the admin· 
istration of the Subject A Examinntion; and, second, to attempt to resolve some 
misunderstandings which appear to have grown out of the incident-hopefully 
without adding nelV misunderstandings. 

Administration of Subject A 
The Examination in Subject A and the Course in Subject A which is conducted 

for those who fail the examination are the responsibility of the Academic Senate. 
Hence, on March 1, I met with the Academic Council of the Senate to discuss the 
administration of the Subject A Examination. The Academic Council, as you may 
know, includes the Vice Chairmen of the Northern and Southern Sections of the 
Academic Senate and officers of lite committees on budget matters and educational 



policy from the two Sections. Among its functions ore (a) upon request by the 
President, to study and make recommendations on auy problem of over-all concern 
to the University, uml (h) to request Senate committees to make similar studies 
and recommendations on acu<lcmic mailers. 

At the !\larch 1 meeting, the Acu<leanic Council requested the Combined Com
millee on Subject A of the Acatlemic Senate to re-examine the procedures no1v 
used in conducting the examiuatiou umltho courso and to report on them to the 
Council. The Couucil also cu.lurse<l u ~cl of principles submitted by Professor 
James D. Hart, Vicc Chancellor at llerkclcy a111.l Professor of English, proposing 
that the Northern and Southern Section members of the Combined Commillce on 

Subject A should: ~ 
( l) establish clear and close relations with the commillce representing tho othtr 

Section of the Academic Senate; 
(2) establish a clear policy on the content and conduct of the examination and 

the course; 
(3) hold sufficient meetings to insure that practices follow the uniform policies, 

110rlh and south; 
( 4) approve or disapprove the nominations to the staff made by its Supervisor of 

Subject A; 
(5) approve or disapprove the materials proposed by the staff and the Super· 

visor of Subject A for inclusion in the examination. 

On March l6the Academic Council met again with the Combined Commiuee on 
Subject A. The Commillee on Subject A reviewed the historical development of the 
course and the examination in Subject A, the assignment to Supervisors and 
Associates (who do not hold Senate membership or regular faculty status) of in· 
creasing responsibility for conduct of the program, and the Committee's evolving 
role over the years as a policy-making body which has reviewed the form but not 
the content of the examinations. The current incident was described as growing 
accidentally out of the Subject A staff's intention to write provocative questions 
which would stimulate students to write in sufficient length and complexity to 
demonstrate their level of ability in English. 

The Commillec on Subject A slated the desirability of clarifying its responsi· 
bilities and its relationship with the Supervisors and stalls of Subject A. Accord· 
ingly, the Commillee endorsed the proposals of Vice Chancellor Hart (listed 
above) and set forth a detailed statement of recommended principles and pro· 
cedures with regard to Subject A. They listed tl1e following responsibilities of the 
statewide Commillee and the local campus committees: 

l. Responsibilities of statewide c?mmillee 
a. To insure statewide standards of grading examinations. 
b. To review reliability of examinations. 
c. To discuss possible changes in examinations. 
d. To edit and approve examinations. 
e. To accredit equivalent courses of other institutions. 
f. To maintain u continuing review of matters of practice and policy. 
g. To review reports from the Supervisors of Subject A. 
h. To report to the Academic Senate. 
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2. Responsibilities of local Subject A Committees 
a. To review all academic personnel act!ons. 
b. To review course of study and teaching procedures. 
c. To discuss mailers of local policy. 
d. To review reports from local Supervisors of Instruction. 
e. To report to the Academic Senate. 

The Academic Council, on April 8, unanimously recommended approval of the 
principles and procedures propost~d by the Committee on Subject A. 

I should like to add my own endorsement of thesu princitllcs and procedures. 
I am confident they will help assure maintenance of the Academic Senate's tradi· 
lional sound administration of it» assigned academic responsibilities. 

M isunderstanclings 
As was mentioned earlier in this Report, some unfortunate misunderstandings 

have grown out of the current incident. Although they are not widely shared, they 
are important and deserve to be dispelled if possible. 

1. Several individual faculty members, and the Committee on Subject A acting 
as a group, have expressed belief that The RegentJ' statement on the incident 
in some way encroached upon the Academic Senate's delegated responsibility 
for conditions of admission and courses of instruction. This misunderstanding 
is easily resolved: The Regents' action neither sought to impair, nor did it in 
fact impair, nor, in my judgment, should it be used as a reason to impair, the 
delegated authority of the Academic Senate. The Regents' action was an 
expression of their judgment rather than an exercise of authority, explicit or 
otherwise. · 

2. A few faculty members have suggested that, aside from the question of author· 
ity, The Regents should not have expressed a judgment on this sort of aca· 
demic matter. I find myself in disagreement with this argument. The Regents 
are directly concerned with and deeply interested in the whole range of mal· 
ten affecting the University. That they have delegated certain important areas 
of its administration to other authorities does not foreclose their right and 
even their obligation ~o make known their views on topics falling within such 
areas. Academic freedom and academic responsibility must, for the further· 
once of the University and its purposes, be exercised by The Regents as well 
as by the faculty, the administration, and the students. 

Conclusions 

1. The principles and procedures listed by the Committee on Subject A and 
unanimously endorsed by tl1e Academic Council of the Academic Senate 
should assure close and effective administration of the Subject A program by 
the Senate. · 

2. In rcgretling the use of this question, The Regents did not abrogate the 
responsibility they have delegated to the Academic Senate for determining 
conditions of admission and for courses of instruction. The Academic Council 
concurs unanimously in this ~onclusion. 
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President Kerr then offered to discuss any questions which the Assembly might 
choose to bring forward. 

Professor C. Stern asked a question concerning the action of the Regents in 
announcing that the local campus officers should explore the possibility of making 
membership in the Associated Student Body voluntary. President Kerr, in reply, 
referred to his statement of May 15, 1960, concerning Student Rights, the text of 
\vhich follows. 

This litatement is concerned with tho pa-oblem involved in the protection of 
the individual students in their rights not to be represented in the area of 
opinion and belief by student governments with compulsory membership. 

The present controversy on the Berkeley Campus about this question on 
student government seems to me particularly rcgrcuable, because I am con. 
vinccd that the interested parties-students, faculty members, and administra. 
tors-generally show the same deep regard for individual rights and for 
academic freedom. A majority of Executive Committee at Berkeley has recently 
in its actions been motivated by a concern for its rights of expression aa a Com. 
millee. This is of concern to me. But I am likewise concerned about the rights 
of the individual as against the authority of the group, especially when tho 

- individual may by force of circumstance be a compulsory member of that 
· group. I would hope that the members of Executive Committee at Berkeley 

would share my concern over the propriety of their actions in "representing 
the students of the University of Califorbia" in the area of opinion and belief. 

Since this controversy has been of interest to 1>tudents on all campuses, I am 
addressing these comments to all our students with the earnest hope they will 
give them their consideration. 

In the particular area now concerning us, the old policy read: "No individual 
student or student organization will be granted the use of University facilities 
to carry on propaganda for or against a cause or movement having no direct 
concern with student affairs on campus." 

The present rules permit individual students and voluntary student organiza. 
tions to take positions on off·campus issues so long as they do not violate any 
law and so long as they "shall take reasonable precautions to make clear that 
they are not acting in the name of the University or with its approval or spon· 
sorship and that they do not represent the student body as a whole." 

Student governments with compulsory members are, however, limited by the 
present rules which read, in pnrt: "Student governments are estnblished by the 
University for the purpose of conducting student affairs on the campuses. 
Students with widely varying political, religious and economic viewpoints gi\'e 
them finnncial support; hence it is certainly not appropriate to permit student 
governments to speak either for the University or for the student body with 
reference to the off-campus political, religious, economic, international or other 
issues of the time." 

It should be noted that this does not limit expression of opinion by student 
leaders speaking in their individual capacities; but they may not act "repre
senting the students of the University of California." May l repeat in thi11 con· 
nection a paragraph from a statement I mnde last Fall; 
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"It should be clcnrly understood that the University will not usc its power 
of compulsion to for~e students to belong to an orgnnization devoted to 
political expression and opcrnting in the arcn of opinion and belief, much 
·as a few individuals on a few campuses now wish to accomplish this purpose 
by trnnsforming our student government nssociations into instruments of 
political action. Political action should be through voluntary not compulsory 
associations. Nor will the University permit its nnme to be used to further 
political causes or cnndidatcs. This would not !Je the use of the University 
for hs educational mission but cxploitntion of its name for political pur· 
poses. Nor would it be wise, in any event, to comLinc in the same organiza
tion the function of studl!nt government with efforts at mass political action. 
There are other and more appropriate means for expression of such interests. 
If these views of the University were not nbundantly clear before, they should 
be now." 

This refusal to grant to student governments with compuls,ory memberships 
the power to represent the student bodies on off·campus issues does not end 
the problem. As I stated last Fall, it is quite appropriate to have on the cam· 
puses voluntary organizations through which students desiring to do so may 
debate off·campus issues and make known their viows. This may be done 
through the creation of new student organizations, such as the one just now 
being established at Berkeley. Or it may be done through abandoning the 
traditional University of California concept of student government, substituting 
for it voluntary student organizations freed from the responsibilities and limi
tntions inherent in compulsory membership and delegation of University· ad· 
ministrative authority. The functions and form of student government on each 
of the campuses need not be the same. · . 

Obviously this whole matter deserves careful study by faculty, students, and 
administrators. In the meantime it should be understood that student govern· 
ments are expected to live within the present regulation. Dcfaance of the rules 
can only result in action eliminating compulsory membership and removing 
many of the present functions of such governments. 

President Kerr explained his position in the matter, to the effect that students 
as individuals have a right to express themselves on any matter, but that a 
committee of students from a body whose membership is compulsory has no 
right to describe itself as speaking for the whole student body. He hoped that 
students would take advantage of the opportunities afforded by voluntary 
bodies to take stands nnd issue statements in the names of those bodies. He 
pointed out further that the University Administration does not consider itself 
responsiblo for overseeing the activities of students ~utside the University 
community. He said that it is clear that the situation demands careful and 
continuing study by all concerned, and that while this study is under way, 
atudenta should expect to abide by the regulations at present promulgated. He 
said the action of the Regenbi was intended to make possible an additional 
solution to the problem. 

Announcement by theSecretary.-The Secretary read the following letter from Mr. 
Robert M. Underhill, Secretary and Treasurer of the RegentS: 
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At their March meeting there was presented to The Regents of the University 
the February 23 resolution adopted by your body and the Legislative Asscml•l)· 
of the Southern Section, cxprc~sing the views of the Senate on the Master Plan 
for Higher Education. 

The Regents arc deeply appreciative of the counsel and guidance given by 
the Senate and its Commillces during the development of the Master Plan, and 
have asked me to extend to you their gratitude for the expression of your ap· 
proval and endorsement of the prupoHnls contained in the Plan and your readi· 
ness to assist in their implcmcutution. . 

Allotment oJ Repreuntativej.-Profe~sor J, W. Kelly, Chairmnn, presented the Re· 
port of this Special Commillee, which is printed on pages 2-3 in the Notice of 
1\feeting. On his motions, duly secoudcd, the Report was accepted and the amend
ment to By-Law l6!J.(B) was adot•tcd. 

Editorial.-Professor F. A. Pitclka, Chairmtm, presented tl1e report of this Com· 
millce as printed on pages 3-6 of the Notice of Meeting. lie discussed briefly some 
of the questions there brought forth and asked that the report be received and 
placed on file. There being no objection it was so ordered. 

Educational Policy.-Professor G. 1\lackinney, Chairman, presented the report as 
printed on page 7 of the Notice of Meeting and asked that it be received and 
placed on file. There being no objection it was ao ordered. 

Subject A.-Professor J. J. Lynch, Chairman, presented the report which appears 
on pages 7-8 of the Notice of Meeting, and called allention to corrections on page 
7, in the Per Cent PaSJed column of the Statistical Reporl Jor 1958-60, Subjecl 
A Examination. The table aa corrected reads: 

Date Paued Failed 
September 1958 .......••.•• 453 416 
February 1959 ........•... 146 113 
May 1959 ................. 1447 1143 

Totals (1958-59) ......•. .2046 1672 
September 1959 ............ 471 
February 1960 ..•......•... 179 

464 
136 

Tota1 
869 
259 

259Q 
3718 
935 
315 

Per Cent Passed 
52.13 
56.37 
55.87 
55.03 
50.37 
56.82 

Upon Professor Lynch's motion, duly seconded, Part 1 of the report as corrected 
was received and ordered placed on file. He then presented Part 2 of the report 
and moved that the proposal to amend Regulation 473 be approved. The motion 
was seconded but when put to vole failed to pass. Among those who participated 

· in the discussion were Professors R. B. Brode, L. D. Leach, and W. B. Freller. 

Academic Freedom.-Dean E. T. Grether, Chairman of this Committee, presented 
an oral report, which on his motion duly eeconded was received and ordered 
placed on file. The text of the report follows. 

At the Representative Assembly meeting on May 25, 1959, two items were re· 
ferred to the Commillee for consideration in 1959-60. The first related to the 
"Freedom of Discussion in the Classroom," resolution, and the Commillee haa 
concluded that no recommendation concerning that resolution should be mado 
at this time. 
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The second item related to University Regulation No. 17, and the Commillec 
on November 23 reported to the AssemLiy on this and related matters in connec· 
tion with the President's new Regulations on Student Government, Student Or. 
ganizations, and Use of University Facilities. 

The Committee hns been advised that on the 8erkcley, Davis, and San Francisco 
campuses, special commillees concerned with interpretation and implementation 
of the new regulations have been appointed, but reports from those committees 
have not yet been received. 

We have noted the dispute in recent weeks regarding violntion of the Regula· 
tion on Student Government, but in our opinion the muliers at issue do· not at 
the present time involve academic freedom. Nevertheless, we do believe that ex· 
perience with the Regulation justifies our reiterating the recommendation referred 
to, in our November 23, 1959 report, which reads as follows: 

"4. Student governments are established by the University for the purpose of 
conducting student affairs on the campuses. Students with widely varying po· 
litical, religious and economic viewpoints give them financial support; hence 
it is certainly not appropriate to permit student governments to speak either 
for the University or for the student body with reference to the off-campus 
political, religious, economic, internatiunal or other issues of the time. If officials 
of the student government or agencies thereof take positions on such off
campus issues, the individuals or croups that participate must he properly 
identified; and it must be clear that they do not represent the University or 
the student body as a whole." 

In commenting on that recommendation we stated: 

"We agree that it is not appropriate in a student government with compulsory 
membership 'to permit student governments to speak either for the University 
or for the student body.' We assert even more positively that no student or 
student group should or can in fact speak for the University or for the whole 
student body on any topic.'' 

i In the discussion which followed, several questions were asked for clarification 
j of some of the points raised, to which Dean Grether replied briefly. 

~ew BuJincu.-Professor D. Votaw introduced a resolution with a request, pur. 
!suant to 8y-Law 169(H), for unanimous consent for action thereon at this 
. meeting. On vote, the request was denied. The text of the resolution follows. 

Whereas, the recent policy of the University administration has substantially 
increased freedom of expression for student groups in most areas; hut 

Whereas, in the difficult area of expressions of opinion on public questions 
by student government, the need for further consider11tion of University policy 
has been underscored by the recent actions of the ASUC at Berkeley; and 

Whereas, the Chancellor has appointed an able committee to study the prob
lem of University rules governing &ludent organizations and expression in tho 
area of public affairs; · 

Therefore, he it resolved: 

1. That the faculty favors the fullest freedom of expression for student gov
ernment that can be made compatible with its character as an organization 
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and with its role in Univenity life; and that the faculty is anxious to con· 
tribute to a better agreement about the application of this principle. 

2. That the Chancellor be requested to make the report of his commillee 
available to the Comn~ttec on Academic Freedom at the earliest possil.lc 
date; and that the Conunillco on Academic Freedom be requested to preSI'nt 
its own conclusions and recununemlotions to the Representative Assr.mbl)'. 

Professor Votaw then moved that tl~e n:sohation be referred to the Committee on 
Academic Freedom. Seconded. Spenkinl{ to the motion were Professors R. (. 
Williams, G. A. Chapman, R. N. Cohvcll, F. L Kidncr, C. G. Sellers, President 
Kerr, and Chancellor G. T. Seaborg. After considerable Jiscussion Professor 
Williams mo\·ed to table the motion. Seconded and passed. Professor D. Rynin 
read a statement in which he expressed his approval of the actions of the A.S.U.C. 
Executive Committe6.. in its recent disagrerment with the Administration con· 
cerning the right to speak for the entire student body on oll·campus issues. (A 
copy of Profes.sor Rynin's statement is preserved in the Secretary's records of this 
meeting.) Professor F. C. Newman spoke briefly on the statement as did Pro. 
lessors T. F. Parkinson, G. Mackinney, G. F. Chew, L Lowenthal, D. Mates, and 
President Kerr. In response to a request from Professor Mates concerning admin· 
istrative approval of earlier student actions, Professor W. F. Shepard (Dean of 
,Students) brieHy replied. 

Adjourned . .:........4:55 p.m. 

Attest: 

ARTliUR E. HUTSON, Secretary 
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(effective July 1, 1960) and the opening of the Student Union, cafeteria ana 
bow 1 in g a 11 ey • 

I wished the graduating seniors success and then introduced in turn the four 
seniors who each spoke for five minutes as representatives of their class: 
Janet McGinley (Chairman of the Women•s Judicial Committee), Alfred Dossa (Phi 
Beta Kappa and first recipient of a new scholarship from the English Speaking 
Union that will take him to Oxford the next two years), Maria f.'lothershead 
(Chairman of the World University Service), and Willis (Bill) Hawley (First 
Vice President of the ASUC). I then introduced Dave Armor, outgoing President 
of the ASUC, who introduced his successor, George Link. A number of 
outstanding seniors were sitting on the platform with us; I called each name 
in turn: Linda Blower (President of the Women•s Athletic Association), 
Charlene Conrad {Women •s Representative of the Executive Committee of the 
ASUC), Gale Merkt (President of the Mortar Board), Joyce Rifkind (Chairman of 
the Student Judicial Committee), Anne Ruggeri (Editor of the Daily 
Californian), Irene Takei (Head of the Pompon Girls), Gail Trowbndge (Second 
V1ce President of the ASUC), Carol Cavanaugh (Senior Sweetheart), Steve 
Rutherford (President of the Senior Class), Pat Newell and Pete Def.'Ioto 
(Co-Captains of the football team), Darrall Imhoff and Dick Doughty 
(Co-Captains of the Pacific Coast Championship and NCAA Western Regional 
Championship basketball team), Jim Small (President of the Big C Society and 
Captain of the swimming team), Jerry McFarland (Representative-at-Large), Dan 
Lubbock (past president of his class and Chairm~n of the California Club), 
Jeff Horner (varsity debater and winner of the Joffre Medal as a sophomore), 
Grove Thomas (leader of the Straw Hat Band) and Len Loomis (Manager of the 
G 1 ee C 1 ub). 

After a performance by the University Glee Club, I mentioned how sorry I arn 
that Greg Engelhard and Bud Hastings were not able to join us for this 
occasion and wished them well in their futur'e careers. As is traditional, the 
last speeches of the afternoon were given by two faculty members, Associate 
~an of Women Catharine Quire and Professor Austin MacCormick. We then all 
sang 11 Hail California 11

• 

At 2:45 p.m. I met with Donald Mackinnon. to discuss our consideration of John 
Clausen for the directorship of the Institute of Human Development. Mackinnon 
is serving on the review committee for his appointment as Professor of 
Sociology. 

Before going into the meeting of the Academic Advisory Committee, I signed a 
couple of letters that had been prepared for my signature. Admiral Hyman G. 
Rickover had written me to ask about the feasibility of the University 
furnishing a physics instructor to teach atomic and nuclear physics and a 
mathematics instructor to teach advanced calculus to a group of rnidshi~nen at 
the Mare Island Nuclear Power School this summer. I signed letters to Bernard 
Friedman (Mathematics Chair) and Carl Helmholz (Physics Chair) asking for 
their\. comments and to Admiral Rickover in-forming him that I have done so. 

The first part of the AAC meeting was devoted to my report on the May CCCO and 
Regents meetings. 

Alex Sherriffs then presented a report on the findings of the recent survey 
conducted by the Survey Research Center on cheating. The Committee felt that 
the results of the survey merit further action. It was agreed that a summary 
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report be prepared for submission to the Academic Senate at the first meeting 
of the Representative Assembly in the fall and that that report be coupled 
with a resolution proposing the appointment of special faculty and student 
committees to study the rna tter further and recommend action. 

After the meeting I spoke with Morrie Stewart about President Kerr •s decision 
that there will not be any limitations on enrollment after all. We decided 
that he need not issue a statement on this, that my statement to the 
Chancellor•s Academic Advisory Council will suffice. 

When I returned home, Helen told me that she took Dianne to Dr. Jennings this 
morning and then went with Eric to the kindergarten Farm Program at Happy 
Valley School at 2 p.m. 

Thursday, May 26, 1960 

On my way to the campus this morning I stopped by the Radiation Laboratory to 
sign some letters that had been prepared for my signature. I was very·pleased 
to sign a letter seconding the nomination of Waldo E. Cohn for the ACS Award 
in Chromatography for his development of the ion exchange method which has 
proved so essential to the separation and purification of lanthaniae ana 
transpluton~um elements. (I enjoyed Waldo•s letter to me of ~ay 11th, which 
he began by· saying, 

"I•m really not in the custom of repeating General Chemistry every time it 
comes around, but quite by accident I tun.ed in my TV at 6:45a.m. 
yesterday and there was Ed McMillan talking about element 93 and all 
that. Guessing correctly, I tuned in this morning, and sure enough- there 
you were~ It was fun to hear (and see) you, and I enjoyed your 
description of the actinide work at the student level. I also got a 
particular bang out of the simple ion-exchange column you showea, ana your 
description of the complex ion-separations that stem from the work that 
Thompkins, Khym and I started in 1943 at the Met Lab and prosecuted 
successfully at the old Clinton Lab in 1943-5." 

Waldo is now working in the Biology Division of Oak Ridge. 

I also signed and returned a new consulting contract for July 1, 1960 to June 
30, 1961 to Argonne. 

