
The current student activism at CSU Fresno and around the state was brought about by the 

continuous defunding of Californiaõs public higher education system which results in a raise 

in student fees, layoffs of quality professors, layoffs of workers, and the elimination of aca-

demic programs. These problems sparked a state and nationwide movement to resist the 

continuous de-funding and de-prioritization of public higher education in our country. How-

ever, here at CSU Fresno, this movement has organically evolved into something very differ-

ent: a movement seeking to bring about Democracy at the University. 

We recognize that more funding to the UC, CSU and community college system would be 

beneficial, but more money merely gives the oppressors at the top of the bureaucracy more 

money to oppress the masses with. Currently, CSU Fresno students pay roughly $2,300 and 

get absolutely no input on where this money is spent. Furthermore, we as students do not 

get to decide who spends our money. The spenders are not elected and are not accountable 

to the university public. This begs the question of what kind of public higher education insti-

tutions we have in this state. The definition of oligarchy is: òa form of government in which all 

power is vested in a few persons or in a dominant class or clique; government by the fewó. 

This fits alarmingly well for the form of governance at CSU Fresno, and surely higher educa-

tion institutions across the state.  

Currently, a façade of democracy exists. There are multiple bodies that the administration 

claim represents democracy such as the University Budget Committee and the Curriculum 

Committee. However, these bodies are merely advisory and have no binding power. On top of 

that, the student representation is at the absolute minimum and most students arenõt even 

aware that these bodies exist. Of course, thereõs no reason they should be, for these bodies 

are not worth their time. Staff members, who keep the university running, are completely 

shut out of these bodies and offered no input in the governing of the Universityé. A revolu-

tion for Democracy is needed. 

For months, students have been agitating the administration(s) in Fresno, and around the 

state to bring about just and democratic conditions at the University. However, concerns 

have mainly revolved around budget cuts (which result in a host of other issues). This nearly 

misses the point. Just conditions at the University mean that those who make up the Univer-

sity (staff, faculty and students) should run it, and those that have nothing to do with the 

learning, teaching, or maintaining of the University, should not.  

For this reason, a group of students, faculty, and staff united to produce a new, Democratic 

Academic Constitution for CSU Fresno. The constitution lays the foundation of how a democ-

ratic University would be ran. However, recognizing that a democratic University includes 

input from all sectors of the University, this document should be viewed as an open-ended 

document and will organically evolve to the needs of the masses with the direct participation 

of the masses.  

If we intend to teach students to be critical thinkers, itõs a logical conclusion that these students 

will critically think about the way in which their institution is ran. The Constitution takes the gov-

erning of the university from the hands of oligarchs and puts it into a democratic body that 

gives full, equitable and direct participation to all sectors of the University. This is democracy. If 

in this country, we claim to be democratic, it is time our institutions become democratic. If we 

continue to teach democracy in our schools, our schools must be run democratically.  

- Matt Ford & Raj Singh 
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- All major University decisions will be made by a General Assembly made up of staff, students, 

 and faculty, with equal representation from each academic department and program 

- Full & Equitable representation from all students, staff and teaching faculty as well as every 

 academic department and program in the General Assembly. 

- Members of the University community should collaborate with one another and form  

 democratic participatory bodies to facilitate responsible, transparent, democratic, and 

 shared governance 

- Students will be encouraged to take an active role in their learning and governance 

- Staff will be encouraged to take an active role in their workplaces and in governance 

- Administration will be elected by University community 

- Number of Administration and nature of their office will be determined by University  

 community 

- Administration will serve in a supportive role to students & faculty and provide equitable  

 distribution of resources to meet needs of University community as directed by an 

 elected General Assembly of the University 

- Administration will provide complete transparency in all matters pertaining to the University 

- The University should promote solidarity and social cohesion. 

- Access to equitable, quality, education is one of the bases for the full development of a  

 human. 

- The University should help to develop the ability of humans to cooperate in democratic,  

 participatory organizations. 

-The University should work in collaboration with other democratic participatory organizations in 

 the community (elementary and secondary organizations, junior colleges,  

 neighborhood councils, local governance, popular assemblies, etc.) in order to extend 

 the opportunities for university education to all qualified persons. 

Academic Constitution Principles  
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What is academic success at a University? I believe it is to transform large numbers of young stu-

dents into well-rounded, socially-conscious, productive members of our society. The new CSU 

Graduation Initiative, championed by Chancellor Reed and Vice Chancellor Echeverria, will define 

academic success as simply graduating with a degree in four years. 

The very basis of their measure of success is flawed. Success is measured, solely, by percentage 

of students graduating. The total number of graduating students is not taken into consideration. 

When the goal of getting more students into Universities is taken out of the equation, access and 

the quality of University of education is severely reduced. This is because the purpose of the Uni-

versity becomes reaching the chosen graduation targets rather than improving the service for the 

students and local community. 

