13. THE DECISION DRAGS ON

In the euphoria of May and
June, Davisville people, as well
as others, hoped for a quick
decision from the Commission.

However, months went by and
there was no action. Newspaper
editors and others began to call
for a decision and to speculate
on reasons for the delay.

Editor Scott followed these
matters closely and reprinted
editorials and reports from
other newspapers, some of
which are reproduced below.

In addition, Scott himself
exhibited a certain impatience
over the seemingly slow pace
of the Commission and began
to fret about Iit, as also seen
below.



In a
September
30th Enterprise
Editorial, Scott
pulls no
punches on
Wheeler's
desire to put
the State Farm
at Berkeley.

If Wheeler
prevails, says
Scott, he will
make
permanent
enemies of
valley farmers—
—and have a
pathetic farm to
boot.
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Wo aro not convinced as yet that
President Wheelet will perzish to the
lagh in Jocating the farm at Berkeley,
a¢ he must rezlize thab he would be
shaking the red fag in the face of the

farmers of Northern Californi. the|

twa [z valleys in particulas. Thoaei'
same people will continue tosend rep:

pesentatives to the legisiature every
two years, and Nr. Wheeler will as

regularly be pressing the members o(:
that body for farge sums for the uni-'

-~ vesity. It is nob ' only possible, but

ractcalycertan). $hab. pledges will |
be exacted of all candidates who seek

legislatire honors that will not be
compatible with future large appre-
priations for the great state Institu-

tion. Said poliey would no doubt re-
sult in working actual hardshipe upon

the institution and at the same time!
the farm itsell, which would be‘unef
only in name, would be dwarled and |
fsil of the full purpuse of ity inshi-
tution, ;

-t p———————




Two UC
officials
alleged
to be
oppo-
nents of
the
State
Farm
later

hailed as

"Univer-
sity Stal-
warts"

The two
official UC
profiles to
the right are
reproduced
from Ann
Scheuring,
Abundant
Harvest, p.
10, where
the label
"university
stalwart" is
applied.

Be.njamm Ide eeler (1854—-1927)
BmlderofﬂwUmmly S

v philologist an aghthpmdentef_.;-:-.;
rmia (899-1919).

Wheeler was thought by many not to want a State Farm.
But, if there had to be one, it should be at or near Berkeley.

Some detractors alleged that Wheeler was, as put by
Judge Shields, "an aristocratic fellow and had no use for
the farmer."

Eugene W. Hilgard (1833-1916)
Founder of the Califomia Agricultural
_ ',Expenment Station
- JprOFESSOR Of Agnculture andAgncultural
Chemlstry Umversnty of California, 1875—1905,
- Dean of the College of Agnculture and Dn'ector of
g ‘the CahformaAgncultural,_ xperiment Station, -
edresmrchermsmlsclence
5 and wmemalung, prohﬁc wnter, tireless advocate
| for scnennﬁc educauon in agnculture Under his
fmm one instructor toa faculty and staff of 22,
884 and 1965 the Expenment Statlon issued 171 research bul- :
letms, nearly half of whlchl-lllgardauthored lumself.S PN

Judge Shields remarked of Hilgard that he was "a dear,
dear good man, but he was against [the State Farm]. He
isn't the first man that tried to dam up progress, don't you
know."




Some proposals
offered free sites
for the State
Farm. This was of
course worrisome
for site proposals
Involving
purchase. News-
paper editorials
were written on
the matter,
iIncluding this one
that Scott
reprinted from the
Sacramento
Union.

At times the
rhetoric became
tough, as in this
passage
suggesting that a
donation might
sometimes —>
amount to a bribe.

1 wants it Solano County wants 1t; So= 3

1 the climate “Chara.cte;stxc ‘fdgrical-|

| actively compete for selection at the |
1 hands of the commigsioners, and there

| volves to make the choice. Among|
| othér things, we hear it said that free!

land then offer it as a gift to the state.|

1 cannectmn with some real estate or

wonld be in t.hc nature of a bribe de-

Con:enﬁng A ”l-‘ree Sue

“In &qmet way the competxtlon be-
 tween counties and local dlstrlcts for }
 the locnhon of the projected Univer-- :
gity farm is - intense. Yolo Ccunty :

noina County wants-it; Napa County.|
wants it; San Joaquin County wants |
it; Alemeda County wants it. Indeed |
it would be possible to c;temLLha list 1 |
‘of candida‘'es to include every county
'in_the state. - But the-real -competi-|
“tion is hmnt.ed by, the necessities of
the situation. The.sife to be chosen |
{must be reasonably saccessible to!

Berkeley; it must have the’ soil and L 3

tyral California; it must be - practical-|
:l by nﬁgahl&. it mist-of eon R |

‘venient to some- general tmnsporta—
tion line. Practically, the competi-:}
ftion is limited t6 Senoma, Napa, Con- |’
' tra Custa, Safi Jonquin,- ard possibly L.
Afemeda.  AH of these  will  more or|

iaresuggestlons of a good many kinds |
of pressure being brought to bear upoan |
| the five gentlemen upen whom de-

sites will be oﬁered to the‘commission |

 that is, that communities interested |
may among themselves makeup asum |
suflicient to purchage a suitable tract

Against this_plan the Union files its |
protest. At best it is beneat.h the digt |
-nity of the state to accept as a gift|:
from its citizens that for which it can
 well afford to pay, and for which ini
fict, it has made provision for paying.
To accept. such ‘a donation would be}
an impropriety on the. general ground
‘that it will not be made excepting in

other prmect of exwloitation dev 1sed L

the farm. At its worst, such “a glft.h'
signed to influence the choice of the

Commissioners.in a matter in which
a‘the State hns Ziven them no. cjvom &&-I
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