When I arrived at my campus office, I also buckled down to some 
correspondence. I wrote to Clark Kerr regarding the revised Air Force ROTC 
program, 

"We do wish to adopt the new program, and since it is much more attractive 
than the Army ROTC program, it probably would attract the larger fraction 
of freshmen students, and the Air Force unit here is not prepared to 
accept more students than they had last year. They have, therefore, asked 
for a limitation in enrollment to 700 .•. Technically, this conflicts with 
the pol icy of no 1 imitation of enrollment in departments at Berkeley, but 
actually there is no overall 1 imitation in the total number accepted by 
the Army and Air Force ROTC programs." 

I asked for his approval of this limitation. 
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I wrote to Melvin Calvin to let him know that the Educational Pol icy 
Committee, Northern Section, has approved, in general, his request to 
establish a laboratory for research in some of the chanical and physical 
aspects of biology and that he can now go ahead with a formal proposal to the 
Regents. I noted that both the Educational Pol icy Committee and the Budget 
Committee have suggested that he change the proposed name of the 1 aboratory 
from simply 11Biodynamics Laboratory .. to 11 Chemical Biodynamics Laboratory .. in 
order to identify it more closely with Chemistry. The letter concluded with 
some instructions on preparing the proposal for the Regents (specific budget 
statements, etc.) and the comment, 

.. This should be the last time such a proposal will have to be prepared, 
which, I am sure, you will regard with great relief. 11 

I received a phone call from Elizabeth Purcell of Pasadena, who had recently 
written me to invite me to visit South Africa during the months of November 
and December to participate in the United States-South Africa Leader Exchange 
Program conference on secondary science teaching; I declined the invitation. 

At noon Harvey White, Norris Nash, Bill Fretter, Lee Mclean, Clay Bedford, Dan 
Wilkes and I lunched together at the Men's Faculty Club to talk about the 
Lawrence Hall of Science project. We talked about Beaford •s proposal that the 
Hall be built in Oakland at the Kaiser site. Bedford impressed me as a true 
statesman, with breadth of vision and understanding rarely matched. His 
approach to the relationship of the Oakland-Kaiser site to the fundraising 
problems was intelligent and understanding. After very amicable discussion, 
it was mutually agreed that we should go ahead with our plans for raising 
money for the campus site, while he would clear with Oakland agencies the 
pass ib i 1 i ty of removing the Snow museum and the art museum from the Oak 1 and 
plan. Then if for some reason the financial campaign was less successful than 
hoped, he might reopen the possibility of the Oakland site, and support by the 
City of Oakland for the building. He said that he clearly understands the 
desirability of a close connection with the campus. Bedford was obviously 
very interested in our project; perhaps we should consider inviting him to 
serve on the committee. 

At 2 p.m. Morris Stewart, Charles Smith, Sandy El berg, Bill Fretter ana I met 
with Rear Admiral Rawson Bennett (Chief of Naval Research) to discuss the 
Naval Biological Laboratory. 

George Foster {Chairman of the Department of Anthropology) met with me at 3 
p.m. to discuss some of the prob 1 ems of staffing his department. He wanted to 
know, among other things, if he might get approval to raise the offer to Del 
Hymes. He said that the Department has been in lots of trouble that has had 
nationwide publicity ana that people throughout the country are watching 
them. I assured him that he will have my full support in his efforts to build 
on the strengths of the department. 

I walked up to International House to preside over the 3:30 p.m. meeting of 
the Board of Directors. Major items of business were consideration. of the 
proposed budget for 1960-61, reconsideration of the room and boara rates for 
!-House for next fall and the election of new menbers of the Board. The 
following people were nominated for the Board: John L. Simpson (Bechtel 
Corporation), Thomas C. Blaisdell, Jr. (Director of the UC Bureau of 
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International Relations) and Marian (~lrs. Daniel) Koshland. We also aiscussed 
raising money for a new program at I-House 11 Understanding Through Hospitality ... 

The Berkeley Gazette pub 1 ished my article 11 Face the Future Together- The 
Community and the University .. (attached). 

Friday, May 27, 1960 

In my Dwinelle office this morning, I signed a number of letters and memos. I 
forwarded to President Kerr the following names suggested by the Committee on 
Buildings and Campus Development Subcommittee on Naming of Builaings: 

1. The undergraduate library-
2. Additions to Hesse Hall-
3. Engineering Unit #1 
4. Mathematics and Statistics Bldg. 

(planned) 
5. Exhibition Gallery in Art Dept. 

of Kroeber Hall 
6. Street in Fernwald Residence 

Hall area 
7. Street in Smyth Hall area. 

James K. t-'bffitt Library 
A 1 so Hesse H all 
Bernard Alfred Etcheverry Hall 

Griffith Conrad Evans Hall 

Worth Ryder Gallery 

Hugill Way 
Lundberg Road 

I added my strong endorsement of all of these suggestions other than the 
Lundberg Road naming, since I wish that we could find a more significant way 
of honoring the late Olaf Lundberg, although none occurs to me right now. 

At 10:30 a.m. I met with Milt Chernin and asked him to stay on next year as my 
faculty assistant. He said that he would be glad to ao so, but that he 
couldn•t give any more time than he has this year. He said that he is afraid 
that even if the quality of his work with me has been fine with me, the 
quantity of it has not been. I said that I haven•t noticed any difficulty 
with quantity and pointed out that he had a favorable review. He asked me for 
any criticisms; I couldn•t think of.any but promised to check and let him know 
honestly of any there might have been. I mentioned that his review was so 
favorable that I am beginning to question his leaving the deanship at this 
critical period, suggesting that maybe he should continue as Dean and take a 
later turn as Vice Chancellor. Milt thinks this is a good iaea; he adaed that 
he thinks being Dean is in cons is tent with being my faculty assistant. I urge a 
him once again to stay but said that if he decides that it is important that 
he not do both jobs, I will accept it. He promised to give me as much time as 
possible for a replacement, even overlapping into fall if necessary. I said 
that his reappointment as Dean would be for a full term or maybe half a term 
if he goes on to a vice-chancellorship, but made no commitment there. 

At 11:30 a.m I met with David Mandelbaum (Anthropology) who told me about his 
offer from MIT. An increase in salary doesn•t seem that important to him, but 
I think we should check with Constance and Foster to see if they want to 
recommend one. He told me that he talked with Clark Kerr after the 
Representative Assembly meeting on Wednesday about the following three 
conditions he would want if he stays here: 1) some kind of half-time research 
setup for himself; 2) the establishment of a center for research in Social and 
Cultural Anthropology {about which he handed me a memo ana I pointed out the 
need for review by the Educational Policy Committee and the Budget Committee); 
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3_0, llERKELEY DAILY GAZETTE ••• Thursdoy, Moy 26, 1960,, 

Face Future Together....--.-·,_ ... ·._.,;.·; . . '~: 

The Community and 
The University: .. ·~ 

·COMPENSATIONS 
. However. we cannot hope that fn any marriage-and the union or 
the University and the city Is a community marriage-problems , 
can be banished. We recognize that our destinies are inextricably ; 
bound together; yet misunderstandings will •arise from time tot, 
time. Tbere Is, for example, a question which has occurred-and11 

·will occur again-in the minds of ~~~1 taxpaye~s: !s the city a?e·l, 
quately compensated for tlle University's const1tubonal ·exemption 

1 
from property taxes? All publicly owned institutions in California 

. are prohibited from paying such taxes, and bearing in this· way a 
part of the cost of city government and services. In answer to this 
question, state officials and others maintain that a city In which a 
state university is located is more than compensated for Incidental 
expense by the benefits It receives In terms of income, employ· · 
tnent. cultural, educational and recreational .opportunities, special : 
1ervices and higher property values. · 

While the matter of local taxes fs out of our bands, we In the : 
j: ' University, working with Berkeley city officials, have sought ways : 
. ' ·of paying for specific services where there seems to be particular · 
' justification. Just recently we obtained permission to pay, and be·' 

gan paying, for sewage services to the University. My colleagues · 
and I were delighted to be able to do this. 

, COMMUNITY BENEFITS 
. i , · Undoubtedly, the benefits that accrue from the University's. pres
: ·. · ence are far more important than any. cash reimbursements we can 
· ever pay under state law and policy. Tbe University has built great ; 

prestige, and this has given to Berkeley, without cost. a world 1 

reputation as a leading seat of learning and culture. Tbe qniversity · 
Is the city's largest employer. Its payroll, a large factor in the 
economies of Berkeley and surrounding . communities, now runs 
$60.000,000 for the campus, Including the Radiation Laboratory. 

, 1 i. Cultural events of a .caliber, variety and profusion unknown to 
· ; i rnost cities are a continuing part of our common life. Tbe Univer-
: i · sity attracts tens of thousands of people to Berkeley, each year: 

(; Btu?ents from every county in the state: alumni, who call Berkeley 
1 the1r second home and who come back for athletic contests and . 
i, other University events; business and professional people and . 
' scholars who come to the campus to attend institutes; professional 

By GLENN T. SEABORG 
Chancellor,. University of California. Berkeley 

. . aociety meetings, conferences, etc.; and tourists, to whom Berkeley 
;-, :·. Is one of the major attractions of the Bay area. An example of a 
: \ :: : ;•: recent addition to the Berkeley facilities that has already begun to · 

I am pleased to respond to tlle request ofthe editor of the Berkeley·;, attract busloads of visitors from afar·is the new museum In Kroe-. 
Daily Gazette to discuss c;ommunity relations and the future. A good l i, ber. Hall In which some of the world's greatest anthropological col- : 
beginning is a mental image of the view from our familiar landmark, : ,. lections are being shown. In the future, the Lawrence Hall of 
the Campanile. I am struck by two things: first. the. beauty of the 

1

:·\ Science will offer to Berkeley·youngsters and to visitors alike fa-. 
total setting of the University comnnunity In an environment· of~::: cilities for learning that will be unique. Every Berkeleyan, too, has: 
hills, water, bridges and cities; second: the unity of the campus and;:, close at hand many services, such as Informational materials from' 

/ the city which makes Berkeley one of the true university towns. <:: Agricultural Extension on gardening, adult classes In a wide range ' 
This unity began In the earliest days. T1te Berkeley area waa aD . · .ef courses offered by University Extension, ete. . ~ 

' almost uninhabited, tree-dotted plain back In the 1860's. '111en the i: , FACING THE FUTURE . . · • . · · 
University came, the area .was settled, and ,the city founded. 'l'be i\~·. As we look toward the beginning of the second century of our: 
city and the center of learning grew up together. Today Berkeley !; • community marriage, the city and the University together face a . 
Is an enterprising community of more than 120,000 people. Tbe :; new period of growth and development Tbe large student ·popula·; 
University expanded, too, from 40 students and 10 professors· to i; tions are about to descend upon us mid, like every other public : 
some 20,000 students and faculty and· staff numbering about 10,000. ,', Institution of .higher learning in the state, we must ·increase our ; 
MUTUAL RESPECT . .: , ~· . enrollments. At Berkeley we are planning for a maximum of 27,500 · 

This expansion hardly could have been achieved withoUt under- :: students. T1te corresponding Increment-about one-third of our pres-
1 

standing, good will' and mutual respect between the University and ; ' ent student population-is large, yet modest In comparison to those 
the city. Much of this understanding comes about through the· nat· · · at many other Institutions. Tbe University will be subject to strains 
ural play of social forces. University people, for example, take ·.: .,.hie~ Inevitably will .be reflected in campus-city relations. . · 
their civic duties seriously, and they take part In Important and Ne1ther the University nor the city can stand still. A challenging, 
varied ways lb the city's affaln. Berkeley ciUJens, for their part, , . t'apidly changing time ~waits us; I am confident that we shall face 
participate very actively In the ·life of the University. In Its cultural ·. It together, and that. With good will, muh!al respect and an under· 
events and in its many services. In these relationships there Is :: ~ndlng ~rit we shaD . always· find constructive· means of dealing 
continuing Interpretation of the University to the community and .,.1th any difficulties that may arise. 
of the community to the University. Tbere are, too, more formal ---_;..,----'----------

.. means for communlcatl011; for example, the llaisoa committee, eon
sisting of Berkeley city officials add University representatives, 
which meets regularly to solve mutual ·problema. 'l'bla committee 
has been especially helpful In bringing about mutual understanding 
of difficult problema Involved m tbe 'DleeSIIIIJ apmllion of thel 

- \ University. . . . ··. . !L . 
.. ------· ____ ....... _ 



and 3) replacement of the people who have left in Social Anthropology, to 
which I responded that there is nothing Constance and I can do but be 
S}11lpathetic to this since the inii;iative has to come from the Department. We 
talked in general about his ideas of what has led to the trouble in the 
Department; he blames Foster for it and said that he feels that if nothing is 
done about the situation soon, a lot of other people will leave. 

I was disappointed to receive a telegram from Senator John F. Kennedy 
regretting that he cannot speak on campus on June 2nd as part of our Politi cal 
Issues 1960 series. 

Lynne went to a school dance at Stanley School this evening and I went next 
door to the Perlmans• to attend Alice•s confirmation. Helen couldn•t go 
because Dianne is still sick. 

Saturday, May 28, 1960 

Dan Wilkes, Stan Thompson and I enjoyed a full 18 holes of golf at the Contra 
Costa Country Club today. Our scores were Dan, 79, Stan, 94 and me, 88. 

Sunday, May 29, 1960 

Pete, Dave, Steve, Eric and I drove up to Bolinas today to join in a picnic at 
the cottage there that has been rented for the holiday weekend by Kitty Malloy 
and Connie Wilson of my office and Gloria Copeland and Kitty Stephenson of 
Kerr•s office. Among others at the picnic were Anna Carol Dudley and her 
husband and new baby, Alex and Mary Sherriffs, Milton and Gertrude Chernin and 
Dan and Evelyn Wilkes. Unfortunately, Helen had to stay home with Dianne, who 
is still sick. I took movies of the group and of the boys playing on the 
beach. 

Monday, May 30, 1960 

I enjoyed the chance which the Memorial Day holiday gave me to play with the 
kids and catch up on some of my reading. 

Tuesday, May 31, 1960 

In my office this morning I took care of quite a lot of correspondence, among 
these were letters to: Clark Kerr, recommending that the University assist the 
Student Cooperative Association in its plan to build a new residence hall on 
Ridge Road by either guaranteeing or cosigning the loan; to Knowles Ryerson, · 
informing him that his proposal to create a new Department of Insect Pathology 
will have to go through all the normal channels; to John Gibson, thanking him 
for the offer of a portrait of his father, George Ernest Gibson (who was my 
Ph.D. mentor}, and letting him know that he should get in touch with Bob 
Connick; to George Link (incoming ASUC President) explaining the manner in 
which transfers of equipment and funds from the ASUC to the new Department of 
Intercollegiate Athletics were decided; and to E. T. Grether, asking him to 
serve one more year as Dean of the School of Business Administration while we 
continue our search for his replacement. 
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All of the Chancellor's Office staff attended the regular Cabinet meeting at 
noon over which I presided. As usual, we went through a long 1 ist of agenda 
items. I learned that Garff Wilson is "lukewarm" about the idea of our 
holding an Open House like UCLA does. The Public Relations Committee 
discussed this idea at their last meeting and seemed to like it. Dan Wilkes 
will get a recommendation from the Committee, after pointing out some of the 
pro's and con's of the proposal (i.e. the public events like lectures and 
athletic contests which bring more people to Berkeley than to UCLA and the 
large number of Berkeley students who live away from home as compared with 
UCLA's commuting student body.) 

It was agreed that the "free speech island" should be abandoned for the time 
being, since the Kerr Directives seem to have solved the immediate problem. I 
pointed out that the Regents probably wouldn't have voted to give the property 
back to the City of Berkeley anyway. 

Alex Sherriffs discussed the status of the possible change in the ASUC 
organitation from compulsory to voluntary membership. A meeting is now set 
for the Ex Com members to meet with me and Kerr on Thur~day m~rnin g. 

At 4 p.m. I presided over a meeting of the Committee on Campus Planning. Bill 
Wurster was present and the two of us made up the Committee. Guests included 
Nathaniel (Mings, Charles Bassett and Donald Larsen of Skidmore, Owings and 
Merrill, Thomas Church, Alan Ribera, Jim Hart, Bill Fretter, Louis De~ionte ana 
A. R. Wagner. 

Mr. Owings presented the improvements in the plan for Engineering Unit #1; 
Church made a progress report on the Landscaping Master Plan; and wagner 
reviewed the plans for locator maps, street signs, kiosks, etc. and discussed 
some of the rrounting problem with bicycles and rrotorscooters (in solution of 
which we decided to designate certain central campus areas off-limit and 
provide parking spaces and racks on the perimeter of this off-1 imit area). I 
reported on my approval of plans for refurbishing the University Art Gallery 
and Jim Hart talked about plans for making more wall space in resiaence halls 
available for exhibits. The meeting adjourned at about 6 p.m. 

I rushed home so that I .would be in time to join in on the special dinner and 
cake Helen had made in celebration of Pete's 14th birthday. 
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Wednesday, June 1, 1960 

I began my day at the Radiation Laboratory Associate Directors meeting. 

I presided over the meeting of the Chancellor's Advisory Administrative 
Council, which met at 12:15 p.m. in my conference room in Dwinelle. Apart 
from the regular members attending, guests included M. Harris (Chairman of the 
Zoology Department), M. R. Rosenzweig (Acting Chairman of the Psychology 
Department) and Al Wagner of the Office of Architects and Engineers. 

I opened the meeting with a fairly detailed report on the CCCO and Regents 
meetings in San Diego last month. 

I then called on Milt Chernin and Clint Gilliam to present the background and 
lead a discussion on the Cresap, McCormick and Paget survey of the Berkeley 
Registrar's Office and its services, which the report compared to those of 
UCLA (something like comparing apples and oranges, really, since the setup 
differs so widely between the two campuses). The discussion centered around 
two points: 

1. The extent of services to deans and students now provided and the need 
to curtail these if the .Cresap.recommendations are carried out; 

2. The hidden cost of deleting such services from the Registrar's Office 
and having equivalent or even greater costs as the result of developing 
them in areas where the services are needed. 

I asked Milt Chernin to chair a committee of deans who should study the 
possible areas for services to be eliminated; also serving will be Morris 
Stewart, Lincoln Constance, John Whinnery and Bill Shepard. 

Jim Hart then gave a presentation on the Western College Accreditation 
Committee report, highlighting areas of particular interest and who might 
study them. I pointed out the need for recognizing outstanding teachers and 
encouraged some discussion of how to identify and honor these people. 

Wagner then presented a report similar to the one he gave to the CPC 
yesterday. I asked for reaction to the proposal to limit areas on campus 
accessible by bicycle. 

We concluded the meeting with a report by Alex Sherriffs on the survey on 
cheating and the indication that this is a very real problem on our campus 
now. I informed them that I intend to bring this matter before the Academic 
Senate in the fall and will ask them to appoint a special Senate committee. 

Bill Brownell stopped in after the meeting to let me know that he was a member 
of the WCAAC group and that he does not feel that they expect any response to 
the comments made in their report. I suggested that we would want to document 
our answers in any case for the record. 

Bob Karplus and I met at 3:15 p.m. to discuss the elementary school science 
project he has been working on. I was very favorably impressed. I wish more 
of our faculty took such a serious interest in the importance of improving 
pre-college preparation. 
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Helen and I hosted a reception for members of the AAC and CAAC and their 
spouses at University House, beginning at 4 p.m. 

In the evening in the study at home I read some correspondence. Among this 
were a letter from Secretary of Labor James Mitchell to Jim Hart, thanking him 
for the opportunity to speak as part of our Political Issues 1960 (if he only 
knew how glad we were to get some participation in this program!); a long 
detailed analysis of th~ future needs of staff and of computing equipment, 
administrative set-up and accounting procedures for the Computer Center from 
Acting Director Rene De Vogelaere; and a letter from R. D. Miller (Chairman of 
the Fraternity Affairs Advisory Board) urging me to issue a statement 
demonstrating the University•s interest in the future of the fraternity system 
to counteract their perceptions that we are out to eliminate fraternities 
(resulting, no doubt, from recent legislative action, campus expansion, etc.). 

Thursday, June 2, 1960 

I began the day by taking care of some correspondence. I wrote to Clark Kerr 
asking for his and the Regents• approval of the appointment of Adrian Kragen 
as Vice Chancellor (repla~ing Jim Hart) effective July 1, 1960. 

Acting upon the recommendation of the Special Committee to Plan Campus 
Organization for Environmental Health and Safety, I signed letters of 
appointment to the Radiological Safety Committee to H. B. Jones (Donner 
Laboratory) as Chairman, W. G. Dauben (Chemistry), Louis Jacobson (Soils and 
Plant Nutrition), W. J. Kaufman (Sanitary Engineering), Daniel Mazia 
(Zoology), B. J. Moyer (Physics) and ex-officio members F. S. Harter 
(purchasing agent) and L. S. Stollar (radiological safety officer). The 

.duties of this Committee will be to review and approve proposals for the use 
of radioisotopes in advance of their purchase, to administer for the Berkeley 
campus the AEC licenses issued to the University and to advise me on problems 
related to this and other functions so that proper policy determinations can 
be made. In a letter to Harry Bliss informing him of this I noted that since 
the human application of radioactivity in Donner Laboratory is under the 
purview of the Radiation Laboratory, we are not appointing a Human Use 
Committee. 

I received a felephone call from D. J. Moylan {McGraw Hill Book Co.) who 
called to let me know that he is very interested in our CHEM Study project, 
having had a connection with a similar project in biology, and that he would 
be interested in publishing the textbook and distributing the films for us. I 
suggested that he talk with Art Campbell about this. 

I called Bob Connick at 10:50 a.m. to urge him to reconsider accepting the 
chairmanship of the Livermore Committee (to study Teller•s proposed applied 
science graduate program), which he refused to do. He hasn•t yet seen the 
announcement that appeared in the University Bulletin revealing that Richard 
Powell has been made Chairman of the Chem1stry Department. 