The Initiative outlines multiple ways to increase graduation rates. Greater emphasis will be placed 

on online courses, thus reducing the need for faculty involvement in teaching students. Students 

will be kept òon trackó to graduate on-time by an automated, online counseling website; eliminat-

ing the need for human, academic counselors. The current standards for the English Placement 

Test (EPT) and the Entry Level Math exam (ELM) will be lowered in 2011, in order to decrease the 

number of students required to take remedial courses. Underprepared freshman needing to take 

remedial courses will be required to enroll in an Early Start Program in 2012, which will consist of 

drastically shortened courses. 

The current EPT and ELM standards are analogous to a score of 550 on the respective SAT ex-

ams. The Initiative will lower the standard to a score of 500 on each SAT section. The CSU esti-

mates that this will move them from 51% to 60% proficient in English among freshmen and elimi-

nate the remedial requirement for approximately 5000 students1. This is an artificial manipulation 

of a vital student assessment, and also an unethical deprivation of fundamental knowledge by 

claiming to relieve thousands of students of the òburdenó of remedial courses.  

The accelerated remedial program will cause many issues for students. First, they will be forced to 

pay the much higher Summer-session tuition rates; which may not be possible for the socio-

economically disadvantaged students. Secondly, the shortened course length will give students 

less time to learn the material which forms the foundation of the rest of their college courses. A 

16-week semester-long course will be condensed into 6 weeks during the summer. Students not 

able to grasp the basic material in a short period of time will, undoubtedly, struggle with all ad-

vanced courses that follow. 

This policy further illustrates Reedõs plans to reduce access to University education for tens of 

thousands of young Californians. All 23 CSU campuses have been commanded to reduce enroll-

ment, citing recent state budget cuts as the reason. Next semester alone, over 40,000 qualified, 

high school graduates will be rejected from the CSU system. These students will be rejected from 

the only system created to give them all a quality education. Instead, they will have to choose a 

vocational program that trains them to work in an industrial machine in which the òbottom lineó is 

the controller of their fate. 

The Initiative will force students to rush their personal growth, their college experience, and their 

future. Students will have to choose a major before they begin college and will be prohibited from 

switching majors if they discover their true passion during their journey. This will eliminate intellec-

tual curiosity. The quality of University education will be destroyed. Not only will Universities be 

academically demolished, but our communities will be left with under-educated young adults with 

meaningless degrees. The Initiative will rob college students of their potential to become the next 

great thinkers, artists, and leaders of our communities. 

- Raj Singh 

1. http://www.calstate.edu/bot/agendas/Mar10/EDPOL-Early-Start-PowerPoint.pdf 
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On April 4th, reporting in the LA Times, Jack Dolan attempted to explain the situation in California re-

garding public Higher Education. While protests and resistance at Colleges and Universities across the 

state have been re-occurring, òadministrators have tapped funds meant for classrooms and students 

to cover some extraordinary costs: losses on ill-timed real estate deals, loans to high-ranking officials 

and an ambitious construction project.ó (L.A. Times: April 4)é Dolan continues by saying that these 

decisions are made òwithout wide student knowledge or public oversightó. Examples: 

-òAt UCLA, student fees are being used to save a plan to renovate Pauley Pavilion, home of the school's 

legendary basketball team.ó From the $185 million upgrade to the gym, which includes cushier seats, 

a high-definition scoreboard and expanded locker rooms, $25 million came from student fees. The 

student Regent, Jesse Bernal, was dismissed from his post after expressing discontent with the use of 

student fees for this project, without student knowledge.  

-òAt Cal State Sacramento, administrators used general fund money to cover an investment that went 

badó. The University invested $35 million in a commercial office building off campus. The University 

planned to hold classes in one section and lease the rest of the building to generate revenue (sound 

like the student rec center at CSUF?). Then the real-estate bubble burst and the building was left sit-

ting empty. University President Alexander Gonzalez paid $5.6 million to keep the building out of fore-

closure. This money came from the General Fund, which is a combination of student fees and tax dol-

lars, òwhich is more commonly used to pay professorsõ salaries and other day-to-day costs of educating 

studentsó, explains Dolan.  

-Cal State Sacramento has also given President Gonzalez $233,000 in personal loans which was used 

for, among other things, a $27,000 stove in his new house.  

Bob Samuels, in an interview with Amy Goodman, explains how the UC lost over $23 billion in the last 

two years by investing in toxic assets and real estate. To cover these costs, the UC layõs off teachers, 

cuts class sections, and raises its student fees.   

These examples of gambling with public money, and using it for non-academic purposes are only a 

small part of a much larger vicious trend in the privatization of public services. Accompanying this is a 

steady raise in salaries of administrators. According to Samuels, at the same meeting that approved 

the 32% increase in student fees, the UC Regents voted on millions of dollars in increased salaries and 

bonuses to administrators (DemocracyNow).  

Here at Fresno State University, the situation is no different. The administration is engaged in all of the 

above gambling practices, while using the publicõs money. Misappropriations by administrators have 

taken hundreds of thousands from academics. The 2007-2008 CSU Institute Tax Form 990 revealed 

that the CSU has prioritized seeking funds for construction of buildings rather than seeking funds to 

prevent faculty lay-offs, elimination of class sections, fee increases or closing enrollment. There are 

even reports that the CSU is using future student fee increase revenue as collateral for new construc-

tion bonds. Others have shown the use of assets such as buildings for collateral for more construction 

bonds.  

