	
  
The Usual Place, February 9th, 2016
The topic for tonight’s discussion was Admissions.
Fellows discussed campus admissions initiatives in light of the UC Office of the President’s
announcement that the UC Berkeley would have to take approximately 1,000 additional new
undergraduate students without adequate financial support.
A number of Fellows expressed concerns over the amount of support the university would
receive in light of the admissions increases. One Fellow noted that because of funding
constraints, the university would have to find creative ways to accommodate additional students
without out significant staff or facilities increases. A couple of Fellows claimed that the State
appears to be acting negligently in this process. These Fellows argued that the State’s choice to
continue to add new students without providing sufficient resources is undercutting the ability of
the university to provide a high quality education and compete with private elites. Other Fellows
criticized the amount of consideration given by the State to the university’s inability to expand
because of land constraints and a current housing crisis. According to one Fellow, the current
housing crisis in the Bay Area has prompted some students to house seven to eight people in one
bedroom apartments, radically reducing the quality of living for students on campus.
Other Fellows discussed the impact of the proposed changes on student financial aid. One Fellow
noted that this initiative will bring in more local students and community college students, but
many of the international/out of state students will not be eligible for need based financial-aid
from state funds. Many Fellows feared that the lack of financial aid will prevent Berkeley from
competing with private elite schools that are capable of providing lavish packages to talented
international and out of state students. One Fellow noted that some of their out of state
classmates in Civil Engineering left for other schools because they didn’t have enough aid to
continue their education. A couple of Fellows noted that this was also the first time that the state
chose to take money out of the financial aid pool and reallocate it, claiming that this would create
a dangerous new precedent.
Many Fellows were also interested in the impact these changes would have on the student
experience. One Fellow was concerned that the budget constraints would negatively impact
funding sources for student organizations. Further, a couple of Fellows expressed concerns that

budget cuts would be made from the Disabled Students Program, a program that is already
lacking sufficient resources to adequately support students with disabilities. Others warned that
insufficient affordable housing options could cause stress related mental health issues for
students. Finally, a Fellow also noted that the increase in workload for GSIs as a result of these
increases could negatively impact both their academic performance and their teaching
effectiveness.
A few Fellows examined the university’s ability to accommodate additional students from a
facilities standpoint. One Fellow noted that two major lecture halls would be closed for retrofit
and that the accommodations created could negatively impact students. Another Fellow stated
that the Hertz, Pauley Ballroom, and a lecture hall in the law school would likely be used to
accommodate larger class sizes during the retrofit.
Fellows discussed a number of potential solutions. Two primary solutions were proposed:
philanthropy and political action. A few Fellows claimed that the disconnect between alumni and
the university discourages students from giving back to the campus upon graduation. Fellows
suggested that bolstering alumni relations could effectively help to relieve some of the financial
constraints. Other Fellows suggested that the university should encourage alumni to give their
time, which can be just as valuable as money at times. A couple of Fellows offered critiques of
the philanthropic solution and argued that students, faculty, and alumni should emphasize
political action. One Fellow noted that a philanthropic model is not sustainable for a public
institution considering that many students will go on to work in the public sector. Instead,
Fellows argued that there should be a push for a greater allocation of funds from the state. For a
couple of Fellows, this meant encouraging students to be conscious of their state elected
representatives and to vote.