I then walked down to University Hall to attend the meeting which Clark Kerr 
and I set up with the ASUC Executive Committee members at their request. I 
hope that we made some progress in convincing them that students do have the 
right to express their opini~ns freely. 
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Helen picked me up at University Hall and we went to the Chiltons• apartment 
on Le Conte Street to have lunch with them and the Worthingtons, who are 
visiting from Delaware. Tom Chilton and Hood Worthington both worked with me 
at the Met Lab during the war. Tom is a Visiting Professor of Chemical 
Engineering her~ and Hood still works for duPont. It was a very pleasant 
lunch. I told them about the meeting with the ASUC Ex Com and gave some of 
the history of the recent controversy over the Koch case. Hood was very 
interested by some of the problems which the students have presented me with 
recently. 

I met with Lincoln Constance at 2 p.m. He told me about the meeting he had 
with the tenure staff of the Department of Anthropology earlier today, dealing 
with the general subjects of defections in Social-Cultural Anthropology, 
internal friction, etc. 

We briefly discussed a number of problems that have come up, including 
complaints from E. T. Grether that the School of Business Administration has 
b~en excluded from advising contact with L&S lower division students, from 
Chairman Murray Emeneau of the Classics Department regarding denial of his 
request to hire a replacement for a faculty member,who i~ going on sabbatical, 
and from Robert Tryon (Psychology) about the arbitrary way that he feels 
over-scale salary adva~cem~nts have been handled in the past. 

We also talked about offers several of our faculty members have received from · 
other institutions recently, including Hardin Jones• offer of a deanship at 
the University of Washington and Harley Flanders' offers from Wayne State and 
Kansas. I said that I will talk with both of these men to try to encourage 
them to stay with us. 

At 3:45 p.m. I met with Earl Parker about the outstanding teacher awards. We 
decided to choose the teachers who received honorable mention last year: 
Robert F. Steidel, Jr. (Engineering), Sho Sato (Law), Lawrence H. Moe (Music) 
and John H. Schaar (Political Science). We agreed that we ought to have a 
better system for identifying teachers next year; Parker suggested adding one 
more man who is particularly interested in teaching to the Budget Committee to 
work all year on this. 

At 4 p.m. Bill Fretter and I met with Sam Silver (Director of the Space 
Sciences Laboratory) who reported on his recent trip to Washington, D.C. and 
the progress on the proposal from the Space Sciences Lab for support by NASA. 
He thinks that our chance of getting this is fairly good, and stated that 
MacDonald had been·quite helpful. I mentioned the efforts of Ed Purcell on 
the use of the University's application as an example of what NASA should not 
have turned down last fall. 

Sam mentioned that he heard a rumor in Washington that the space sciences work 
is to be concentrated in La Jolla, and asked that this impression be dispelled. 

He also mentioned the proposal to investigate the surfaces of the moon; I 
asked that he send a copy of this to Harold Urey. 

I asked him about the cooperation with the Livermore Laboratory and the 
handling of the Livermore space sciences contract through the SSL. Silver 
reported progress along these lines, and said that handling the contract seems 
feasible. 
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At 4:30p.m. I met with students Helen Howe, Kendra Martin and David Sakai, 
representatives of Cal lA. I told them that I can't make the Chancellor's 
Saturday Evening Dinner scheduled for October 15th because of a previous 
engagement. I suggested that next year I be given a chance to choose a date 
and offered to send a representative in October. 

Helen and I had a reception, beginning at 5 p.m., at our house for University 
nonacademic employees receiving certificates for service. Sixty-four 
employees were invited but only 23 came. 

Friday, June 3, 1960 

First thing this morning I signed letters informing recipients of the awara 
for outstanding teaching of their selection, asking them to keep that 
information confidential until Clark Kerr announces it. 

I also signed a memo to Kerr providing details of the transfer of equipment 
and personnel from the ASUC to the new Department of Intercollegiate Athletics 
effective July 1, 1960. 

I then walked over to University House to greet members of my PSAC Panel on 
Basic Research and Graduate Education as they arrived. Our meeting began at 9 
a.m. Mac Bundy presented his draft of the introduction, which stresses the 
essential connection between government and graduate education programs, and 
we spent the better part of the day discussing it. Several people brought 
with them their writing assignments and distributed them to the group. We 
tried to focus on what gaps or omissions there may be in the report as a whole. 

I dictated a letter to David Beckler responding to his request for topics 
which might be discussed with the President: 

11 1 should think that the question of a Department of Science or alternate 
methods of coordinating science in government, would be a natural topic. 

The difficulty of getting big jobs done, without unnecessary duplication 
of effort, might also be mentioned. (I have in mind the difficulties in 
the space program and related defense efforts.) 

I suppose the question of bomb tests detection and limitation could be 
profitably discussed. 

I would like to see mention made of the difficulties in exchange of 
scientists with the U.S.S.R. brought on by unnecessary and unrealistic 
adherence to the rule of absolute reciprocity . 11 

I excused myself at 5 p.m. to go downstairs and join the reception for 
retiring faculty which I co-hosted with Clark and Kay Kerr. The Panel 
continued working and I rejoined them after the reception. 

Saturday, June 4, 1960 

Our PSAC Panel went back to work this morning promptly at 9 a.m. at university 
House. We devoted the morning to finalizing our recommendations and 
conclusions. After lunch the meeting broke up. 
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Dan Wilkes, Stan Thompson and I played golf this afternoon at the Contra Costa 
Country Club. Dan and I played the full 18 holes, but Stan dropped out after 
the 14th. Dan shot 75 and I, 91. 

When I got home, Steve told me about his train trip on the California Zephyr 
to Sacramento and back today. It was one of the most exciting birthday 
parties he's ever been to. 

Sunday, June 5, 1960 

After I had finished reading the Sunday papers, I spent some time reading 
correspondence in my study·this morning. Adrian Kragen wrote me a note to 
report that he, Alex Sherriffs and Errol Mauchlan met on Friday with Henry 
Bruyn of the Student Health Service to talk about the Student Health Service's 
relationship with the new Department of Intercollegiate Athletics. They 
decided that a Chancellor's committee should be appointed to iron out some of 
the policy questions of the new relationship (and, hopefully, to straighten 
out some of the personality conflicts as well). Suggested members for the 
committee are Bruyn, Dr." James Harkness, Dr. Charles Hudson, John Moore 
(administrator at Cowell), William Stiles, Pete Newell, Sherriffs and Kragen. 
I made a note to go ahead with the appointments. ' 

Clark Kerr sent me a copy of the minutes of the March 9th meeting of the 
presidents of AAWU universities, at which it was agreed that we would exchange 
transcripts of freshmen and varsity football and basketball players, which 
instructions to follow through on this. I made a note that Adrian Kragen 
should implement this procedure and that Frank Kidner and Clint Gilliam should 
be informed of the arrangement. 

I read a letter from Dick Erickson (Alumni Association) passing on their 
recommendations of individuals to serve on the Intercollegiate Athletic 
Advisory Board: James Archer (who will be President of the Alumni Association 
effective July 1st), Herman Selvin and Dick Peter (President of the Graduate 
Big C Society). Dick expressed some dissatisfaction with the limited number 
of positions on the Board available to them; he urged me to add to the 
membership of the Board. 

Helen and I left.the house at about 2 p.m. and drove to the campus, where we 
went to Hertz Hall to greet Bishop and Mrs. James A. Pike as they arrived for 
the baccalaureate services this afternoon. As we were waiting, we listened to 
the special concert on the Campanile bells. When we entered Hertz Hall, 
Lawrence Moe was just concluding his organ concert. The program, beginning at 
3 p.m., (which is arranged independently by the students) was: 

Musical number by the University Chorus 

Invocation by Carole Carkeet (a graduating senior) 

Musical number by the University Chorus 

Brief student address by Bob Bowers (Co-Chairman of the Baccalaureate 
Committee with Andrea Bershad) 

Musical number by the University Chorus 
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Scriptural reading by Jeff Horner (member of the graduating class) 

Baccalaureate Address by Bishop Pike: "Religion as Perspective" 

Singing of the University Hymn 

Benediction by Bishop Pike 

Bishop Pike's speech was interesting. He asserted that there is no conflict 
between science and religion, that the description and classification of data 
is the realm of science and the evaluation and interpretation of it, the realm 
of religion. He described religion as simply another way of saying "point of 
view". 

After the ceremony, at around 4:30p.m., Helen and I hosted the Senior Tea at 
University House. 

·. . 
Monday, June 6, 1960 

At the Rad Lab this morning I handled a little correspondence as well as 
meeting with my students, etc. I accepted the invitation of the Pergamon 
Institute to serve on the honorary advisory board for the new English 
translation of the Soviet radiochemistry journal Radiokhimiia, which they are 
going to publish. 

I also dictated a letter to Carroll Bowen (University of Chicago Press) saying 
that I have discussed his suggestion that they publish the Table of Isotopes 
in book form with my colleagues here at the Lab and summarizing our reaction 
by saying that we would be willing for them to publish such a book, but we 
doubt that there would be sufficient demand for such a book to make it 
worthwhile for them to do so. 

As I usually do on Mondays, I stayed up on the Hill to attend the lunch 
meeting of the Chemistry staff and then went down to my campus office. 

I appointed the following students to the Student Judicial Committee for 
1960-61: Mary Ann Mitchell, John Olson, Douglas L. Carmichael, Lorna Phillips, 
Doris Kahn, Peter M. Green and Evelyn Nakano. 

I wrote to Admiral Rickover to say that we have identified a mathematician and 
a physicist who would be available to teach advanced calculus and nuclear 
physics to their midshipmen and to inform him of the steps necessary to make a 
contract with the University to cover this. 

I received a phone call from AEC Chairman John McCone inviting me to serve as 
a member of the Atomic Energy Commission. I told him that I am not inclined 
to accept this appointment because I am enjoying my chancellorship at 8erkeley 
and don't really want to give up my scientific research work at the Lawrence 
Radiation Laboratory or to move my family to Washington. I promised him I 
would think more about the proposal and give him my answer before the weekena. 

I met with student Jerry Brown (our Governor's son), who is interested in 
studying psychology in graduate school. He said that the Graduate Division 
has suggested that he write to various colleges and universities throughout 
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the country to find out their requirements. Our Psychology Department 
requires that a student have an undergraduate degree in the field, but, if a 
student has an exceptional academic record in another field, the Chairman of 
Psychology can request that the student be admitted through the Dean of L&S. 
If that request is granted, the student will be placed on limitea status for 
one year, after which his work will be reviewed and it will be decided whether 
or not he may continue in Psychology. 

At 3 p.m. I met with Paul Naghdi, Antoni Oppenheim and Walter Soroka of the 
Mechanical Engineering Department, who voiced their complaint that they (the 
faculty of the Department) were not consulted on the appointment of Samuel 
Schaaf as Chairman. They feel that he was not a good choice because he is not 
familiar with the American Society of Mechanical Engineers (A.S.t-'i.E.) and is 
not a proper person for a scientifically oriented department. They said that 
they would have preferred Edmund Laitone (even though he has an appointment in 
the Miller Institute now). The group also objected to George t-'iaslach because 
he does not have a Ph.D. and is, in their opinion, 11 just a gear designer... I 
said that I will speak with Dean Whinnery to suggest that the written poll 
procedure used by Lincoln Constance in Letters & Science be used in the 
College of Engineering and to discuss the scientific orientation of the 
College and the future of Mechanical Engineering. The group said that they 
feel that the Department is now about equally divided between those who are 
scientifically oriented and those who are more interested in applied areas of 
research. · 

At 3:30 p.m. I met with Frank Newman to offer him the deanship of the School 
of Law with the proviso that he behave himself (by which I meant that he ought 
to refrain from indiscriminately fighting the campus administration on 
controversial issues like the NDEA disclaimer and academic freedom), which 
Newman assured me he would do, commenting that in a position of responsibility 
he would act in a responsible manner. 

At 4 p.m. I met with Harley Flanders {Mathematics) to discuss some issues in 
that department. 

I met at 4:30 p.m. with the five Russian students {Alexander Maslennikov, 
Nicholai Ilyinski, Yorii Tairov, Vladimir Karelin and Mikhail Bulanin) who 
have spent this year here through the exchange program. I asked·them how they 
got along. They seemed generally satisfiea except with the instruction in 
English, about which they were unanimous and emphatic in the opinion that this 
was a waste of time. For their purposes emphasis on speaking (such as the 
Berlitz method) would have been more useful. The tutoring was helpful but 
tying it tq the regular course was wasteful of time; more tutoring alone would 
have been much better. 

Tuesday, June 7, 1960 

I spent the morning in my Chancellor's Office disposing of a lot of 
correspondence. Among other things, I wrote to Benjamin Clayton regarding the 
possibility of the Benjamin Clayton Trust providing some funding for the 
Calvin Laboratory and enclosirrg a copy of the proposal for this. 

At 10 a.m. I received a phone call from Clark Kerr. He began by saying that 
he had heard from Don Mclaughlin that John McCone and President Eisenhower 
want me to serve on the Atomic Energy Commission, which I confirmed, stating 
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that I must give my answer to McCone before this weekend. I told him that 
there· are various considerations, including personal ones, and that I doubt 
that I wi 11 accept. 

I also mentioned that I have received an offer from private industry in the 
$100,000 salary range, which I doubt I will accept, and indeed which I already 
turned down some months ago. We talked for quite a long time on a variety of 
other issues, including 1) the scope of the Lawrence Hall of Science project 
($12 million); 2) Mandelbaum's stated requirements for staying here which 
include the strengthening of cultural anthropology; 3) the Cresap report on 
decentralization to local campuses and our difficulties in implementing 
sketchy, poorly organized recommendations (which probably are the result of 
their limited contact with knowledgeable people on the campuses); 4) my desire 
to add a third faculty assistant to the Chancellor's staff, whi~h he approved; 
and 5) the news that $50,000 may be available for Berkeley campus projects· 
from the NSF. 

At noon I reached George Kistiakowsky to let him know that McCone wants me on 
the AEC. I said that I am not,inclined to accept and suggested Alvin Weinberg 
for the position. He agreed that he would be a good choice and also suggestea 
Harvey Brooks. He said David Beckler may call me back with some other names 
to learn what I think of some of the people recommended. 

He is going to write Richard Nixon with a list of people who might be good 
choices for the Special Assistant to the President job. I told him that I 
glan to be in the Washington PSAC office on June 23rd and 24th; he'll be back 
from travel in time to meet with me there on the 24th. 

I also mentioned duPont's interest in getting into some big development 
project in the rockets or space sciences area. He remarked that someone in 
the AEC was unfavorably impressed by our Inorganic Materials Laboratory 
proposal, but he didn't seem to have any details about what the objections 
were. 

I then went into the conference room to preside at the weekly meeting of my 
Cabinet. Milt Chernin was the only member not able to be present today. I 
announced that NSF may give us $50,000 for support of Berkeley campus research 
and asked Errol Mauchlan to look into projects we have had to turn down and 
each of the staff to think about best uses for these funds. 

I also announced the gift of $1 million from Mrs. Wheeler as an endowment for 
fellowships and scholarships for the Berkeley campus. 

Bill Fretter said that he is trying to get Carl Helmholz to serve as Chairman 
of the Livermore Committee. 

We reviewed the schedule of vacations for this summer and who will cover for 
whom, etc. I plan to leave for the East Coast on June 22nd and to begin my 
vacation on the 30th, the day after my return. 

I indicated that President Kerr has approved my request for three faculty 
assistants next year and asked for recommendations. 

At 2:30 p.m. I met with Sandy Elberg to go over the planning for the northwest 
corner of the campus, ·about which we have some concern that it may be too 
crowded. We went over the memorandum from the people in Biochemistry and 
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Virology (particularly the part about a new lecture hall) and I agreea to it. 
We also discussed the situation regarding the Ford plant in Richmond. 

I then met with John Whinnery to share with him the gist of my conversation 
about the Mechanical Engineering Department yesterday with Naghdi, Oppenheim 
and Soroka. He said that he will talk with Samuel Schaaf, who may wish to 
withdraw. He said that the Department members (including Oppenheim) were 
polled on Maslach's appointment, so we decided that we will not take any 
action on that complaint. I suggested that in the future Whinnery handle the 
poll in the same way as Lincoln Constance does (in writing) and proviaea him 
with a copy of the letter Constance uses; he agreed to follow this procedure 
in the future. · 

Abe Mittler, an old friend of mine from my undergraduate days at UCLA and a 
fellow Chemistry graduate, dropped in by appointment for a brief social 
visit. Unfortunately, I was running very late on my appointments and so dia 
not have much time to spend with him. 

At 4:30 p.m. I met with T. A. ("Ted") Ingham, a Lafayette neighbor of mine ana 
a UCB alumnus (a classmate of Helen) who is exploring the possibility of 
working for the University because he feels that his present job as Sales 
Manager at Oscar Krenz, Inc. is a deadend job. He is very personable and 
seems to me to be someone we might keep in mind for a public relations job 
here. 

Wednesday,·June 8, 1960 

I began the morning at the Radiation Laboratory attending the AEC budget 
review hearings there. AEC representatives at th~ hearings were Bob 
Hollingsworth (Deputy General Manager), Al Tammaro (Assistant General tv'tanager, 
Research and Industrial Development), Ed Bloch (Assistant General Manager for 
Manufacturing), Don Burrows {Controller), Frank McCarthy {Assistant Controller 
for Budgets), Paul McDaniel (Director, Division of Research), Chuck Dunham 
{Director, Division of Biology & Medicine), Frank Arrota {Chief, Program & 
Fiscal Branch of the Division of Reactor Development) and, from the San 
francisco branch office, Ellison Shute (Manager), Paul Goodbre~a (Acting 
Deputy Manager), Russ Ball (Assistant Manager for Technical Operations), 
Lindsey Noble (Director, Program Analysis & Budget Division) and Bob Hughey 
(Director of the Technical Services Division). 

Members of our Nuclear Chemistry group reported on the various aspects of our 
program, of which the reports on the status of the operation of the 
SuperHILAC, plans and progress on the building of the 88-Inch Cyclotron ana 
the status of the heavy element program are worthy of special comment. The 
88-Inch Cyclotron will produce 60 Mev deuterons, 120 Mev helium ions and 50 
Mev protons with internal beams perhaps as high as 500 microampheres in the 
case of deuterons. Variable energy will be achieved by reducing the frequency 
and by third harmonic acceleration. The new building for the 88-Inch 
Cyclotron will have space to make external beam experiments possible. It will 
be possible to produce more neutron-deficient isotopes, for example, by alpha, 
xn reactions which can be used for decay scheme measurements, low temperature 
and atomic beam experiments. The variable energy will permit studies of 
nuclear reaction excitation functions, elastic and inelastic scattering and 
polarization measurements as a function of particle energy. 
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It was reported that the HILAC has been performing up to expectations. A 
program for upgrading the HILAC was presented together with the estimated 
cost. Extension of the building to the east to give more experimental area 
would cost about $500,000, increase in beam intensity by removing grids and 
installing strong focussing magnets will cost $75,000 or up to $225,000 if the 
tank needs to be replaced, enlargement of the duty cycle to increase the total 
beam will cost $150,000 to $600,000 depending upon how much is done,. and other 
improvements, such as ion source development, more versatile steering magnet 
arrays and so forth, will cost $200,000. 

In describing the heavy element program, it was pointed out that 10 kilograms 
of plutonium are being irradiated at Savannah River in an irradiation that 
started in August 1959. The schedule calls for 27-30 months of neutron 
irradiation followed by an appropriate cooling period, after which the 
plutonium (for practical purposes Pu242) will be irradiated in the new high 
flux reactor at Oak Ridge leading to the production of milligram quantities of 
californium in mid-1964- 1965. In addition cm244 and Am241 are currently 
being irradiated in the MTR leading to the production of 15- 25 micrograms of 
californium in January 1961, 80 micrograms of californium in January 1962, and 
200 micrograms in January 1963. Berkeley facilities are not adequate to 
process this material and Oak Ridge may be willing to try out their hot cells 
on it. 

I drove down to my campus office after the luncheon for the AEC group. A 
letter went out to Clark Kerr supporting the recommendations made by Sandy 
Elberg and Richard Hartsook regarding the purchase of the Ford Plant in 
Richmond and placing particular emphasis on the recommendation that 

.. The University will agree to make available to private industry those 
portions of undeveloped land to the east of the plant not required for 
University use ... 

Another letter to Kerr responds to the draft statement of policy on vacation 
allowances for academic 11-month appointments: 

.. With the exceptio~ of #7, the·proposed statement of policy is acceptable 
to the Berkeley campus. I would suggest that the statement, •unused 
vacation credit shall lapse upon retirement•, be omitted from the formal 
issuance of the statement of policy. Inasmuch as persons resigning from 
University service are allowed payment for accrued vacation time, it does 
not seem in the best interests of good public relations to prohibit those 
retiring from receiving a similar payment ... 

I talked with David Mandelbaum by phone and let him know that I have spoken 
with Clark Kerr about his requests and that none of them seem impossible, 
although it might take year or so for them to be worked out. I told him that 
I have mentioned reconsideration of his salary to both Lincoln Constance and 
George Foster and that Constance is also going to look into the possibility of 
encouraging more appointments in social anthropology. 

At 2 p.m. I met with Bill Brownell, who wanted to discuss with me his plans 
for replacing Cliff Froelich (who died recently). Froelich was in the 
informal group in Education known as Counseling and Guidance, which usually 
has three people and is now down to one. Brownell has recommended the 
appointment of an Assistant Professor II, but for the third position he very 
much wants to bring in a top level person. He has in mind Don Super (Teachers 
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College at Columbia) and would like to bring him to Berkeley for an interview, 
meeting with colleagues, etc. (After Brownell left, I talked with Errol 
Mauchlan about financial support for Super's travel; we agreed to use 
Chancellor's Administrative Travel Funds, if necessary.) 

At 2:30 p.m. I met with John Whinnery again about the Samuel Schaaf 
appointment as Chairman of Mechanical Engineering. We talked about whether it 
would be better to conduct a poll now or to simply issue a statement by me 
that the present appointment should be accepted by the members of the division. 

I received a call shortly after 3 p.m. from Dr. Helene (Chemical Education 
Commission of the Kansas Section of the ACS) who wanted to know if I might 
speak about CHEM Study at their September meeting. I declined and suggested 
that they invite Art Campbell instead. 