This should not be surprising for those on campus, for the administration shamelessly shoves it in our 

faces. Currently, there is construction underway in three campus locations: the aquatics center 

(costing over $6 million) on the northeast corner of campus, University High on the South West corner, 

and a smaller project on the West side of the Henry Madden Library. Countless individuals stroll by 

these money pits and do not make the connection of where the money comes from. In fact, these pro-

jects are celebrated by the administration as well as their obedient puppets on campus (I wont name 

names).  

Aside from the projects underway, the Administration has completed investment projects with funds 

meant for academics such as the Save Mart Center, which is currently being debated in court as to 

whether it serves an academic purpose or not due to unpaid property taxes. The University claims the 

center is exempt from the tax, because it is for educational purposes. In 2005, county assessor/

recorder Robert Werner says that up to 65% of the center is for non-educational purposes (we contend 

a much larger percentage than that).  

Campus Pointe, which will include luxury living, a movie theater, department stores, offices and a Hiatt 

hotel, is built on public land (the Universities land) but all projects are privately owned. This means that 

the University will be receiving massive amounts of revenue, none of which will go to the taxpayers, 

students, which own the land. To be more precise, on April 22, 2010 the Fresno Bee reported, 

òCampus Pointe is expected to bring the university $1 million in annual rent to help pay off debt from 

the $103 million Save Mart Center constructionó. The problem here, is that those who made the bad 

investment in the Save Mart Center which resulted in the debt being covered by Campus Pointe were 

not students, faculty or workers, and were not elected by the University community, so they had no 

right to make these decisions. This is a case of illegitimate authority.  

Gambling With Your Money  
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The project has already shown corruption, as the Fresno County Superior Court ruled that a former 

CSU Trustee had a òconflict of interestó in the movie theater project. The housing will not serve 

housing purposes for the working class, as explained in the City Council meeting on April 1, 2008, 

by the Assistant City Manager, Bruce Rudd, when discussing the housing units at Campus Pointe, 

òOf these 144 units, 20 percent will be affordableó, he says.  

We also have another case alarmingly similar to the Cal State Sacramento situation: our òStudent 

Recreation Centeró. This building also holds classes in some sections while others are rented out to 

vendors to ògenerate revenueó, exactly like the building at Cal State Sacramento mentioned in Do-

lanõs piece; exactly like a business.  

The most alarming aspect that all these situations share is the lack of public input and knowledge 

about these projects and the funds being used. The University public in Fresno, and around the 

state, is not informed, nor included in the decision making process. Worse, is that our tax money, 

student fees and public land are being used for these non-academic investments. Individuals mak-

ing these repulsive decisions are not elected by the public, nor accountable to the public. These 

individuals are also making six-figure salaries for a job that doesnõt consist of research, teaching, 

learning, or maintaining (which is every legitimate aspect of a University).  

This corporate model has pervaded our University, as well as other Universities across the state, 

nation and globe. Jack Dolanõs piece in the LA Times was but a small glimpse into the whole pic-

ture. This òwhole pictureó isnõt just of California. In Europe and South America, the masses are re-

sisting the privatization of Universities and public services in general. Greece was in revolt in De-

cember, today itõs Thailand. It is now your duty to discover the whole picture, right here at Fresno 

State, because this is indeed your University, and they are using your money. When the picture 

becomes clear, as well as the injustices accompanying it, it is your duty to resist it.  

- Peter Petit 

**As this article goes to print, the UCLA administration is announcing that upon the release of the 

LA Times article by Jack Dolan, UCLA has decided to not use $15 million of student fee money for 

their campus construction projecté.. The CSU has still done nothing.  

Gambling With Your Money contõd 

Wet Back -  A Poem by Neto  

Subhuman. Second Class. Subjugated. 

I am the wet back 

I migrate die in vans evaporate into the desert sand. Drown into the Rio Grand.  

I am the wet back 

Minute men killing my next to kin modern day KLAN 

I am the wet back 

Modern day slave working for less than minimum wage 

I am the wet back 

I do for a living what you wonõt do 

I am the wet back 

I do it, not cause i choose to, but because i HAVE TO 

I am the wet back 

With my hand, i serve and feed the masses 

I am the wet back 

I donõt exist, yet i pay taxes 

I am the wet back 

Victim of the Bracero program 

I am the wet back 

Scapegoat, mutilated by uncle sam 

I am the wet back 

A national threat, getting shot by HR4437's/instant 187 

I am the terrorist 

Those involved in 9/11 were legal immigrants 

Citizens like the PRESIDENT 

I am American 

I am white, i am black, i am Mexican 

I live i die, i lose i strive, i have a right to pursue happiness, LIFE 

I am a wet back, an immigrant 

I am a terrorist, an american 

i am man, i am womyn 

i am HUMYN 
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