I then met with Hunter Dupree and asked him to-serve as one of my faculty 
assistants next year; he accepted. 

At 4 p.m. I presented certificates to foreign students at Alumni House. 

In the evening in the study at home I read quite a bit of correspondence from 
my Chancellor's Office, including· 1) a very interesting and eloquent letter 
from Henry Nash Smith (Chairman of the English Department) responding to the 
Western College Association Accreditation Committee report and vehemently 
objecting to the suggestion that Subject A should be made a part of the 
English Department's responsibilities; 2) Adrian Kragen•s recommendations for 
membership on the Intercollegiate Athletic Advisory Board; 3) Errol Mauchlan•s 
analysis of the targeted cuts in the University's budget for next year (which 
Mauchlan feels we may have to accept- with two exceptions (we might fight the 
designated percentage of TA's on the teaching staff and the limited funding 
for libraries); and 4) a letter from Dick Erickson suggesting that we call the 
new committee 11 Faculty-Alumni Joint Activities Committee .. and enthusiastically 
accepting our proposal that faculty members be Robert Cockrell, George Foster, 
Albert Pickerell, Kenneth Pitzer and Dow Votaw. 

Thursday, June 9, 1960 

I spent the first part of the morning in my Chancellor's Office signing a 
large number of letters that had been prepared for my signature. 
Individualized letters went out to the following student presidents of 
residence halls thanking them for their efforts and expressing my 
understanding of the problems they encountered as a result of changes in 
residence programs this year: for Fall Semester, Ralph Anderson (Smyth Hall), 
Barbara Barron (Stern Hall), Casey McCarthy (Bowles Hall), Lucille McClish 
(Richards Hall), Jan Lee (Oldenberg Hall), Nancy Komatsubara (Mitchell Hall), 
Roberta Kennedy (Peixotto Hall), Al Dossa (Deutsch Hall), Mike Little (Putnam 
Hall), Judith Miller (Cheney Hall); for Spring Semester, Linda Mullin (Stern 
Hall), Noel Helmbrecht (Bowles Hall), Dick Johnson (Ehrman Hall), Herbert 
Fasteau (Griffiths Hall), Judith Ahlin (Cunningham Hall), Sandy Potter 
(Davidson Hall), Tom Files (Deutsch Hall), Robert Bosso (Putnam Hall), 
Charlotte Mitchell (Cheney Hall), Sylvia Carp (Peixotto Hall), Bob Miallovich 
(Smyth Hall), Margaret Heibling (Mitchell Hall), Clarissa Ann Serrem 
(Richards-Oldenberg Hall); and for both semesters, Dixie Samuels (Freeborn 
Ha 11 ) • 
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I also signed two memos to all deans, directors, department chairmen and other 
administrative officers, passing on directives from President Kerr: one 
concerning the decision that, beginning with the Fall Semester 1960, every 
graduate student in good standing, unless granted a formal leave of absence by 
the Graduate Dean, will be required to register each regular semester until 
the completion of all the requirements for the degree for which he is working, 
including the filing of the thesis or dissertation; and the other confirming 
the existing delegation to the University Dean of Extension of authority and 
responsibility for coordination of all Summer Sessions and defining the 
jurisdiction of the CCO over budgetary matters related to the Summer Session 
on his campus. 

A letter went out to G. Herbert Childs spelling out the details of the 
informal agreement we have made to support his initial research to determine 
if sufficient appropriate material exists upon which to base a successful 
biography of Ernest 0. Lawrence. I also wrote to Molly Lawrence, enclosing a 
copy of my letter to Childs.and assuring her that source material of an 
intimate or personal nature'will be turned over to her. 

Bill Nierenberg (Chairman of the Local Chapter of the American Association of 
University Professors) sent me a copy of the resolution proposed by Paul B. 
Stewart and passed unanimously on June 3, 1960: 

11 Whereas, 
A number of students have been involved in an incident at the City Hall of 
San Francisco on Friday, May 13, and 

Whereas, 
The newspaper accounts of this incident have been conflicting in many 
particulars so that the facts of the situation are not readily available, 
and 

Whereas, 
To the best of our knowledge no investigation is being made of the role 
and propriety of the conduct of the San Francisco Police Department in 
this incident, 

Therefore, 
We, the University of California (Berkeley) Chapter of the American 
Association of University Professors, do hereby 

Request that the governmental authorities of San Francisco, by means 
of any impartial special commission or Grand Jury, fully investigate 
the incident or incidents of May 13, and 

Request that the report of the commission or Grand Jury be made 
public so that all may know the facts as best they can be 
ascertained, and 

Suggest that the governmental authorities use this report in whatever 
ways seem to be appropriate in view of its contents ... 

I can certainly understand their concern but doubt that this resolution will 
lead to the desired action. 
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I read a letter from Jim Conant accepting our invitation to serve as Regents• 
Lecturer-at-Large next year and informing me that he expects to be in 
residence during March~ In a separate note he mentions that he has not yet 
received the $1,000 honorarium owed him for the Jefferson Lectures in March, a 
matter of some embarrassment to me; I will make certain this is taken care of 
inmediately. 

I received a very interesting letter from 0. Meredith Wilson (President of the 
University of Oregon) regarding the disclaimer oath of the NDEA. Wilson 
wrote, 

11 In my experience in this and several other institutions, I have never 
heard an academic faculty discuss any issue with greater care or greater 
concern. I believe I would not exaggerate if I were to say that the 
entire faculty regrets deeply the inclusion of a requirement of an 
affidavit of disbelief in this or any other Federal legislation relating 
to educational aid. Only great respect for the intention of the Congress 
and a clear recognition of our country•s need have counterbalanced the 
faculty•s distaste for the offending requirement. 

If the members of the faculty thought that the inclusion of the affidavit 
of disbelief as a requirement for participating in the National Defense 
Education Act were to become a pr.ecedent for a simil·ar inclusion in future 
enactments intended to support education, they would have voted not to 
participate in the present act. They have such respect for the United 
States Congress that they are persuaded that this requirement will not be 
included in future acts, and remain confident that the Congress will yet 
remove the offending section from the existing acts ... 

Wilson goes on to describe some of the actions of faculty of the University of 
Oregon towards this end, including passing a resolution, requesting support 
from the Oregon State Board of Higher Education, speaking with colleagues at 
other institutions, lobbying Congressmen, etc. He concludes the letter, 

..... If these lines of action seem appropriate to you, we should like to 
enlist your cooperation in similar action, and we should like also to 
invite your institution to suggest other ways in which we may cooperate. 

I am hopeful, indeed, that higher education may speak as one voice on this 
critical issue and urge you as an educator to join your influence with 
that of other educators in seeing that the requirement of the affidavit is 
removed from existing acts and is excluded from any future legislation 
relating to education ... 

The feeling of our own faculty is very similar to that described by Met. We 
already have taken steps to make our views known in Washington and I will 
discuss it further with Richard Nixon when I visit with him later this month. 

At 11 a.m. I met with Joseph D. Lohman, Herbet Blumer and Bill Fretter to 
discuss our offer to Lohman to come to Berkeley as Dean of the School of 
Criminology and the terms under which he would accept. Fretter will check 
with the Advisory Committee about those terms. Lohman would not be able to 
come until next February so if he accepts, we will appoint an Acting Dean, 
probably Arthur Sherry. 

I hosted a luncheon at the Men•s Faculty Club in honor of Jean Renoir. 
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Lincoln Constance and I held our weekly meeting between 2 ~.m. and 3 p.m. we 
discussed the problems of Richard Mandelbaum and the Anthropology Department 
at some length. I suggested that after our meeting concluded, he talk further 
with Bill Fretter about the possibility of using endowment funds for a 
"center" in Social-Cultural Anthropology. 

Lincoln mentioned that Travis Bogard (Dramatic Arts) wants to bring theatrical 
people to Berkeley as "visiting dramatists" from time to time and has 
specifically suggested Clifford Odets. I said that I would have to look into 
financing and cannot make any financial commitments at this time, but that I 
am sympathetic to the proposal. 

We also talked about some of the problems of reclassification of personnel; I 
urged him to speak with Vice President Elmo Morgan to acquaint him with some 
of the particulars of the problems. 

At ~ p.m. I met with Samuel Schaaf (with Maribel Montgomery sitting in to take 
notes) to discuss some of the problems in Mechanic~l Engineering and the 
objections I have heard to the procedure that was used in appointing him as 
Chairman of the Department. He said that he feels these objections are not 
directed at him personally but rather reflect a general problem in the 
Department. He feels that I should back up Dean Whinnery and reiterated his 
own willingness to serve as Chairman. I asked him to do his best to win the 
confidence of the faculty by consulting frequently with them, paying 
particular attention to any complaints voiced, etc., which he said he would 
do. Maribel will draft a statement from me to go out to the faculty of the 
Department. 

Maribel gave me a letter from George Foster tendering his resignation as 
Chairman of the Department of Anthropology effective June 21, 1960. He wrote, 

..... This resignation is submitted because I believe the University 
Administration's point of view about the problems of this department, and 
the ways in which they should be attacked, can better be implemented by 
someone else." 

He then went on to describe his anxiousness to have more time for his research 
on social and cultural change in rural areas of underdeveloped countries (the 
field work for which he has been conducting in Mexico) as the primary reason 
for this decision. I wish I had seen this letter before my meeting with 
Constance this afternoon; however, Maribel said that she did discuss it with 
Constance and that he feels that there is nothing we can or should ~o to get 
Foster to cha~ge his mind. Constance told Maribel that his perception of the 
problem is that the staff and Foster feel that support of Mandelbaum means a 
vote of no confidence in the rest of them. The split in the Department seems 
to be a matter of personality conflicts. I will make a point to see Foster 
and let him know that there is no lack of support from the administration and 
that he himself certainly has my support. I will emphasize that any proposal 
made by Mandelbaum will go through usual channels. 

Helen and I hosted a dessert party for the Senior Class prior to their 
starting on the traditional Senior Pilgrimage. I went with them as far as 
Dwinelle Plaza, where I heard the first speech. Helen told me that she went 
to Happy Valley School after lunch today to join Lynne's farewell party for 
her seventh ~rade class with Mrs. Newman. 
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Friday, June 10, 1960 

Today I officially received the petition from faculty in the Mechanical 
Engineering Department objecting to the method of appointment of Samuel Schaaf 
as their chairman. I responded with a letter stating: 

"A substantial number of you have presented to me a petition to defer 
submittal of the appointment of the new Chairman of the Department of 
Mechanical Engineering to The Regents and have questioned the procedures 
followed by Dean Whinnery in making his recommendation for this position. 
I very much appreciate the interest shown by the Faculty in its 
organization. In the appointment of chairmen of departments The Regents 
are not involved, and authority to appoint chairmen is vested in the 
Chancellor, who reports the names of appointees to the President. The 
procedures followed by Dean Whinnery in the consultation of Division 
Chairmen were those developed earlier for the two Departments of 
Engineering that correlate the work of several Divisions. Dean Whinnery 
kept me informed this year of the steps of his procedure and neither he 
nor I recognized until the appointment was officially made that this 
procedure was at issue. 

As a consequence of your petition, it is agreed with the College of 
Engineering that procedures should be changed for the future to include a 
poll of tenure faculty for appointment of the Department Chairmen as well 
as for the appointment of Division Chairmen where Divisions have been 
established. I have also directed the College to conduct future polls by 
mail ballot according to the procedure followed by the College of Letters 
& Science rather than by the personal interview procedure followed by Dean 
Whinnery this year. 

As the present appointment did follow procedures previously in effect, I 
feel that it should stand and, as with any other Chairman appointment, no 
change be made except for good cause. 

I would appreciate your full cooperation with your Chairmen and Dean. Any 
of us will welcome your suggestions on the future of Mechanical 
Engineering as we are all very much concerned with building the strongest 
possible Department. If any of you would prefer to direct comments to me 
on a confidential basis, this confidence would of course be respected." 

At 2 p.m. I met with Starker Leopold (Zoology), whom I•ve known since our 
graduate student days, to pursue with him his appointment to the position of 
faculty assistant. He accepted the offer, which would be effective July 1st, 
but mentioned that he will not be able to do too much work in August. He said 
that he will start working with Bill Fretter right away, to get acquainted 
with things. He said he has already talked with Alden Miller and will talk to 
Morgan Harris, so I don•t need to do this. Starker mentioned that one of the 
problems of balancing work here in the Chancellor•s Office with his work in 
the Department of Zoology is that he is the only one in the Department 
qualified to teach his course in wild life. He may or may not continue his 
work on the Graduate Council; he 1 ll discuss this with Morris Stewart. 

Leopold stayed on for my 3:30 p.m. appointment with George Foster to talk 
about his resignation as Chairman of the Department of Anthropology. I told 
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him that I believe that I have an unbiased point of view and that I know I am 
trying to do what's best for the University and the Department by making 
efforts to retain a good man (Mandelbaum). I emphasized that this does not 
represent a lack of confidence in him and that I hope he will help to make 
this clear to members of his Department. 

Foster said that he does not feel that Mandelbaum ever had any intention of 
leaving (pointing out that the offer from MIT wasn't in writing and that the 
offer fr'om UNESCO only came up yesterday). He was very emphatic about the 
need to discuss thoroughly with tenured Anthropology faculty the proposed 
Center for Social Anthropology. I closed the meeting by saying that if he 
does go ahead with his resignation, we have already unofficially made 
arrangements for the summer (Sherry Washburn for six weeks) and that, 
therefore, we will not plan to make any appointments or reappointments before 
the end of this time. It was thus left rather vague whether or not I am 
accepting his resignation. 

Helen and I dropped by the cocktail party for the Class of 1910 50th reunion 
at the C 1 aremont Hate 1 • 

We then went to the Empire Room in the Claremont Hotel for the Senior 
Banquet. I made some fairly routine "go forth into the real world" remarks, 
which seemed ~ell-received despite their lack of originality. Helen and I 
then stayed on to enjoy the excellent dinner provided. 

Saturday, June 11, 1960 

Today is Commencement Day and the end of another academic year. Helen and I 
left Lafayette fairly early this Saturday morning in order to get to the 
campus in time for me to don my academic robe and mortar board and be in place 
for the Commencement Exercises which began in Faculty Glade at 10 a.m. As is 
the custom, I made some "Farewell Remarks" on this occasion in my role as 
Chancellor. Students speaking at the Commencement included Gerald McFarland 
and Charlene Conrad. 

Following the Commencement, we stayed on in Faculty Glade for the Alumni 
Commencem.ent Luncheon, which is held every year for graduating seniors and 
their families. As part of this occasion, I formally accepted the gift of the 
Class of 1910. The Class has raised money for building a special "Fireplace 
Corner" in the Bear's Lair of the new Student Union, which will feature a 
brick and hewn rock fireplace surrounded by knotty pine benches. I formally 
accepted the gift on behalf of the B~rkeley campus and thanked them for this, 
mentioning that it shows the same aesthetic sensibility as their graduation 
gift to the campus of the arched bridge over Strawberry Creek to Faculty 
Glade. 

I also described the accomplishments of members of the faculty retiring this 
June: Margaret I. Beattie (Public Health Department, who has been responsible 
for all University Public Health laboratory courses since 1938), Clarence D. 
Brenner (French Department scholar specializing in 18th century French 
literature), Charles L. Camp (Paleontology Professor and Curator of amphibians 
and reptiles in the Museum of Paleontology), Yuen Ren Chao (Agassiz Professor 
of Oriental Languages and Literature, whose many accomplishments include the 
translation into Chinese of Lewis Carroll's Alice in Wonderland and Through 
the Looking Glass), Lucille Z. Czarnowski (Supervisor in Physical Education 
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for Women, specializing in dance), Jacqueline de laHarpe (French Professor, 
of whom I took special care to note the affection she has earned from her 
students through her thoughtful attention to their jnterests), Marie H. Glass 
(Supervisor in Physical Education for Women, specializing in tennis and 
swimming), Jack T. Hobson (Assistant Professor of Optometry, who has led 
clinical classes for the past 24 years as well as maintaining a private 
practice), Mary Cover Jones (School of Education expert on child growth and 
development), Lawrence Kinnard (History Professor, specializing ir:t 
Spanish-American studies, particularly re9arding California and the Spanish 
influence on Louisiana), John B. Leighly (Geography Professor and Chairman of 
the Department, specializing in climatology), Austin H. MacCormick 
(Criminology Professor, who holds the Presidential t'1edal for Merit for service 
during World War II, when, as special assistant to the Under Secretary of war, 
he was largely responsible for the program through which the Army screened, 
trained and restored to duty 42,000 general court martial prisoners, now an 
activist for humane treatment of prisoners), N. Wing Mah (Political Science 
Department, an expert in Chinese affairs), Catharine D. Quire (Associate Dean 
of Women and Assistant Professor of Accounting in the School of Business 
Administration), Knowles A. Ryerson (Dean of the College of Agriculture, 
expert in the economy and development of the South Pacific region), Thomas N. 
St. Hill (Lecturer in Business Administration, teaching a very popular course 
in practical aspects of management), R. Earl Storie (Professor of Soils and 
Plant Nutrition and originator of the widely used 11Storie Index .. , a method of 
soil rating based on soil characteristics that govern the land •s potential 
utilization and productive capacity), Otto Struve (Astronomy Professor, widely 
recognized as the founder of the science of astrophysics, who is creditea with 
changing the thinking of astronomers from the belief that stars are static to 
the realization that stars are active and changing). I noted that Harold E. 
Jones (Professor of Psychology and former Director of the Institute for Human 
Development) was listed among the retirees honored on this occasion; however, 
I was very sorry to learn that he died suddenly in Paris last week. 

After the luncheon we went to University House to attend the presentation of 
the bust of Robert GOrdon Sproul and portrait of tvlrs. Sproul which the Class 
of 1907 has donated to the University for installation at Sproul Hall. Once 
again I thanked the C 1 ass for their generosity. 

We knew that this would be a long and tiring day--and indeed it was--so we had 
regretted the invitation to attend the Senior Ball at the Fairmont Hotel, for 
which we were grateful. Pete went to his 8th grade graduation party at 
Stanley School this evening. 

Sunday, June· 12, 1960 

A day of rest and relaxation- in celebration of the ena of another academic 
year. 

I received a phone call from Don rv·cLaughlin, who urged me to accept the offer 
of a position on the U.S. Atomic Energy Commission. He said that I am 
misplaced in my position as Chancellor at Berkeley ana furthermore it is a 
waste of tirre for a talented scientist to dabble in administration. I thanked 
him for his advice in a rather noncommittal manner. It is obvious that he 
wants me out of the chancellorship for whatever reasons. 
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Monday, June 13, 1960 

As usual on Mondays, I spent the morning and lunch up at the Rad Lab. 

I went directly from there to San Francisco to the KPIX studios at 2655 Van 
Ness Avenue to participate in the Stanford University program 11 Career11

, during 
which four Stanford students talked with me about science as a career. We 
.began taping at about 2 p.m. and finished at about 3:30 p.m. I was asked some 
very interesting questions and enjoyed the conversation. 

I returned to Berkeley and went to my Dwinelle Hall office to sign some 
letters, etc. The campus seems very quiet now that most of the students have 
1 eft. 

Letters of appointment to the new committee to consider Ed Teller•s proposal 
regarding graduate programs at Livermore went out to Carl Helrnholz (Chairman), 
R. E. Connick, W. R. Dennes, H. D. Eberhart, E. M. McMillan, K. S. Pitzer and 
J. R. Whinnery. 

I also signed a letter, drafted by Bill Fretter, to Sandy Elberg, as follows: 

11 In connection with the work of the Special Committee to consider the 
proper organization of instruction in biophysics, including medical 
physics and radiology, I should 1 ike to suggest that the charge to the 
Committee be enlarged to give you the freedom to discuss this problem in 
the broadest possible terms. As you know, I am very much interested in 
the development of •modern biology• including the application of the most 
advanced chemical and physical techniques to biological problems •. It may 
be within such a broad framework that biophysics and related areas should 
be placed. Our efforts in •modern biology• are now diffused among several 
departments, and I hope you will feel free to explore possible solutions 
to this problem in connection with your studies of biophysics. 11 

I read a telegram from Alan Waterman informing me that President Eisenhower 
sent my nomination for membership on the National Science Board for a term of 
six years to the Senate for confirmation today. 

My schedule today might have been a bit better arranged. I had to return to 
San Francisco for another television show, which was broadcast live on K~ED 
beginning at 8 p.m. Jim Day interviewed me for a 11 personality portrait 11

• 

When I arrived home, quite late, Helen told me that she and the kids watched 
me on TV. 

Tuesday, June 14, 1960 

I spent the morning in my office taking care of a lot of correspondence. I 
responded to a long letter from Mrs. Rose Gaffney, describing in detail her 
fight against PG&E at Bodega Bay and offers she has received for her property; 
she is very anxious to .learn if we are still interested in this site for our 
Marine Biological Laboratory. I answered: 

11 1 had .•• received an informal report from the oceanographers on the 
suitability of the Bodega Head site for a Marine Biological Laboratory at 
about the same time, but the biologists have not submitted a report as 
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yet, so I have no really definite word for you. 

The report of the oceanographers, from the Scripps Institute of 
Oceanography, was rather disturbing, however. "They say that the power 
plant proposed for construction on Bodega Head, which would discharge 
water raised about l5°F above sea water temperature, would on infrequent 
occasions blanket the reef area in the vicinity of Horseshoe Cove with 
warmed water. Thus the marine life would periodically be exposed to 
rather different water temperatures for short periods of time, and the 
effect of this temperature change on the marine organisms might be serious. 

We are thus in the process of making a decision as to whether the 
Horseshoe Cove site, which is an excellent one at present for a marine 
station, would be suitable, under the conditions described above. When 
the committee of biologists reports to me, which should be very soon, I 
will inform you of our decision." 

A note attached to this letter states that Clark Kerr has approved the 
contents of it by telephone and asked that.the following message be conveyed 
to me: "What about Santa Cruz as a location, particularly if new campus might 
go to Santa Cruz?" 

I was pleased to learn from Emil Mrak•s letter that the only detail which 
remains to be worked out in the plan to establish a jitney service between the 
Davis and Berkeley campuses is the reservation of a parking space near Doe 
Library. 

Patent No. 2,940,819, Concentration Process for Plutonium Ions, in an 
Oxidation State not Greater than +4, in Aqueous Acid Solution, was issued this 
date to me and Stanley Thompson. 

At noon I presided over the meeting of my Cabinet. Attending were Chernin, 
Dupree, Fretter, Hart, Kragen, Leopold~ Malloy, Mauchlan and Wilkes. We 
talked at some length about the residence halls and about housing issues in 
general. Six out of the eight Head Residents in the new residence halls are 
leaving. Kragen will follow through with Forrest Tregea on setting up 11 exit 
interviews .. with each of them. 

Residence Hall Unit #3 is going to be built on the site where Residence Hall 
Unit #5 was scheduled and will be started a year in advance of the schedule. 
Rejection letters for rooms in residence halls for next semester were mailed 
last night and Mrs. Donnelly of the Housing Office reports that her office is 
already swamped by calls from irate parents. 

Kragen reported that Bill Wurster has been told by Elmo Morgan that the cost 
per unit of married student housing must come in at a figure no higher than 
$10,000. 

We also learned that finishing of the dining commons in the new Student Union 
has bogged down through the negligence of the Office of Architects and 
Engineers: they never ordered the furniture. Tregea hopes to be able to work 
it out but may have to call upon us for help. 

I asked each member of the Cabinet to write a summary of accomplishments 
during the last year for my use in my annual review with President Kerr. We 
also talked about the qualifications of various candidates for the Business 
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Officer opening and about arrangements for preliminary screening interviews. 
I said that I would interview C. Russell de Burlo when I am in Washington, if 
he will come down from Tufts. 

I concluded the meeting by going over the agendas for the CCCO and Regents 
meetings. 

At 2:30 p.m. Bill Fretter and I met with six senior members of the 
Anthropology Department· faculty--Bascom, Foster, Heizer, McCown, Rowe and 
Washburn--to discuss the future of the Department and, most particularly, to 
deal with the David Mandelbaum issue head on. Lincoln Constance is out of 
town and so could not attend and we deliberately chose to leave Mandelbaum out 
of the discussion group in the hope that it would be more honest and open 
without his presence. I described the proposal made by Mandelbaum for 
research in social anthropology, which so far has not been formalized and 
exists only in a letter to Constance, in which the alternatives are outlined 
as follows: a) creation of a center within the Institute of International 
Studies, b) creation of a center within the Institute of Social Sciences, and 
c) an additional function of the Museum of Anthropology in Social Anthropology. 

The anthropologists were interested to know how far this proposal has gone, 
and if there is any likelihood of its adoption. I emphasized that my reaction 
to Mandelbaum's proposal was fairly automatic in that whenever a faculty 
member comes into my office and says that he has been offered better research 
opportunities elsewhere, asking that equivalent opportunities be created here, 
I try to encourage them that I will make every effort to do so. In this case, 
since three members of the Department had already left (and since Kerr said 
that it is important to retain Mandelbaum) I was very anxious to prevent 
another defection. The point was made that the loss of three social 
anthropologists this spring is not a disaster for the Department, that they 
are strong in this area and that they feel they have not been given sufficient 
credit in this area. 

[I will quote from Fretter•s notes, which I read the following day, 

"No sharp definition was given by the anthropologists of what social 
anthropology is, and WBF at least was left with the impression that the 
differences were more of personality than of ideology. 11

] 

The meeting did indeed degenerate for a while into an airing of personality 
conflicts and competition for credit within the Department. However, when I 
reaffirmed my intention to consult thoroughly with all members of the 
Department and even went so far as to read from the pink memo summarizing my 
discussion with Mandelbaum the part that said, "I pointed out that his 
colleagues would have to be for it and might have to go through Educational 
Policy and Budget Committee 11

, the atmosphere seemed to clear a bit. I ended 
by saying that I would like to think about the whole matter a good deal more 
and that it will probably end up being a subject of study by a committee. 

At 3:30 p.m. Bill and I met with Mr. Morrison and Mr. O'Brien of IBM. The 
chief purpose of the meeting was for them to present a check to the University 
in the sum of $2500 to help support the Fourth Statistical Symposium. we then 
went into quite a lot of detail about the cost of and uses for different kinds 
of computers. I am grateful that Bill took careful notes of this 
conversation, which got quite technical and complex--and so I won't bother to 
repeat that information here. 
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At 3:45 p.m. I talked with Ed Teller (who is in Chicago now) by phone to talk 
with him about the appointment of Nick Metropolis for the Computer Center.. He 
agreed that the terms of the offer I outlined (which, of course, still have to 
pass review) were generous and said that he will tell Metropolis tomorrow and 
get back to me by 10 a.m. on Wednesday with his reaction. 

Just before 4 p.m. Mr. Pope of the Governor•s Office called to say that since 
John Saunders is not a citizen they need another recommendation for the 
Pollution Control Board. I said I would think about it and call him back. 

We (Fretter and I) then met with Toni Oppenheim to continue our discussion 
about the problems in Mechanical Engineering. The main subject of discussion 
was ways in which to reinforce the professionalism of Engineering (that is, 
that it is a science and not an art), although there were also a nurrber of 
comments about attitudes of various faculty members, etc., etc. Oppenheim was 
on his way to a meeting with the American Society of Engineering Education, 
which he feels may give us some accreditation problems; I aavised him to say 

.that we intend to develop the strongest possible Mechanical Engineering 
Department and urged him to try to work within the Department to improve it 
and present a more positive attitude about the prospects of developing in the 
right direction. 

I called Pope back at 5 p.m. and suggested he talk with Edgar Kaiser. He told 
me that he has spoken with him and that Kaiser recommended Clay Bedford, with 
which I concurred. I also mentioned Lee DuBridge, Harmer Davis and Ken Pitzer. 

Helen told me that she hosted a YWCA Board meeting this morning, followed by a 
luncheon, at University House. She then took Pete and Lynne to Dr. Betaque 
for their dental appointments. 

Wednesday, June 15, 1960- Berkeley- Los Angeles· 

I went directly to the Radiation Laboratory this morning to attend the meeting 
of t~e Associate Directors. 

At about 10:15 a.m. I received a telephone call from Ed Teller in Chicago. He 
told me that he has talked with Nick Metropolis and that he showed some 
interest in the job in our Computer Center, but that he wouldn•t be able to 
start before the first of the year. Metropolis discussed a number of problems 
having to do with the construction of a computer at Livermore, plans for new 
developments, etc. He will come out during the first week of August to 
discuss the situation. 

I then called George Foster to ask him to reconsider his resignation as 
Chairman of the Department of Anthropology, citing as a reason the damage it 
would do to the Department (as suggested by Robert Heizer yesterday). He 
began by saying that the group was pleased by the meeting yesterday. They are 
meeting again this afternoon to see if they can come to an agreement on a 
proposal for a facility of the type proposed by David Mandelbaum. If they are 
successful in this, they will send me a written proposal and Foster will 
withdraw his resignation. 

I then went down to my Chancellor•s Office and read and signed some 
~correspondence. Invitations to be Regents• Lecturers during the coming 
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academic year went to Karl Loos and Paul Armstrong. 

A large number of letters went out to staff who could not attend the Service 
Award party we had at our home in Lafayette, enclosing certificates for 
service. 

David D. Henry (President of the University of Illinois) wrote to thank me for 
sending him a copy of my May 13th letter (the ~·null and void" decision) to 
Dave Armor. He wrote, 

"I am sorry that the unhappy and vexing case with which we have had to 
deal at Illinois in the matter of the recommended dismissal of an 
assistant professor has had troublesome repercussions on other campuses. 

And, of course, the current tendency for organized student bodies to take 
positions on issues on which they do not have either first-hand or 
authoritative information is troubling all of us." 

Roger Stanier wrote to inform me that the Marine Biological Committee and 
Advisory Panel met last week and decided that Bodega Head would still be their 
first choice for a marine laboratory if PG&E could be prevailed upon to locate 
their nuclear power plant elsewhere; however, if the plant is located there, 
the ecological effects would be too unpredictable for our services and, 
therefore, we should select a different site. 

I received a note from Chuck Gallagher, who earned his Ph.D. working in our 
Nuclear Chemistry group at the Radiation Laboratory, thanking me for the 
reference I provided for his application for a NATO fellowship and reporting 
that he has been awarded it. 

A University car picked me up at my office at 12:20 p.m. and drove me to the 
San Francisco Airport, where I caught PSA Flight #144 to Burbank, arriving at 
2:35 p.m. There I was met by a UCLA driver, who took me to the Westwood Manor 
hotel, where I will be staying until Friday to attend the Regents Meeting. 

I went immediately to the UCLA campus for the afternoon session of the Council 
of Chief Campus Officers, which lasted from 3:30p.m. to 5:30p.m. Clark Kerr 
was not present at the meeting this afternoon, so Harry Wellman presided. 
Also attending were Gould, Knudsen, Mrak, Oswald (who served as secretary), 
Revelle, Saunders, Spieth and Wellman. Guests included Dean Aldrich, Vice 
President Corley (for the discussion of the last item), Vice President 
Kettler, Vice President Morgan and Chancellor-elect Murphy. 

The meeting opened with a discussion of what procedure to use for 
reimbursement for meals in the course of the meetings of the Regents; we 
agreed to reimburse the Regents for each meal and for the dinner of the CCCO 
we will each pay $3.75 as we depart at the end of the meeting. (Charges for 
breakfasts and lunches will be, respectively, $1.75 and $2.50.) 

Oswald distributed a draft of a proposed regulation on the reorganization of 
the admissions, relations with schools, and school and college placement 
offices. The position of University Dean of Educational Relations, who will 
have the statewide responsibility for these three areas, will be established 
(at the June 18th meeting of the Regents). The operations in admissions would 
be carried out on the campus by individuals responsible to the Chief Campus 
Officer. Relations with schools would remain a statewide operation but with 
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closer liaison between the local campuses and statewide, and school and 
college placement would be decentralized with the operations being carried on 
by the campuses under pol icy developed at the statewide level. 

Oswald also described the reorganization that has taken place in the area of 
health and safety activities. The former diverse activities in this area will 
be eliminated with the appointment of a Statewide Coordinator on Environmental 
Health and Safety. There will be a Committee on Environmental Health on each 
of the campuses with a Statewide Advisory Committee on Environmental Health 
made up of the chairmen of each of the local campus committees. The question 
was raised as to who the campus individuals are responsible to--the Chief 
Campus Officer· or the Statewide Coordinator--and it was unanimously agreed 
that this area should be decentralized as soon as possible. 

Oswald distributed a draft, which would provide further decentralization of 
the nonacademic personnel program, giving the ceo full authority on 
classification with a few exceptions. 

Morgan outlined the plans for the decentralization of the Office of Architects 
and Engineers. Under the plan there would be a campus planning committee 
established on each campus, which, with the Chief Campus Officer as chairman, 
would function as the executive group on the building program. It was agreed 
that a Regent should not be a regular member of the campus committee, but that 
the Chief Campus Officer might well wish to invite a Regent to sit in on 
special problems. 

Oswald referred to a memorandum being issued which represents a first step in 
decentralization of the gifts and endowments area, giving the Chief Campus 
Officer authority to accept gifts and grants that do not exceed $20,000 in 
v a 1 ue. 

Morgan pointed out that campus accounting officers, business managers, 
personnel managers and so forth, who used to meet with some regularity' to 
discuss common problems, are no longer doing so under a decentralizeo system. 

It was agreed that although there will not be regular meetings there shoul a be 
occasional meetings of these people, but these should be informal in nature 
and deal with technical areas. It was agreed that another meeting of the CCCO 
to consider decentralization would be held on July 20th on the Berkeley campus. 

Corley joined us at the end of the afternoon session to tell us about the 
creation of a Special Interim Subcommittee of the Assembly Ways ana Means 
Committee to consider faculty workload at the University and state colleges. 
He indicated that this special subcommittee will meet on each of the campuses 
with the Chief Campus Officer and at 1 east ten members of the faculty to 
discuss with them faculty workload, both as to total workload and relative 
proportion of time spent on teaching versus research. Corley was informed 
that the committee will meet first at Davis, Berkeley and San Francisco and 
then the southern campuses. He indicated the makeup of the committee as 
follows: Burt de; Lotto (Chairman), Jesse M. Unruh, Carley Porter, Goraon H. 
Winton, Jack A. Beaver, Lester A. McMillan, Frank P. Belotti, with staff 
members Richard Day and Dan Luevano. 

After dinner at the· Chancellor •s House, the meeting of the CCCO resumed at 
7:15p.m., continuing,until 10:15 p.m. with members Gould, Kerr (presiding), 
Knudsen, Mrak, Oswald (continuing to serve as secretary), Revelle, Saunders, 
Spieth, Wellman and I, and guests Dean Aldrich and Chancellor-elect Murphy. 
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Kerr opened the meeting with reference to the memorandum entitled 11A 
Recommended Plan for Growth of the University of California .. that was 
discussed at the May meetings of the CCCO, the President•s Cabinet and the 
Academic Senate and the Regents• Committees on Educational Policy. He pointed 
out, with concern, that in the most recent projection of Carl Frisen 
(Demographer of the State Departm~nt of Finance) which Kerr received only 
yesterday, the new campuses have been eliminated on the assumptio~ that the 
students previously projected for the new campuses would go to the existing 
campuses. Frisen projected that by 1975, there will be 20,500 less students 
in the University than projected by the Master Plan. 

Kerr said that he hopes, nevertheless, that the Regents will go forward with 
the plans for new campuses and that at this June meeting they might accept in 
principle the gift of the land at Irvine and of the 450 acres at San Diego--he 
hopes for acceptance in principle at the June Regents Meeting and an official 
action at the July meeting of the Regents. The acceptance of the 450 acres 
from the City of San Diego should probably be contingent on acquiring the Camp 
Mathews land. Kerr said that the Regents tend to favor Santa Cruz as the site 
for a campus rather than Almaden because of the high cost of the latter site. 

There was a discussion of the impact on the University of the proposed budget 
procedures and greater degree of control being attempted by the State 
Department of Finance. Kerr said that the Department of Finance has set the 
figure for capital improvements at $48.7 million for 1961-62 compared to the 
approximately $60 million plus $14 million for new campuses that the 
University was planning to request for 1961-62. Concerning the operating 
budget the figure provided by the Department of Finance would give an overall 
4% increase in operating budget with no increase for new and improved 
programs, normal promotions and salary increase and so forth. Funds for 
research, consideration of excessive cost for special students such as medical 
students and so forth are not included. Kerr also announced the dates for the 
Charter Day ceremonies and the commencement ceremonies for 1961 and the dates 
and the places for the Regents Meetings for 1961. 

Kerr pointed out that the applications for admission to the University being 
used on the Berkeley campus for the first time had a place for the student to 
indicate a campus of his second or third choice in the event the facilities 
were not available on the campus of his first choice. 

There was general agreement that there should be an active program developed 
to divert students to the smaller campuses, especially as the living 
facilities on the larger campuses become unavailable. 

Kerr left the meeting at this point and Wellman took over the Chair. The 
revision of the University catalogues was discussed. It was decided that my 
proposal regarding the revision of the Berkeley catalogue should be sent to 
each of the Chief Campus Officers to help in their revisions. 

On the initiative of Vern Knudsen, it was decided that reconsideration should 
be given to the change of title 11 Residence Halls Supervisor .. to 11 Business 
Manager of Residence Halls ... 

It was decided that when a donor gives a substantial fraction of the cost of 
buildin~ or c~nter (group of buildings), say one-quarter to one-third, the 
building may be named after him even though the State finances the remainder 
of the cost. 
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Thursday, June 16, 1960- Los Angeles 

At 9:30 a.m. I attended a meeting of the Committee on Agriculture in the 
Administration Building on the UCLA campus. A good part of the meeting was 
devoted to the proposal to move the instruction and research programs of the 
College of Agriculture and the Agricultural Experiment Station at UCLA to the 
Riverside campus. After a long discussion of the difficulties of making this 
transfer (including the shock to the 100 faculty and staff at UCLA who would 
be affected by the move)~ it was decided to recommend the establishment of a 
College of Agriculture at Riverside and that the move of faculty, staff and 
students from UCLA would be contingent on the establishment of facilities at 
Riverside. 

At 10:30 a.m. I attended the meeting of the Committee on Educational Policy. 
The first item on the agenda was the transfer of administrative control of 
athletics from the Associated Students to the administration, Berkeley and Los 
Angeles campuses. President Kerr called attention to the following 
recommendations concerning the transfer of athletic control: 

11 (a) That there be established on the Berkeley and Los Angeles campuses 
departments of the University to be known as the Departments of 
Intercollegiate Athletics; and that responsibility for and administration 
of the intercollegiate athletic programs be transferred from the ASUC and 
ASUCLA, respectively, to the Department of Intercollegiate Athletics on 
each campus, effective July 1, 1960; 

(b) The Department of Intercollegiate Athletics on each campus shall 
control and administer the intercollegiate athletics program on that 
campus in accordance with (a) Athletics Rules and Regulations for the 
Berkeley and Los Angeles campuses of the University of California, as 
revised August 1, 1959 and any amendments thereto; (b) Regential and 
University rules relating thereto; and (c) the Constitutions and Rules of 
the AAWU and the NCAA. 

(c) That each Department of Intercolle~iate Athletics be budgeted and 
operated as a self-supporting activity (auxiliary enterprise) of the 
University, and be staffed by University employees. 

(d) That the President be authorized: 

(1) To take such steps as may be required to implement the transfer 
of intercollegiate athletics from the ASUC and ASUCLA to the 
University including the transfer of personnel, plant, equipment, 
supplies, assets and liabilities. 

(2) To establish rules and regulations for the operation and 
management of the Department~of Intercollegiate Athletics. 

(3) To develop and approve budgets for the operation of the 
Departments of Intercollegiate Athletics. 

(4) To establish terms and conditi'ons of employment, and fringe 
benefits and retirement benefits, of· employees transferred from the 
ASUC and ASUCLA to the Departments of Intercollegiate Athletics, in 
accordance with University personnel regulations. 
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(5) To take such other steps as may be necess~ry to establish the 
Departments of Intercollegiate Athletics on the Berkeley and Los 
Angeles campuses as auxiliary enterprises of the University. 

(e) That the President be directed to present to the Committee on Finance 
a detailed report of all action taken pursuant to the authority granted 
him by paragraph 4 above." 

After some discussion, during which it was decided that approval by the 
Committee on Finance and the Committee on Grounds and Buildings would also be 
required, the Committee approved the transfer. 

There was a prolonged discussion of the "Recommended Plan for Growth of the 
University of California", which resulted in the following recommendation for 
a resolution by the Full Board of Regents: 

"WHEREAS The Regents of the University of California have reviewed and 
accepted the President's report 11 A Recommended Plan of Growth of the 
University of California, 11 and 

WHEREAS that report previously had been reviewed and approved in 
principle by the President's Cabinet, the Council of Chief Campus 
Officers, and the Combined Committee on Educational Policy of the Academic 
Senate, and 

WHEREAS consideration by The Regents and the several advisory bodies has 
indicated the need for new and renewed policy decisions on several 
matters, now therefore 

BE IT RESOLVED that The Regents of the University of California make the 
following policy determinations: 

1. The report ''A Recommended Plan of Growth of the University of 
Californian is accepted as a basis for planning the expa~sion of 
University facilities. 

2. Planning limits for existing general campuses shall be, in terms of 
total numbers of regular students, as follows: 

Berkeley 
Los Angeles 
Davis 
Santa Barbara 
Riverside 

27,500 
27,500 
15,000 
15,000 
10,000 

3. New general campuses shall be established, in accordance with the 
1957 decision of The Regents, and as recommended in the Master Plan 
Survey of Higher Education, in San Diego-La Jolla, South East Los 
Angeles-Orange County, and the South Central Coast region. In 
implementing that decision The Regents will undertake to: 

a. Acquire sites promptly when locations meeting the stated 
criteria are available on reasonable terms; and 

b. Begin development immediately; and 
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c. Regulate the rate of growth of each new campus to safeguard the 
quality of staff and to make possible the proper assimilation of 
students. 

d. Set the physical planning limit at 27,500 students for each new 
general campus ... 

At 11:30 a.m. I attended the joint meeting of the Committee on Educational 
Policy and the Committee on Agriculture, at which the recommendation made 
earlier this morning by the Committee on Agriculture was approved as a joint 
recommendation to the Full Board of Regents. 

After lunch I attended the meeting of the Committee on Grounds and Buildings, 
which was a very long meeting. The first item was discussion of the initial 
phase of the reorganization of the administration of the University building 
program. This reorganization decentralizes the functions of the Office of 
Architects and Engineers, gives the Chief Campus Officer more authority over 
administration of the building program, redesignates the supervising 
architects as consulting architects, and defines more clearly their ~ights in 
relation to that of executive architects and the campus architects. This plan 
follows the general outline of the recommendations by Cresap, McCormick and 
Paget, and reserves to The Regents the decisions regarding the establishment 
of project priorities and review of formats and building programs. The new 
procedures will be started first on the Davis campus. 

Kerr remarked on the past duplication of functions between the supervising 
architects, the executive architects, and the Office of Architects and 
Egnineers, and also noted that in the past the academic and physical 
development plans for the campuses have not been consolidated. In the future, 
when a building plan is presented for consideration by the Regents, there also 
will be presented a proqram which will include the number of students and 
faculty the building will accommodate, a time s'chedule for construction of the 
building, and an analysis of construction costs, architectural fees, 
landscaping costs, etc. 

I was pleased that Kerr responded negatively to the suggestion that a member 
of the Board of Regents sit on the local campus planning committees, since Don 
Mclaughlin's interference in Berkeley campus plans has been a source of 
considerable frustration to me. 

After a discussion of the appointment of architects and of the form of an 
architect's agreement, there followed a discussion of the transfer of 
administrative control of athletics. In response to a question from Regent 
Boyd, I advised that all athletic and administrative equipment and supplies, 
including records, will be transferred to the Regents with an· inventory. No 
real property is involved in the transfer since all property and facilities, 
such as Memorial Stadium, are presently owned by the Regents. Following 
discussion on the possible effects of absorbing athletic employees on the 
retirement systems, the Committee approved the resolution transferring 
control. 

Plans for the Riverside and Santa Barbara campuses• development were discussed 
at some length. Although this discussion was very interesting, in ·the 
interests of containing my account of the Regents Meeting to some reasonable 
len9th, I omit reporting this. 
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The Regents• response to the presentation of the preliminary plans for the 
Berkeley campus• Engineering Unit I was somewhat disappointing. They objecteq 
to both the window treatment aDd the clutter of utilities prominent on the 
roof. They decided to refer the plans back to the architect for redesign of 
the exterior. 

There followed review of preliminary plans for various buildings on the Davis 
and Los Angeles campuses. 

Friday, June 17, 1960- Los Angeles 

The day began with the meeting of the Committee on Finance. This was an 
extraordinarily long meeting with a tremendous amount of detailed information 
provided, because of the beginning of the new fiscal year July 1st. 

The first two items of special interest to the Berkeley campus were 
discussions regarding the funding of the Cultural Center, the Language 
Laboratory and the Marine Research Station. The Committee members objected to 
the proposed use of endowment funds for the first two projects, stating that 
these should be financed by state funds. With regard to the Marine Research 
Station, Ed Pauley suggested that the acquisition of land would imply 
authority to go forward with construction and could lead to a very costly 
operation. The Committee members agreed that the Committee on Educational 
Policy and the Committee on Researc~ should give the proposal further study. 

The Committee then reviewed the proposal for transfer of administrative 
control of athletics from the Associated Students to the administration, 
Berkeley and Los Angeles campuses. After a discussion of the 
"self-supporting" aspect of the proposal (in which I participated), the 
Committee voted its approval. 

The Report of the Special Committee on the E. 0. Lawrence Memorial is of such 
special interest to me that I think it worth quoting that entire section of 
the minutes of the meeting: 

"The Special Committee on the E. 0. Lawrence Memorial presented the 
following report and recommendations: 

"RECOMMENDATION 1: That the Committee on Finance recommend to The 
Regents approval of $12,000,000 as the financial 
objective of the Ernest 0. Lawrence Memorial Hall 
of Science project. 

EXPLANATION 

The 12,000,000 project consists of: 

A. Building Construction & Site Development 
B. Initial Exhibits & Building Equipment 
C. Exhibits & Educational Development 

After Opening 

··The potential sources of funding are: 
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$ 7,500,000 
2,500,000 

2,000,000 
312,000,000 



A. The Regents 
B. National Science Foundation 
C. Gifts from Corporate, Foundation and 

Individual Friends of the University 

$ 6,000,000 
3,000,000 

3,000,000 
~12,000,000 

While the project is recommended on a $12,000,000 basis, ultimate 
development will depena on the total amount of monies raisea. Alternate 
plans to accommodate the project with lesser amounts have been developed. 

RECOIVIMENDATION 2: That the Committee on Finance recommena to The 
Regents that the appropriate officers of the 
University be authorized: 

A. To solicit a grant up to $3,000,000 from the National 
Science Foundation for construction funds; and 

B. To solicit an additional $3,000,00u from selected 
corporate, foundation and individual friends of the 
University. 

EXPLANATION 

Prel irninary contact with the National Science Foundation reveals an 
interest in considering a proposal for $3,000,000 for construction funds. 
A survey conducted in May indicated the feasibility of a $3,000,000 
fund-raising goal from selected corporate, foundation and individual 
friends of the University. 

RECOMMENDATION 3: That the Committee on Finance recommena to The 
Regents the appropriation of $228,049 for the 
year 1960-1961 to the Ernest 0. Lawrence 1\'emorial 
Hall of Science for the operational and 
fund-raising campaign buagets. It is recon,menaea 
that the $228,049 be advanced from the Un iv ers i ty 
Fund as a loan without interest to the Lawrence 
Hall of Science budget, these funds to be repaid 
to the University Fund on June 30, 1961. 

EXPLANATION 

The 1960-1961 operating and fund-raising expenditures are estimated as 
follows: 

A. Operational Budget 
Sal aries 
Supplies and Expense 
Equipment and Facilities 
Contingency 

June 1960- Page 29 

$ 55,650 
50,450 
3' 184 
2,000 

$111 ,284 



B. Fund-Raising Campaign Budget 
Salaries 
Supplies and Expense 
Equipment and Facilities 
Professional Counsel 
Can-t ingency 

48,240 
51 ,425 
3,600 
3,500 

10,000 
$116,765 

Regent Steinhart raised a question concerning the proposed 
solicitation of $3,000,000 from the National Science Founaation. He felt 
that the Foundation might make its grant contingent upon the availability 
of the other $9,000,000, or reduce its grant in proportion to the amount 
obtained through gifts. He wondered if it would not be wiser at this time 
to set up the project as a $6,000,000 program. Regent Canaday was 
inclined to agree, being of the opinion that, if the National Science 
Foundation commits $3,000,000 to a $12,000,000 project and then only a 
part of the money is realized, it might very well reduce its grant. 
proportionately. In response, Professor White aavised that during a 
conference with NSF representatives this very question was raised and it 
was their view that, inasmuch as The Regents are contributing $6,000,000 
to the project and the campaign objective will be for $3,000,000 it woula 
be wise to go to the Foundation with a $12,000,000 project. They felt 
there would be a better chance of obtaining the $3,000,000 grants on this 
basis. In the light of Professor White's comments, Regent Steinhart 
withdrew his objection. 

With regard to The Regents• contribution, Regent Pauley suggested 
that formal steps be taken to earmark the $2,000,000 a year from overhead 
for the Lawrence project. In this regard, the President advised that the 
State has made a commitment to this effect and the new budget provides for 
an increase in the State •s support of the University •s budget because of 
the allocation of $2,000,000 to the Lawrence Hall of Science. He agreed, 
however, that another letter to the Governor on the subject might help 
assure future allocations. 

Regent Pauley also commented on th~ proposed 1960-61 operating budget 
for the Hall of Science as outlined in the Speci a 1 Committee • s report, and 
expressed the opinion that it was high. He asked that the President 
review the estimated expenditures in an effort to reduce them. 

The Committee then voted its approval of the recommendations set 
forth in the Special Committee's report and recommended their approval to 
the Regents ... 

Attached are summaries of the appropriations for construction funds for major 
projects and minor projects for the Berkeley campus and of changes in the 
budget to effect reductions by the Governor and the legislature.! had a chance 
to talk with Clark Kerr at 11 a.m. Among other things, I briefed him on all 
of the recent meetings with the Department of Anthropology ana where we stana 
with Mandelbaum's proposal. 

I also told him about the AEC budget hearings last week ana of their (the 
AEC's) desire that we replace Donner with an equivalent space when we take it 
over for the Physical Sciences Lecture Hall. I rnentionea the increasing 
prospect that the AEC will build the Calvin Laboratory. 
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Berkeley Campus- Major Projects 

Working drawings for alterations to Haviland Hall•• 
Berkeley•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 21,000 

Equip earth sciences building••Berkeley •••••••••••••••• 533,713 

Working drawings for alterations to Hearst Mining 
Building--Berkeley.................................... 21,500 

Complete construction of chemistry unit l••Berkeley ••• 1,981,000 

Construct utilities••Berkeley......................... 352,500 

Construct engineering unit l••Berkeley •••••••••••••• ·•• 5,000,000 

Construct LeConte Annex--Berkeley ••• • •••• • •.• ·, • •••• , •• , · 3,383,470 

Alter and equip third floor Mulford Hall (completion) 
--Berkeley ••••••••• ~···•••••••••••••••••·~··•••••••••• 154,403 

Construct greenhouses on Oxford Tract••Berkeley....... 755,500 

Land acquisition••Berkeley............................ 242,000 

Acquire Stephens Union and Eshleman Hall--Berkeley •• ,. 1,620,000 



Berkeley Campus Minor.Projects 

1. Gymnasium for men - alter room 18 to consolidate storage and 
equipment issue facilities, and to release issue room for 
use as laboratory•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• $ 

2. Forest products laboratory - provide improvements to controlled 
environment room••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

3. Forest products laboratory- construct water cooling tower,· •••••• 

4. Doe Library - install instructional exhibit facilities in wide 
corridors of third floor for deparbnent of art (display cabinets 

6,300 

21,000 

8,800 

and lighting, only)•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• · 6~000 

· 5. Life sciences building - rehabilitate rooms 2556 and 2558 for · 
deparbnent of physiology••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

6. Botanical gardens.- construct 2 graenhousea ••••• ~ •••••••••••••••• 

7. Forest projects laboratory- construct storage shad,,, ••••••••••• 

8. Provide electron miacroscope for inter-department use ••••••••••• ~ 

9. Life sciences building • replace ammonia refrigeration system 
with freon system•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

13,200 

12,000 

8,800 

57,000 

20,000 

10. Improve lighting in various buildings.~···•••••••••••••••••••••••• 50 1000 

11. Life sciences building - alter rooms 1030 and 2040 for increased 
effectiveness as botany te~ching laboratories,................. 8,800 

12. LeConte Hall - construct lead shield around fume hood for pro-
tection from radioactivitY••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 7,700 

13. Hesse Hall • replace roof membrana over room 240 and install 
rollaway metal door in north wall of room 240 ••• · •••••••••• ••• •• 6 1 300 

14. Cowell Hospital - provide auxiliary electrical generator ••••• ~... 42,000 

15. Agriculture Hall • develop room 204 as a teaching laboratory,.... S,OOO 

16. Botanical gardens - install new electrical distribution system 
· (tmprove overhead wiring)•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 31000 

17. Men's gymnasium- alter rooms 5-B, 5-C, and S·D to provide ex• 
panded class areas••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 1000 

18. Sproul Hall -provide ventilation for room 108................... 9,000 

19. Doe Library • rehabilitate men's washrooms ••••• •• ••••• •• .. , •••• , • •. 20,000 

20. Blodgett Experimental Forest • construct garage, workshops, and 
storage shed ••••••••••••••• , • , ••••••••••••••••• , ••••• •-• •••• ,. • ·• 49,500 

21. Cowell Hospital • replace steam linea•••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 21,000 

22. Life sciences building - rehabilitate room 3545 for department 
of bacteriology•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 6,900 



23. Life sciences building • remodel. rooms 2024 and 2024-A and put 
display cabinets in corridor••••••••••~•••••••••••••••••••••••• 

24. Men's gymnasium- alterations and repairs to swimming pools •••••• 

25. Life sciences building • refurnish room 3530 for bacteriology •• ~. 

26. Various buildings - rehabilitation of 4•KV switches•••••••••••••• 

27. Strawberry Canyon- sto~ damage prevention- step 1 •••••••••••• 

28. Hesse Hall - purchase and install main electrical panel, room 120 
for engineering •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

29. Poultry-botanical garden • rehabilitate gas lina ••••••••••••••••• 

30. Gill Tract • remodel headhouse No. 1 for agriculture-biological 
control•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

31. Donner Laboratory - al-terations and extension of teaching labor
.. atories rooms 315, 317, 321 ••• , , , • , ••• , , , , •, • •••• , •••••••••••• 

32. Richmond field station • enlarge towing channel and building •••• 

33. General campus - repair water pressure valves various buildings •• 

34. Life sciences building • increase distilled water facilities ••••• 

17,000 

21,.000 

32,500 

27,500 

50,000 

6,000 

7,000 

11,200 

14,400 

23,000 

10,000 

22,500 

TOTAL, Berkeley Campus••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• $628,400 
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Changes in Printed Budget for 1960-61 
To Give Effect to Reductions Made by Governor and Legislature 

Acct. No. 

63740 Agriculture: Plant Pathology 
Equipment & Facilities 

(Electrophoresis apparatus) 

64360 Chemistry 
Academic Salaries 

BERKELEY 

Upgrade Teaching Assistants to 
Associates 

64480 Education:. Supervised Teaching 
Academic Salaries 

Supervisor 

68185 Computer Center 
Supplies & Expense 

68535 Institute of Human Development 
Academic Salaries 

Associate Director 

Nonacademic Salaries 
Typist-Clerk 

Total 

6854~ Institute of International Studies-General 
Special Items 

(Faculty Research) 

68543 Institute of International Studies 
Bureau of International Relations 

Nonacademic Salaries 
Librarian I 
Typist-clerk 

Total 

68555 Institute of International Studies 
Center for Chinese Studies 

Nonacademic Salaries 
Secretary 

Reduction in Printed Budget 

FTE .Amount 

__ .. - • 75 

.50 

...!22 
1.09 

.50 
_:1Q. 

1.00 

• 50 

$ 17 500 

9 178 

6 417 

10 000 

6 300 

2 346 

8 646 

5 000 

2 370 
1 566 

.3 936 

2 148 
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69823 Space Sciences Laboratory 
Special Items 
-· _,(Unalloca~.~.~) 

70000 Research 
Special Items 

· (Unallocated) 

TOT.:U. BERKELEY CAMPUS REWCTION 

Reduction 

FTE /~nt 

$ 20 000 

14 268 

$ 97 093 



I commented on the continuing interest in the Berkeley waterfront development 
and our cautious expression of interest. I brought hi~ up to date on the 
Zahn-Albany right-of-way problem at the Gill Tract. He seemed to think that 
they have a case; he said he would talk it over with Harry Wellman. 

I also emphasized the troubles that we are having with the Personnel Office. 
He admitted that the only solution may be to get rid of Lewis Perry (Personnel 
Manager). 

The Full Board of Regents met at 2 p.m. in the Administration Building. 
Present were: Regents Anderson, Boyd, Canaday, Carter, Chandler, Hagar, 
Haggerty, Hansen, Hearst, Heller, Kerr, Mclaughlin, Merchant, Mosher, 
Naffziger, Pauley, Simon, Simpson, Steinhart, Sullivan and Watson. Also 
attending were William Forbes, Vice President and Secretary and Treasurer 
Underhill, Vice President and General Counsel Cunningham, Vice President 
Wellman, Vice President-Governmental Relations and Projects Corley, Vice 
President-Finance Kettler, Vice President-Business Morgan, Deans Aldrich and 
Sheats, Chancellors Knudsen, Mrak, Spieth, Gould and I, Provost Saunders, 
Director Revelle, Norris Nash, Chancellor-Elect Murphy, Associate Secretary 
Woolman, Assistant Vice President Oswald, Director of the Pension System 
Tyndall, Professors White, Sherwood, and Dennes, Andrew Hamilton, newspaper 
representatives and guests. 

After President Kerr made his report, consisting mainly of reports on the 
status of various scholarship funds, Chairman of the Regents Mclaughlin 
reported on developments within the University during the two years since he 
assumed the chairmanship of the Board. His summary of developments during 
this two year period (which roughly coincides with my term as Chancellor of 
the Berkeley campus) was very interesting. I quote the synopsis in the 
minutes of the meeting: 

"(a) The preparation and adoption by the Legislature of the Master 
Plan for Higher Education. 

(b) Substantial progress in the development of a statewiae acaaemic 
plan for the University, and the adoption of educational policy statements 
for several of the campuses. 

(c) The development and expansion of academic undertakings, such as: 

(1) Establishment of the School of Science and Engineering at 
La Jolla. 

(2) Establishment of the School of Dentistry at Los Angeles. 

(3) Expansion of the College of Engineering at Berkeley to the 
Davis campus. 

(4) The establishment of several research institutes, for 
example: 

Space Sciences Laboratory, Berkeley 
Radio Astronomy Laboratory, Berkeley 
African Studies, Los Angeles 
Brain Research Institute, Los Angeles 
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(d) The initiation of 85 different building projects and the 
awarding of contracts totalling $67,437,202. 

(e) The development of master physical plans for several campuses. 

(f) Substantial progress in the development of three new campuses, 
and in connection therewith the offer of two important gifts of land, 

'which rank among the great gifts in the University•s history. 

(g) The undertaking of an elaborate administrative reorganization 
plan for the University. 

Regent Mclaughlin also spoke on some of the important developments 
which must be undertaken in the years ahead. He mentioned as the most 
critical the need for funds to acquire new campus sites, stating that any 
delay in this program will require a major revision in The Regents• 
concept of what the University must do. He expressed his endorsement of 
the Master Plan•s emphasis on undergraduate teaching and pointed out the 
necessity of maintaining and even improving the high quality of teaching 
in this area. In line with this, he hoped that in the years ahead the 
faculty would regard success in undergraduate teaching as a more important 
criteria for promotion than in the past. 

. Finally he urged the continued study of the University•s physical 
plant in an effort to attain harmony between academic and architectural 
planning. He was convinced that it was possible to combine beauty with 
efficiency and economy, and trusted that when future generations look at 
the University they will see that the present Regents have left it with a 
plant that is truly great. 11

. 

The Regents approved the resolution recommended by the Committee on 
Educational Policy yesterday morning regarding the 11 Recommended Plan for 
Growth of the University of California 11

-- although they did change the wording 
of item 3(b), as follows: They deleted the words 11 as recomnended by the 
Master Plan, not later than 1962 11 following 11 Begin development immediately11

• 

The Regents also approved a resolution endorsing the proposal for subsistence 
grants to supplement the state scholarship program, and the establishment of a 
College of Agriculture at the Riverside campus, in addition to those at 
Berkeley, Davis and Los Angeles. 

It was a little disappointing that as a result of some discussion about 
appropriate sources of funding for the Berkeley Cultural Center, decision was 
deferred on the recommendation of the Committee on Endowments that Poirier 
Fund (previously allocated 11 to aid in the financing of self-liquidating 
enterprises such as dormitories and faculty clubs 11

) be allocated to the 
Berke ley campus 11 for unrestricted use 11 and that from the McEnerney Fund the 
$375,000 previously allocated 11 to aid students on the Berkeley campus in the 
choice of careers 11

, 
11 be allocated to the Cultural Center Project, Berkeley. 

campus. 11 
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I received a message from Kitty Malloy, relayed through Jeanne Wall of UCLA, 
that she has learned from Bill Shepard that there have been a number of calls 
from legislators and senators concerning the lack of space for students in 
residence halls. An emergency meeting of Shepard, Cliff Dochterman, Charles 
Pettit, Jay Bardwell, Ruth Donnelly and Ray Colvig was held this mornlng, at 
which it was decided that a press release should go out giving the true facts 
of this matter. Colvig and Donnelly have been given the assignment of 
drafting the release and will approve it with me by phone over the weekend. 
The message summarized the facts (per Shepard) as follows: 

1. There are 2500 spaces in residence halls for 15,000 undergraduates. 
2. It was anticipated that there would be 700 spaces available this fall. 
3. Applications mailed out by Housing Office numbered 6,000. 
4. To date 3,000 applications have been filed. 
5. Selection of students for spaces are based 1) on date of receipt of 

application, and 2) on distribution of students from different 
geographical areas of the state. 

6. For spaces in men's dormitories, the last assignment was made at 6:30 
p.m. on April 2, 1960. Applications received after that time were 
placed on a waiting list, which was closed at 6:30 a.m. on April 3, 
1960. 

7. Applications received after that time were a lost cause. (Women's 
spaces stayed open slightly ~anger.) 

Shepard is making a survey of the housing situation in Berkeley and checking 
out the possibility that other campuses might take some of our students. 

I approved the mailing of letters under~ signature appointing members of the 
Intercollegiate Athletic Advisory Board: Eric Bellquist (Chairman), Carl 
Nordly, Robley Williams, Adrian Kragen, George Link, Larry Stewart, Jeff Snow, 
Jerry Siebert, James Archer, Dick Peter and Herman Selvin. 

I also approved a letter to John Phillips (Berkeley City Manager) reaffirming 
our interest in being kept abreast of plans for the development of the 
Berkeley waterfront and expressing our hope that these (particularly, the 
plans for the Berkeley Yacht Harbor) will include provision for the University 
to conduct academic instruction in sailing as well gS for facilities of which 
campus sailing clubs could avail themselves for recreational purposes. 

Saturday, June 18, 1960- Claremont and Home 

I spent the day at Harvey Mudd College in Claremont attending the meeting of 
CHEM Study contributors there. We talked a great deal about the course 
outline, particularly such thorny questions as what definitions to use for 
terms, how and when to introduce new chemical vocabulary, and the general 
plans for the six-week summer session. We hope that the teams of University 
and high school teachers will produce a first draft outline of their chapters 
during the first three weeks here and then the last two weeks will revise 
those for use in the pilot high schools this Fall. I know that this is an 
extremely ambitious schedule, yet I am determined that it is one that we will 
meet. George Pimentel seems to be an excellent choice for the editorship of 
the text; he has already focussed the attention of the group on potential 
problems and is clearly contributing to the enthusiasm of project participants. 
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I was driven from Claremont to the Los Angeles Airport, where I boarded United 
Flight #735, departing at 6 p.m. and arriving at San Francisco Airport at 7:30 
p.m. A University driver met me at the airport and took me home to Lafayette. 

Helen told me the kids are thrilled to be out of school and'are all looking 
forward to our vacation at Balboa Bay next month. 

Sunday, June 19, 1960 

I spent a good part of the day in my study reading the stack of mail which the 
driver brought to the airport for me from my Chancellor's Office last night. 

I was very pleased to read a message from Bi 11 Fretter saying that George 
Foster is willing to serve as Chairman of the Department of Anthropology for 
another year. Bill notes that Foster has talked with Thomas Blaisdell and 
Paul Taylor about the way that the Anthropology program might fit into the 
Institute of International Studies and advises that if I also talk with them I 
would find out "some interesting things". I made a note to Fretter, asking 
him to talk with them, "but don't believe everything you hear." 

I read with interest the recent (June 16th) press release on PACE (Public 
Advisory Council on Education). The members of the PACE Executive Committee 
are as follows: Henry J. Kaiser, Jr. (Chairman), me (Special Consultant), 
Robert Ash, Lawrence "Bud" Simon and Mrs. Alfred Williams (Vice~Chairmen); A. 
H. Boynton (Community Relations), Otto Hieb (Personnel), Mrs. Jessie Holbrook 
(Curriculum), William Jamison {Plants and Operations), and G. F. Powers 
(Finance). The goals were announced as follows: 

"1. To work for the betterment of public education in Oakland. 

2. To strive for a greater public understanding of Oakland schools, the 
objectives of education and the value of intellectual development. 

3. To regard the process of education as basic to a free society and to 
give to education a top priority in community affairs. 

4. To recognize that a free nation must develop a high national purpose 
for its survival and that basic to this national purpose must lie a 
devotion to the support and furtherance of the objectives of 
education. 

5. To recognize that every child, regardless of race, creed, color, or 
economic status is entitled to the fullest opportunity for 
educational development up to the limit of his capacities." 

Vic Schmidt wrote me a letter expressing his disappointment that no job for 
him at the University has materialized yet. He assigns no blame for this 
situation but the tone of his letter is a bit sad. 

David Russell (Chairman of the Institute of Human Development's Advisory 
Committee) wrote to urge that we act on the recommendation of his Committee 
that the Institute be named in honor of Harold E. Jones, who retired this year 
from the Institute and who died suddenly in Parfs 

On behalf of the Department of Physics, Chairman Carl Helmholz forwarded the 
following motion: 
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11 This group expresses approval of the idea of a graduate school in Science 
at Livermore in connection with the Berkeley campus. Details of the 
program will be worked out in the future and will be presented to the 
Department for comment ... 

Bob Connick sent me a memo describing a problem that has arisen in connection 
with the Loyalty Oath with the employment of a graduate student, Kent R. 
Wilson, as a teaching assistant and commenting on it in rather definite terms: 

..... About a week ago, he came face to face with the State Loyalty Oath for 
the first time, and because of his Quaker faith, was willing to sign it 
only with reservations. The primary reservation concerns the use of the 
word 'defend', which he believes implies armed force. Since the 
University is unwilling to accept any reservations or modifications in the 
Oath, Mr. Wilson cannot be hired. I believe that this is a ridiculous 
situation because as nearly as I can tell, Mr. Wilson is a perfectly loyal 
citizen .of the United States. He is also an excellent potential teacher 
and an outstanding student. It seems ridiculous that,we are unable to 
hire him to teach chemistry ... 

Bob also sent along a copy of the five-page memo on this situation which he 
received from John Landon (Associate Counsel for the University). Landon 
spells out in no uncertain terms the history of the Levering Oath and the 
reasons that he is convinced the University cannot in any way bend this rule. 
His only suggestion seems to be that we try to convince Wilson that 11 defend 11 

does not mean 11 bear arms 11
• 

Monday, June 20, 1960 

I went up to the Radiation Laboratory this morning, as usual. Today I felt 
less rushed than usual, since classes have finished on campus and everyone is 
catching their breath before plunging into the arrangements for the 1960-61 
academic year. I had no appointments on campus until 3:30p.m. so I stayed up 
on the Hill late. 

At 11:15 a.m. I called Ken Pitzer to discuss with.him John Landon's letter to 
Bob Connick regarding the signing of a loyalty oath by Kent R. Wilson. · 
Although this case has been solved by Wilson summarizing his objections in a 
separate memorandum, after signing the declaration, Pitzer raised the problem 
of NSF fellows in general who always have taught a semester or so without . 
signing the declaration (because their salaries are not paid by the University 
and we had interpreted this to mean that they were not University employees, 
contrary to the instructions now received from Landon). I said that I doubt 
that we should change this procedure but that I will look into it and let him 
know if any changes are indicated. 

When I arrived at my office, I quickly disposed of some correspondence. I 
signed a letter to Kerr submitting for his and the Regents' approval the 
recommendation of the appointment of John A. Clausen as Professor of Sociology 
and Social Institutions and Director of the Institute of Human Development. 

I also sent a copy of Vic Schmidt's letter to Kerr and wrote Vic to suggest he 
contact Kerr directly and to invite him and Nadine and their son Steve to 
visit us while we are vacationing at Balboa Beach next month. 
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I was disappointed to receive a letter from Benjamin Clayton of the Clayton 
Foundation informing me that he has .committed all of his personal 
contribution·s for the next year and that the Foundation restricts its gifts to 
the State of Texas and, thus, he will not be able to contribute to the 
building of Calvin's laboratory. 

George Foster·called at 3:15 p.m. to personally let me know that he has 
decided to stay on as Chairman of the Department of Anthropology. He said 
that the meeting last week with David Mandelbaum to discuss his proposal for a 
center for social anthropology was not satisfactory. He also said that on the 
basis of previous unsatisfactory experience with Mandelbaum neither Blaisdell 
nor Taylor is interested in having the center part of the Institute for 
International Studies. 

At 3:30 p.m. I met with C. Russell de Burlo to discuss with him the opening 
for Business and Financial Officer. We explored the requirements of the 
position and compared what we want done here with what he is now doing at 
Tufts. I pointed out that he wouldn't have anything to do with the academic 
budget here, which is different than the set-up at Tufts. He was interested 
in our planning functions and what his relationships would be in that area. I 
explained about the AAC, the CAAC (of which he would be a member), and the 
Chancellor's Cabinet (for which we might consider adding membership of the 
Business Officer). De Burlo said that he had the impression from his 
conversations with Clark Kerr and Ray Kettler that he is also bein~ considered 
seriously for a statewide position. 

At 4:20 p.m. I called Clark Kerr and explained to him the problem of Kent 
Wilson and the loyalty oath declaration, which has led to the general problem 
of whether all NSF fellows who teach must now sign this declaration. I said 
that I feel that this could create some problems on campus. He said he'll 
check with some other people and get back to me. 

Helen and I attended a dinner for Ken and Jean Pitzer at the Potluck 
Restaurant on San Pablo in Berkeley. 

Tuesday, June 21, 1960 

This morning I approved a press release announcing the appointment of Robley 
C. Williams as Faculty Athletic Representative. The release makes special 
mention of the fact that Robley was a varsity broadjumper and was part of the 
Cornell-Princeton track team which competed with the Oxford-Cambridge track 
team in the international track meet of 1930. 

Another release on the subject of the housing shortage wi 11 go out tomorrow, 
commenting that the 3,000 applications from students seeking accommodations in 
our dormitories this year is 

~~ ..• only an early warning of a more serious crisis expected to develop in 
the years immediately ahead. 

Under a statewide "Recommended Plan of Growth" approved 1 ast week by The 
Regents of the University, enrollment on the Berkeley campus is expected 
to rise sharply from this year's 19,000 to a maximum of 27,500 by 1965. 
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Yet because of the current scarcity of funds for student housing 
construction, there appears to be little chance that additional residence 
halls can be completed before the peak enrollment is reached, the Dean 
[Shepard] said ... 

I received a letter from Bob Kreidler enclosing my copy of Part 
Panel report and informing me that Part II is being distributed 
Cambridge by Bundy, asking for my comments as soon as possible. 
seeing Kreidler in Washington on Thursday. 

I of my PSAC 
directly from 

I will be 

I wrote to E. J. Bofferding (Cresap, MacCormick & Paget) to let him know that 
a committee established by the CAAC is reviewing his report on the Registrar•s 
functions in detail and that at this point I am not able to say what services 
we may or not need for his firm for the implementation of the plan. 

I met with my Cabinet at noon. Kitty Malloy and Dan Wilkes were the only 
members unable to attend today. Almost the entire meeting was devoted to my 
reports on the meetings of the CCCO and the Regents. We also talked about the 
International Conference on Exchange of Persons to be held in San Francisco 
between November 30th and December 3rd and the possibilities this offers for 
distinguished speakers for a University Meeting at that time; we may make this 
on a theme of 11 International Education ... 

At 2 p.m. I met with Norman Kennedy (in his role as Chairman of the Planning 
Committee on Metropolitan and Urban Studies) to talk about the conflicts 
regarding the administration of funds from the Ford Foundation, which 
continues to be confused. I advised him to skirt this issue in his meeting 
next week with Paul Ylvisaker (Ford Foundation) and if the issue is raised, 
simply admit the conflict exists but say that we hope to work it out very 
soon. 

Maribel Montgomery sat in on my 2:30 p.m. meeting with Don Super and Bill 
Brownell (Dean of the School of Education). We discussed the place of 
counseling in the School of Education and the University. It is felt that we 
should have an increasing proportion of Ph.D. candidates in this area and that 
Education should lead the way. On the whole, I was favorably impressed by 
Super, who is very personable. Bill Brownell stayed on after Super left to 
extoll the qualifications of Super and underline the need in this area. ·He 
said he will be sending in a recommendation for his appointment. 

At 3:15 p.m. I went to the Virus Laboratory Room 102 to preview the first 
segment of the new educational television series on viruses which is being 
hosted by Wendell Stanley. This program, which is similar in format to my 
.. The Elements .. program, will be a series of half-hour programs. It is being 
produced by KQEO in San Francisco for nationwide distribution. 

The Campus Planning Committee met at 4 p.m. I presided over the first part of 
the meeting because Don Mclaughlin was late in arriving. We began by 
reviewing with the architects the plans for a number of projects, including 
the Environmental Design Building and the Physical Sciences Lecture Hall. The 
PSL will provide special facilities in the form of a three-part turntable 
stage area, permitting simultaneous presentation of demonstration lectures and 
preparation of demonstrations for the next hours• lectures, and suspended 
television cameras distributed throughout the room to allow close-up viewing 
of experiments by persons no matter where they are seated. 
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I explained the reasons for the nonapproval by the Regents 1 Committee on 
Grounds and Buildings of the preliminary plans for Engineering Unit I, 
identifying the principal objections as being the apparently excessive height 
and complication of roof penthouses and the proposed treatment of the 
windows. Nat Owings of Skidmore, Owings and Merrill said that he does not 
think the penthouse problem will be difficult to solve, but that he would like 
to defend the window treatment, which he thinks is particularly successful and 
unique. 

Harvey White and Lionel Viales gave a report on the progress of plans for the 
Lawrence Hall of Science. It is hoped that a combination of subscription 
funds and a grant from the National Science Foundation will permit a total 
project budget of $12 million, of which $7.5 million would be in buildings. 
If this amount is not achievable, then the project could be halved initially. 
The suggestion to hold an architectural competition for the Hall design was 
discussed further. We also talked about the role to be played by Eldridge 
Spencer, who we agreed could be used to develop a brochure/program for the 
competition. 

We re-examined the suggestion of a new location for the Undergraduate Library, 
northeast of the Life Sciences Building and northwest of California Hall, 
which would require a relocation of University Drive to the north. Everyone 
seemed to agree that this location is the one for which we have been searching 
for such a long time. 

Louis DeMonte reported that the City of Albany (Kathie Zahn) has formally 
requested that the northeast corner of the Gill Tract be released to allow for 
an extension of Marin Avenue to Buchanan Street. The Committee asked for a 
staff report on this issue at our next meeting. 

Wednesday, June 22, 1960- Washington, D.C. 

A University driver picked me, Pete and Lynne up at our house in Lafayette at 
7 a.m. They are coming with me to Washington and New York for some 
sightseeing. Our United Flight #804 departed San Francisco at 8:45 a.m. and 
arrived in Washington, D.C. at 4:20 p.m. This is Pete 1 s and Lynne 1 s first 
trip to the East Coast and only their second time on a plane (the first was 
our trip to Chicago in 1952). 

I went with Pete and Lynne to Bethesda, where they are going to stay at the 
home of Paul and Mickey Aebersold in Bethesda. Paul was a prewar colleague 
who did his graduate work at the Radiation Laboratory in Berkeley. Paul and 
Mickey are good friends of Helen and me. The Aebersolds have three children, 
Connie, Claire and Paul, Jr. ( 11 Scooter11

), 

I stayed for dinner, enjoying the chance to visit with the Aebersolds. Paul 
is now head of the AEC Isotopes Program. He asked me to serve as a member of 
the AEC Advisory Committee on Isotopes and Radiation Development. I half-way 
accepted, making it clear that I would not be able to attend meetings. 

I then went into Washington and checked into a room at the Statler-Hilton 
Hote 1. 
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Thursday, June 23, 1960- Washington, D.C. 

I spent some time this morning in the PSAC office in the Executive Office 
Building, reviewing the drafts of our Panel report. 

In the afternoon I went sightseeing in Washington with Lynne and Pete. We 
went to the White House, the Lincoln Museum, the house where Lincoln died, the 
Smithsonian, the American Chemical Society headquarters and the Russian 
embassy. 

Lynne and Peter Seaborg standing in front of the gun that killed Abe Lincoln 
June 23, 1960 

At 4:30 p.m. I met with AEC Chairman John McCone in his office. I told him 
about the status of the Lawrence Hall of Science and proposed funding ($6 
million of the overhead funds which the University of California receives for 
operating the AEC laboratories, $3 million for each of two consecutive years) 
and asked if the AEC might contribute to the needed S6 million. He was quite 
favorably inclined. He said it would have to be a specially designated line 
item, subject to approval by Congress. He asked me to wr ite him a letter 
proposing this, including arguments for it and summarizing proposed funding. 

I also told him I have decided to dec l ine his offer of a commissioner spot on 
the five-person Atomic Energy Commission. I also ran into Commissioner Robert 
Wilson and informed him about this decision. Both McCone and Wilson expressed 
disappointment. (Apparently the Commission had discussed this and decided 
upon me.) 

Friday, June 24, 1960- Washington, D.C. 

I spent some time in the morning in the PSAC office in the Executive Office 
Building. I called on James T. Ramey of the staff of the Joint Committee on 
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Atomic Energy (JCAE) in the Capitol Building and told him about the Lawrence 
Hall of Science. He said that the Appropriations Committee is the key, 
explaining that both they and the JCAE favor the research aspect more than the 
teaching aspect. 

After this, I went sightseeing in the area of the Capitol (including the 
Library of Congress, etc.) with Pete, Lynne, Paul Jr., and Connie Aebersold. 
I took some movies with my Be 11 -and Howe 11 camera and some snapshots. We saw 
the extensive renovation work the Capitol is undergoing. The five of us 
called on Vice President Richard M. Nixon in his vice presidential office. At 
his suggestion, Pete, Lynne and I had our picture taken by his photographer 
with him. I also took a picture with my camera of Pete, Lynne, Paul and 
Connie in the vice presidential waiting room and of Pete, Lynne and the Vice 
President in his office. The Vice President was very cordial and friendly 
during this purely social visit. 

In the vice-presidential waiting room, June 24, 1960 
L toR: Paul 11 Scooter11 Aebersold, Jr., Connie Aebersold, and Lynne and 
Peter Seaborg 
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Saturday, June 25, 1960- Washington, D.C.- New York 

Pete, Lynne and I flew to New York on the Eastern Shuttle for some 
sightseeing. Today we visited Macy 1 s department store, the U.S. Rubber 
Company exhibit in their building, Radio City Music Hall, the roof of the RCA 
Building for the view, the United Nations Building, the Empire State Building, 
etc. We spent the night in the Commodore Hotel. 

Peter and Lynne Seaborg at the top of the RCA Building 
June 25, 1960 

Sunday, June 26, 1960- New York- Washington, D.C. 

Today Bill Jenkins came up from his home in Wilmington, Delaware, to join 
Pete, Lynne and me for our sightseeing in New York. Among the places we 
visited were the Metropolitan Museum of Art, the Guggenheim Museum of Modern 
Art, the Museum of Natural History and Central Park (including a view of 
Cleopatra 1 s Needle). We took a number of snapshots and movies. 

Lynne and Peter Seaborg at the Guggenheim Museum, June 26, 1960 
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Lynne Seaborg, Bill Jenkins and Peter Seaborg at the Museum of Natural History 
June 2 6, 1960 

GTS, Lynne Seaborg and Bill Jenkins at Cleopatra's Needle, June 26, 1960 

Our taxi trip back to La Guardia Airport to catch the Eastern Shuttle back to 
Washington, D.C. was bumper-to-bumper much of the way. The heavy traffic was 
exacerbated by the extreme heat of the road pavements. We missed our intended 
shuttle flight and the next one, which we caught, delivered us in Washington 
at a time that made me late for the evening Executive Session of PSAC in Room 
220 of the Executive Office Building. (Pete and Lynne went to the Aebersolds 
again to spend the night.) 

June 1960- Page 43 



The subject of this session was topics for discussion with the President, even 
though our planned meeting with him for tomorrow has been cancelled. I spent 
the night in the Statler Hilton once again. 

Monday, June 27, 1960- Washington, D.C. 

PSAC continued its Executive Session this morning beginning at 9 a.m. with 
further discussion on the paper on 11 Science Organization 11

• 

Right after lunch, at 2:30p.m., Mac Bundy and I gave a progress report on our 
Panel report on Basic Research and Graduate Education. Based on our comments 
and a reading of the report the members of PSAC had a number of interesting 
suggestions for us. 

Panofsky questioned the feasibility of having graduate students participate 
intelligently in the use of large expensive facilities and also made the point 
that such large research installations could become universities for graduate 
education and basic research. 

Killian questioned the pitch for more money from the federal government for 
basic research, indicating that such support should be 11 adequate 11 but not 
11 generous 11

, expressed concern about the 11fl ight from teaching 11 by researchers 
and said that the report needs to say something about encouraging private 
firms to move strongly into the field of strengthening universities. 

Zinn said that the document is an eloquent plea that graduates should be 
well-trained, but it states too strongly that more large government research 
projects should be placed in universities. 

Tukey indicated that there should be a recommendation on postdoctoral 
training. Hornig said he likes the point made in the document that basic 
research should be done in universities wherever possible and emphasized that 
students are a very important part of doing basic research. 

On the other hand Wiesner and Piore indicated that the statement regarding 
universities as the home of basic research is too broad because fields require 
specialized facilities and treatment and such facilities are too large to be 
incorporated in a university. 

Shannon made the point that some of the recommendations for the role of the 
federal gover~ment are not wholly new and, therefore, the report should state 
that there is a need to accelerate this aspect of support for basic research. 

Waterman spoke on the matter of payment by the federal government of the 
research portion of faculty salaries, suggesting that agencies pay a 
proportional rate for the entire year. 

Kistiakowsky cautioned that universities should not pay faculty members with 
federal funds so that a professor 1 s income becomes tied to a specific grant 
contract. 

While I was attending the PSAC meeting, Biddy (Mrs. William) Jenkins, who had 
come down from their home in Wilmington, Delaware, escorted Pete and Lynne on 
further sightseeing in Washington. They visited the Supreme Court Building, 
went up to the top of the Washington monument for the view, etc. They took a 
number of pictures with my camera. 
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Then I went to the Germantown headquarters of the AEC, along with Pete and 
Lynne, to see the ceremony for the Ernest 0. Lawrence Awards, which began at 4 
p.m. This is the first round of the Lawrence Awards, initiating an annual 
series. U.S. AEC Commissioner John Graham presided in the absence of Chairman 
John rvtCone. The five Lawrence Awards were presented to Isadore Perlman, 
Alvin Weinberg, Harvey Brooks, Norman Ramsey and John Foster. (I served on 
the advisory committee for the Chemistry Award [one among the five], for which 
I recommended Iz Perlman.) 

At the AEC Ernest 0. Lawrence Award Ceremony, June 27, 1960 
L to R: Alvin Weinberg, Harvey Brooks, Norman Ramsey, John Graham, John 
Foster and Isadore Perlman 

In the evening Pete, Lynne and I went to the Annandale home of Alice and Jim 
Robinson for dinner and to spend the evening. Present were my first cousin 
Alice Robinson (daughter of my father's sister), her husband Jim and daughter 
Joan , my second cousin (on my mother's side) Louise Price and her husband 
Robert and daughter Marianne. 

L to R: Louise Price, Lynne Se aberg, GTS, Robert and tviarianne Price, Joan 
Purcell, and Jim and Alice Robin son at the Robinson Home on June 27, 1960 
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Tuesday, June 28, 1960- Washington, D.C. and Home 

PSAC heard two reports this morning, from Albert G. Hill on the report of the 
Panel on Limited Warfare and from Thomas Nolan, Harry Hammond Hess and Lloyd 
Berkner on geological research. The meeting ended with more discussion of the 
science organization issue before lunch. 

I learned that my appointment to the National Science Board was confirmed by 
the Senate yesterday. 

This afternoon Pete, Lynne, Connie Aebersold and I visited Mount Vernon, where 
I took movies with my Be1l and Howell movie camera. We then went out to 
Friendship Airport, where just as we were about to board the plane, there was 
a report of a bomb planted somewhere on board. All of the luggage was removed 
frorn the plane for search (with the help of the owners of the luggage), which 
took place right next to the plane on the landing area. 

The search for a bomb at the airport caused some excitement. 
June 28, 1960 

Pief Panofsky was also on the flight. Enroute west, we had the opportunity to 
talk at some length about my Basic Research and Graduate Education Panel's 
draft report. Pief repeated the point he made in the PSAC meeting yesterday, 
that is, that the report states too strongly that the university environment 
is absolutely necessary for productive research because research should be 
carried out for specific reasons in spec i alized institutions as well. He also 
said that the first two sections of the report are frequently repetitious but 
I disagreed with this as a criticism, saying that this is done deliberately to 
make the points . 

He questioned our criticism of assigning young people to "routine and 
uninspired pedagological tasks" indicating that teaching assistant, graduate 
students must continue to have a role to play in teaching science. 

He fears, as did Killian and Kistiakowsky in the discussions yesterday, that 
federal support of universities can have adverse effects, such as leading to 
excessive control and haphazard research support soli cited by faculty rather 
than by the university administration. He would like a statement to the 
effect that "The responsibility of the government agencies should remain lega -l 
and fiscal only, while complete technical responsibility for all phases of 
research should remain with the universities." 
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He emphasized that there is danger in having a professor 1S salary depend on 
his having a research contract and hence the report should discuss the 
possibility of long-range grants or contracts to departments or institutes in 
place of support of small research activities by short-term contracts. 

However, he told me that in general he feels that the report will be very 
useful. 

As a result of the bomb threat, our United Flight #809 left nearly two hours 
late and arrived at San Francisco International Airport at about 10 p.m. 

A University driver picked us up at the airport and took us home to 
Lafayette. I hardly had a chance to get a word in edgewise, Pete and Lynne 
were so excited about telling Helen all about our trip. I aia learn from 
Helen that everything went well while we were gone and that she has almost 
everything ready for our vacation in southern California, for which we leave 
on Thursday. 

~Jednesday, June 29, 1960 

Today is an extremely busy day. I have to catch up on everything that 
happened during my absence and prepare to be gone on vacation for most of the 
month of July. I signed an extremely large number of letters this morning. 

I wrote to Clark Kerr, commending to his favorable attention correspondence 
from Robert Heizer, retiring Chairman of the Berkeley Committee on Research, 
an d commenting, 

11 AS you know, the Northern sub-committee of the Board of Research has been 
concerned for some time about a failure of coordination between the 
sectional sub-committees, North and South. They wish to remeuy the 
situation by effective re-activation of the joint Board which has been 
moribund since 1957. To this end they request your assistance in 
directing that an early meeting take place, and that procedures be 
estab 1 ished for regular meetings thereafter. 11 

I also sent Kerr a 1 ist of department chairmen and vice-chai rmen for the 
academic year 1960-61 (copy attacheo). 

I sent a revised list of Berkeley Campus Gift Needs, draftea by Jirn Hart, to 
Gifts and Endowments Officer Joseph Mixer (copy attached). 

Le tters went out during my absence under my signature inviting Francis 
Williams, an English specialist in the field of journal ism and politics, to 
serve as Regents 1 Professor during the Spring term 1961, and to Robley 
Williams formally appointing him Faculty Athletic Representative for the 
Berkeley campus. 

I also wrote to to the following people asking them to serve as alternates on 
the Intercollegiate Athletic Advisory Board, to attend meetings when the other 
person cannot: Walter Haas, Jr. (for Herman Selvin) and Robert Grieg (for [Jick 
Peter). 
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DEPARTMENT CHAIRMEN 1960-61 
Berkeley 

DEPARTMENT 

Agriculture 
Genetics 

·Nutrition & Home Economics 
Business Administration 
Chemistry 
Chemical Engineering 
Criminology 
Education 
Engineering 

Civil Engineering 
Hydraulic & Sanitary 

Engineering 
Structural Engineering & 

Structural Mechanics 
Transportation Engineering 
Electrical Engineering 
Industrial Engineering 
Mechanical Engineering 
Aeronautical Engineering 
Heat & Power Systems 
Mechanics & Design 
Mineral Technology 
Naval Architecture 
Nuclear Engineering 

Environmental Design 
Architecture 
City & Regional Planning 
Landscape Architecture 

Forestry 
Law 
Letters and Science 

Air Science 
Anatomy & Physiology 

Anthropology 
Art 
Astronomy 
Bacteriology 
Biochemistry 
Botany 
Classics 
Decorative Art 
Dramatic Art 
Economics 

English 
French 
Geography 
Geology 
German 
His tory 

C!iAIRMAN 

I. Michael Lerner 
George M. Briggs 
E. T. Grether 
R. E. Powe 11 
C. R. Wilke 

W • A. Brown e 11 

H. D. Eberhart 

P. H. McGaughey 
T. Y. Lin 

W. N. Kennedy 
R. M. Saunders 
R. W. Shepard 
S. A. Schaaf 
G. J. Mas 1 ach 
R. A. Seban 
J. L. Meriam 
J. A. Pask 
H. A. Schade 
T. H. Pigford 

Vernon DeMars 
T. J. Kent, Jr. 
H. Leland Vaughan 
H. J. Vaux 
W. L. Prosser 

Col. S. C. Gurney 

VICE-CHAIRMAN 

John w. Cowee . 

R. W. C 1 ough 

P. Witherspoon 

C. W. Asling, Co-Chairman (A) 
I. L. Chaikoff, Acting Co-Chairman (P) 
G. M. Foster 
J. McCray 
L. Henyey 
E. A. Adelberg (11 mos.) 
E. E. Snell 
A. S. Foster (11 mos.) 
M. B. Emeneau 
L. Nelson 
T. Bogard, Acting 
R. A. Gordon 

R. N. Walpole 
J. J. Parsons 
C. M. Gilbert 
C. G. Loomis 
D. M. Brown (11 mos.) 

H. G. Barker 

J. Fontenrose 

H. Rosovsky (12 
mos.) 

N. V. Riasanovsky 



Italian 
Journal ism 
Linguistics 
Mathematics 

Military Science & Tactics 
Music 
Naval Science 
Near Eastern Languages 
Oriental Languages 
Paleontology 
Philosophy 
Physical Education 
Physics 
Political Science 
Psychology 
Scandinavian 
S 1 a vic Languages 

& Literatures 
Sociology 

& Social Institutions 
Spanish & Portuguese 
Speech 
Statistics 
Virology 
Zoology 

L ibrarianship 
Acting 

Optometry 
Soc i a 1 We 1 f are 

( 11 mos.) 

A. Ferruolo 
C. M. Hulten 
M. R. Haas 
B. Friedman 

Col. J. T. Malloy 
D. D. Boyden (11 mos.) 
Capt. W. G. Meyer 
Denzel Carr, Acting 
P. A. Boodberg, Acting 
J. T. Gregory 
K. Aschenbrenner 
C. L. Nordly 
A. C. Helmholz 
Charles Aikin (11 mos.) 
C. W. Brown, Acting 
H. Hamre 

F. J. Whitfield 

R. Bendix (11 mos.) 
A. Torres-Rioseco 
J. tenBroek (11 mos.) 
David Blackwell 
Wendell M. Stanley 
C. Hand, Acting 

W. G. Bade 
Henry He 1 son 

W. I. Matson 
A. S. Espenschade 

R. A. Sea 1 api no 

Kenneth Bock 

C. A. Knight 
Wi 11 i am E. Berg 

LeRoy C. Merritt, F. J~ Mosher 

Meredith W. Morgan, Jr. 
Milton Chernin 
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GIFTS AMD ENDOWMEHTS orncu. MIXII.a 

June 29, 1960 

Attached herewith ia a reviaed liat of Berkeley c .. pue Gift ••eda. Thia document 
will be given l~ited circulation to info~ and guide tho .. peraona and officea 
concerned with gift needa, endowaenta, and donora, but it ia to be treated aa a 
reatricted document not intended for aeaeral circulation. 

JDH:vb 

Encl. 

bee: Errol Mauehlan 
Alex Sherriffs 
William Fretter 
Adrian Kragen 

-
_;;htd ~r -?~C) 

Glenn T. Seabora 
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BERKELEY CAMPUS GIFT NEEDS 

In addition to generoue support fram the Stnte, over the years the Berkeley 
campus baa benefited fro~ the contributions of priv~te donors who have 
given funds to strengthen and to enri~ the resources for educ~tiono . 

Private gifts have created the Greek Theatre, Sather Tow~r and Sather Cate, 
Hearst Gym.n:1siuc for W'o:nen, Bowles Hall, Stern Hall, Hertz Concert Hall, 
May To Morrison H3ll, and the Student Centero · 

Private gifts hav~ also made possible the establishment of several endo~~d 
c:haiirs for professorships; of visitina lectureships, like the Sather and 
Ber~ professorships; research centers like the Miller Institute; schJl~r
ships for undergraduate students and fellowships for graduate students; 
prizes and awardsft Private gifts hava also assisted many rese:rch proje~ts 
and h~z~ve kelpc!d to c:reate the eminence of the library resourcee, and of the 
anthropology, bot•nical and other scientific collections of the Berkeley 
ca:mpuso 

In addition to the continued aseistanc:e from the State, the Ber~eley campus 
needs m~ny kinds of assistance that c~not be or are not likely to be 
supported by public funds. This list presents some of those n.aeds •. 

The following 
import<!lnee or 
auch r.;ankingo 
distin~tion of 

I. WILDINGS 
-""--·-~ 

projee;.ts ·and positions are not arranged in any or·:ler of 
cost. Their diversity in char~cter and purpose p•eventa 

But all of them are needed to maintain and to e~ha~ce the 
the Berkeley campus. 

1. Building for a Humanities Institute and the Miller Institute to be 
loc:.ted in the Ch~parral Hill area •. 

2o Small rasidenee helle, of a charac.ter different from ~hat of the 
recently constructed halls. These halls might be like Stern Hall 
in size~ but &i~ht be residenthl collegHe. pl!>rhape for honClr students, 
~~~u a res1rtent·a~aa=tc head and on organ!zetion of res1d~~t f~llowa 
who might be aelect~d from, c~pua te~ching assistants. 

3. Low-t.ost housing for junior faculty. 

4o S~ple, rustic building for f~culty conf£rences and suppl~ront~ry accom
modAtions on Miller Property in Santa Cruz County. 

S. A building for·tbe Bancroft Library. 
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6. Such Buildings and Equipment for a Marine Biological Station as an 
adjunct to the teaching and research activities of the Life Science 
Departments at Berkeley and Davis. 

7. An athletic field house. 

8. Recreational and !ntra-Mural Fields and Courts. 

9. New track and Field Facilities Off-Campus. 

10. Crew shed. 

11. Yacht harbor building. 

{(. OTHER CAPITAL PROJECTS 

1. Funds to increase the number and stipends of Faculty Summer Fellowships 
awarded to assistant professors and instructors, and, if sufficient, 
to allow for some comparable fellowships in the fall or sping 
semesters. 

2. Funds for operation of a Humanities fnstitute (see Buildings, 3) 

3. Funds for programs in Residential Colleges (see Buildings, 4) 

4. (mprovements of off-campus properties, e.g. the Miller lands near 
Santa Cruz. To be used for academic and recreational purposes. 

5. Exhibit cases for displays of materials from University collections. 
(See Staff Posts, 4). Many valuable materials from University 
collections and libraries cannot be exhibited because of the lack 
of display cabinets and a staff to organize exhibitions. The Library, 
Art Department wing of Kroeber Hall, Morrison Hall, the new Student 
Center and other academic and administrative buildings have hall 
space that caould serve as exhibition areas. 

6~ Funds to add to those administered by the Committee on Research 
for such purposes as overseas travel, for travel to informal symposia 
-~t which scholarly papers are not delivered, for travel to examine 
materials, for subsidization of faculty and graduate student 
fi~ld trips in such an area as anthropology. 
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7- Deans' Funds and Departmental Funds. 

Many small .and votu<lblo projects na1st be deferred or ~oregone because 
of a Jacl' of funds Immediately available to Deans and Department 
chnl nnen. . . 
Contributions for unrestricted use at the discretion of departmental 
or college admlnlstr<lttve officers t~ld be of benefit far In exee~s 
of the magnitude of the funds. Administrators could use such funds 
to stttWiate \·JOrthy programs In cases t .. ohere the time element and 
Importance Is too urgent or sma I I to make ~he usua I budget proceclures 
practf cal. 

8. Augmentation of Faculty Loan Fund. 

9. Endownent for special library collections. 

10. Enda...ment to strengthen col Jecttons for research and teaching In art. 
anthropology and other areas that support small museums and collections • 
• \ 

11. Funds to augment Graphic Arts Loan Collection. 

12. Fund~ for graduate student Felt~·~hlps. Particularly needed are 
Fellowships In the Humanities. to supplement the Teaching Assistant• 
ships and Readerships In those departments and curricula (e.g. 
Classics and Comparative Literature) which need subventions for 
dlstlngulshed·candldates for graduate degrees but whtch because of 
_smatJ IC' . ...ar division enrollments have but fe\~t Teaching 
Assistantships. 

13.. Scholarships and Feti~'IShlps - Undergraduate. Graduate. Foreign Students. 

14. Summer Travelling Fellowships for graduate students. 

15. Entercol lege exchcJnges (travel costs). 

16. Additional student loan funds. 

17. Htnor Sport Program: rugby, fencing, etc. 

18. Enda·.ment for lftl'r-ovlng student· counscJfng and edvlstng. 

Ill~ STAFF POSTS 

1. En~~a~ts for dl5ttngufshed vlslttng lectureships (like Sather and 
Bockm<m) during Surmt3r sessions. 

2. Museum Dtrector for thb projected art gallery In the University Arts 
Centor. 

3. Enda.~d VJ5ltlng Professorships In the humanities, social sciences, 
biological sctenc-!s, physical sciences, and mathematics. 

Endo~~t for vfsitlng lecturers, partTcu1ar1y o~ a rotating b~~ls 
mong sev.e•·aJ reln~ed de~ortmcnts, w~Jd al Ja,, cutstandtng scholars 
to ba brought to ~ho ~us where their participation In research and 
Instruction \IJOuld bcnoflt tho Ct.q)US c:c::11tllnfty as ~11 os the particular 
deportment \·lith \l.1lch they "-~ld bG allied. In some Instances visiting 
lecturers tJI th I n~crdt scip Jr nary Interests might have joint sppolntmcnts 
In two oopartmont!i. . 
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4. Senior Preparator: 

a. A professional display artist to arrange continuing series of 
departmc!nta 1 dt sp Jay. cases, wl ndows, exhtbl tlons In corrJ dors, 

· . ~etc. This position Is Intended to supplement academic skills 
with those required for effective arrangements for display and 
rotation of Items fr~ various collections. 

b. The program of rotating display would be assisted by appolntme~ts 
at the "research assistant" Javel In key departments to prepare 
technical material, provide .labels, etc. Graduate students 
ordinarily could hold these posts. 

S. AI l·Untverst ty professorships., t"'l thout speci ftc teaching assignments 
·or canparable to Harvard's "roving. professorships", to be staffed 
by some outstanding scholars, Including emeritus professors. 

6. Research Assistants for the Humanities and Social Sciences, Physical 
and Biological Setences. · 

1. Camposer•ln-Resldence. 

8. Staff to expand the Bureau of Publtc Administration Into a Bureau 
of Government Research. 

. ; 

Glenn T. Seaborg 
July 1960 



Following up on a conversation between Jim Hart and President Harry S. Truman, 
I wrote to Truman to invite him to give a series of lectures in the Greek 
Theatre during the second or third week of Novanber. I mentioned that we 
would also like him to meet informally with graduate students of Political 
Science, if he is will iFl.g. 

I signed a letter, drafted by Bill Fretter, to PhilipS. Flint, a member of 
the Conservation Committee of the Sierra Club, who had written to me asking 
for University support of their plan to oppose at the State Public Utilities 
Commission hearing the PG&E proposal to build a nuclear power station at 
Bodega Bay and asking, if we are not willing to do this, that we provide than 
with information obtained as a result of the studies we have conducted to 
determine the suitability of the site for the Marine Biological Laboratory. I 
chose to do the latter, even going so far as to state that we are now looking 
for alternative sites, since the ecological changes of the PG&E plant water 
cooling system make Bodega Head unsuitable for our purposes. 

I wrote a similar letter to Mrs. Rose Gaffney, summarizing the reports of the 
oceanographers and biologists regarding the suitaqility of the site and 
expressing the hope that she 11Will understand our reluctance to proceed with 
the site at Bodega Head in view of the uncertainties of the situation there ... 

I read with interest the report of the Advisory Committee for the Humanities, 
chaired by Jim Hart. The plan is based on the model of the fViiller Institute; 
the key characteristics are described as follows: 

11 A Berkeley Institute for the Humanities should provide opportunities for 
selected individuals to pursue independent research in all areas of the 
humanities; should choose its Fellows both from persons affiliated with 
educational institutions and from those not in the academic world; and 
should include a few persons whose profession is not in the humanities. 
The Fellows from universities should be both anergent and establishea 
scholars. In general, Fellows should have gone beyond the stage of 
graduate study, but degrees per se should not be a criterion ·for selection. 

The Fellows should receive one-year appointments. The Institute should 
begin with about fifteen Fellows and might achieve a maximum of thirty to 
fifty Fellows. Their median age might be forty; some should be 
considerably older and some considerably younger. 

The Fellows are to be nominated by an Executive Committee which should 
base its judgment on the man rather than on his project. The Fellows 
should represent all areas of the humanities, i.e. literatures and 
languages, ancient and modern; philosophy, history, music, art ana law. 
Performing and creative artists should not be included except as they may 
be selected because of other accomplishments ..• 

.•• We recommend that the administrative structure of the Institute be 
held to a minimum; that the selection of Fellows and the management of the 
Institute be handled by an Advisory Board of seven members (including a 
local Executive Committee of four) composed chiefly of Berkeley faculty, 
but including a few persons drawn from other universities and non-academic 
fields of activity; that a minimal secretariat (including some part-time 
student research assistants) be provided; and that between meetings of the 
Advisory Board, the Executive Committee have the authority to act. This 
follows the pattern of the Miller Institute ... 
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As with other campus projects, the chief problem.will be funding this 
Institute. However, this is a proposal in which I take particular interest as 
I have been promoting the idea of giving equivalent attention to humanities as 
that which the Berkeley campus• science departments and organized research 
institutes have always enjoyed. 

Bob Kerley wrote a very nice letter to thank me "for the opportunity to 
function, even on an •acting• basis, as Business Manager at Berkeley". He 
says that his new job at New York University is a terrific challenge and that 
he misses his family (who are still living in Walnut Creek) a great deal. He 
added, 

"I also want to make it clear that during the strain of decision making 
about leaving Berkeley I seem to have put my vanity or ego ahead of my 
objectives. In so doi·ng it may have appeared that I was troubled by my 
job relationship to you. Such was not the case and for whatever little it 
may mean I have the greatest admiration and respect for you." 

He expresses interest in helping in any way he can with the fundraising for 
the Lawrence Hall of Science and hopes that we may have dinner together during 

·one of my trips to New York, and concludes, 

"Until then my very best to you, your wife and kids and all my n~,iends at 
Berkeley. Tell the whole staff to take good care of higher education in 
California. It's the only state in which I can afford to educate my brood 
so I have to come back in at least 5 years!" 

A letter from Hardin Jones informs me that the Veterans Administration 
Hospital is definitely going to be built at Martinez this Fall. Possibilities 
remaining for clinical resources for the Berkeley campus include Oak Knoll 
Naval Hospital and Kaiser Foundation Hospitals. Jones would like me to meet 
with Henry J. Kaiser, Jr. and Clifford H. Keene (Vice President and Director 
of Medical Research and Medicine for the Kaiser organizations) to discuss the 
possibility of developing a scientific collaboration. I agreed to set up such 
a meeting when I return from my vacation in August. 

At 11:45 a.m. (just prior to the Cabinet meeting) I got together with Dan 
Wilkes to pass on to him a copy of the Annual Report of the Committee on 
Public Relations, chaired by Henry J. Vaux, and to ask him to respond to their 
suggestions on my behalf. 

I presided over the meeting of the Cabinet, while we lunched, as usual. We 
went over quite a long list of pending business, ·wrapping up the academic year 
and preparing for the upcoming year. 

After the Cabinet meeting I phoned Richard Hartsook to let him know that we 
want to proceed with the purchase of the Ford Plant in Richmond. 

At 2 p.m. I met with Lincoln Constance. He showed me the currently spent a·nd 
pending commitments from contingency funds for 1960-61. The commitment to 
"Prose Improvement .. is the largest item. All of the items appeared 
appropriate. 

We discussed the situation in the Department of Anthropology as it now 
stands. I suggested that we re-examine David Mandelbaum's requests in 
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August. I stressed that, in g1v1ng a semi-promise to Mandelbaum of the 
creation of a research facility, I stated that this must have the approval of 
his tenure colleagues, who were also informed of this. 

I asked Lincoln to tell Carl Helmholz that his'·;submission of John Lawrence 1 S 

nomination of Cornelius Tobias to 11head 11 Medical Physics is premature, since 
the division does not have departmental status. 

Constance told me about the Robson-Lazier protest to the Academic Council of 
the student probation and dismissal rules of the College of Letters and 
Science and his concern about the 11 levell ing .. effect of uniform procedures 
that they are advocating. I suggested that he ask Maribel Montgomery to send 
copies of the related correspondence to Kerr and asked that he keep me 
informed of any developments regarding this issue. 

We talked about the chairmanship of the Department of English, which is 
covered for the summer but not thereafter (since Mark Scharer is holding out 
for the reclassification of administrative help as a condition of his 
acceptance). 

At 3 p.m. I met with Sandy Elberg and Bill Shepard to go over the status of 
some of the space battles raging on campus. 

Robley Williams and I got together at 3:15 p.m. to talk about the 
responsibilities of the Faculty Athletic Representative and so that I could 
give him the benefit of my experience in the job and the history of the demise 
of the Pacific Coast Conference and the establishment of the Athletic 
Association of Western Universities. 

At 3:45 p.m. I called Ed Carter, as had been previously arranged, to brief him 
on my talks with AEC and JCAE people in Washington regarding possible means of 
financing the Lawrence Hall of Science project. · 

Before leaving for the day I signed the following memo to all members of the 
Department of Intercollegiate Athletics, which will be distributed tomorrow: 

11 Today all of you officially become employees of the University, and an 
integral part of the Berkeley administration. In my capacity as 
Chancellor, I want to welcome each of you, and I hope that the new 
association with the University will be pleasant and productive. 

If you have any problems, Mr. Pete Newell, the Intercollegiate Athletics 
Director, will discuss them with you as my representative in the 
Department and, if necessary, he will refer them to me. 

I am sure that each of you will use every effort to ensure the success of 
the Department, and to assist the University in maintaining a strong 
program of intercollegiate athletics as an important part of the 
educational process on thi.s campus ... 

From 4:30p.m. to 6 p.m. Helen and I hosted a reception for Jim and Ruth Hart 
in recognition of his service as Vice Chancellor and the completion of his 
term. By this time I felt a migraine headache coming on, so as soon as we 
arrived home I went straight to bed, skipping dinner. 
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Thursday, June 30, 1960- Lafayette- San Luis Obispo 

Although we were scheduled to leave earlier, due to my residual migraine 
headache and Helen•s sinus headache, we didn•t get off until about noon. We 
pha~ed Mrs. Hastings to inform her that we would not be there for lunch, as 
planned, and she graciously said that we could join them for a late afternoon 
meal when we arrive. 

Our whole family left in our red Pontiac station wagon to drive to our rented 
place at 126 East Ocean Front, Balboa (the same place in which we stayed in 
1956 and 1958). We stopped enroute for a late lunch (or early dinner) at the 
Hastings Reservation, on which the University conducts ecological research and 
trains students in field investigation techniques, with Frances (Mrs. Russell 
P.) Hastings and her family. Alden Miller and Dr. John Davis (resident in 
charge) showed us around. 

We drove on for a while, then stopped at a motel in San Luis Obispo to spend 
the night. 
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