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James K.T. Hunter (State Bar No. 73369) 
10100 Santa Monica Boulevard, 13th Floor 
Los Angeles, California 90067 
Telephone:  (310) 277-6910 
Facsimile:   (310) 201-0760 
E-mail:  jhunter@pszjlaw.com 

Christopher C. Horner 
Government Accountability & Oversight, P.C. 
1489 Kinross Lane 
Keswick, VA  22947 
Telephone:  (202) 262-4458 
Application for admission pro hac vice to be filed 
 
Attorneys for Petitioner, 
Government Accountability & Oversight, P.C. 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES – CENTRAL DISTRICT 

GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTABILITY 
& OVERSIGHT, P.C., 
 
 Petitioner, 

 
v. 

 
THE REGENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF 
CALIFORNIA, 
 
 
 Respondent. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No. 20STCP01226 
 
FIRST AMENDED VERIFIED 
PETITION FOR PEREMPTORY WRIT 
OF MANDATE AND WRIT OF 
MANDATE ORDERING COMPLIANCE 
WITH THE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC 
RECORDS ACT 

Gov. Code §§ 6250, et seq. 
Code Civ. Proc. §§ 1085, et seq. 
 

Petitioner Government Accountability & Oversight, P.C., (“Petitioner”) alleges the following 

with personal knowledge as to its own status, condition and acts and on information and belief as to 

all other matters. 

 INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND FACTS 

1. By this first amended petition, Petitioner seeks a writ of mandate pursuant to Code of 

Civil Procedure §§1085 et seq. and Government Code §§6250 et seq. declaring that Respondent The 

Regents of the University of California (“Respondent”) violated and/or remains in violation of the 

requirements of the California Public Records Act (“CPRA”) with respect to two CPRA requests 
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herein specified dated November 14, 2019 (the “11/14/2019 CPRA Request“) and December 18, 

2019 (the “12/18/2019 CPRA Request” and, jointly with the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request, “CPRA 

Requests”). With respect to the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request, Petitioner seeks a declaration that 

Respondent has violated and continues to violate the CPRA by: (a) Respondent’s failure to assert on 

a timely, CPRA-compliant basis any one or more exemptions purportedly allowing Respondent to 

withhold any or all of the records requested in the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request which have not been 

produced to date; (b) Respondent’s failure to state on a timely, CPRA-compliant basis an estimated 

date that those records requested in the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request which have not been produced to 

date will be produced; and (c) Respondent’s failure to produce on a timely, CPRA-compliant basis, 

both those records requested in the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request which have been produced to date 

and those records requested in the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request which have not been produced to date. 

With respect to the 12/18/2019 CPRA Request, Petitioner seeks a declaration that Respondent has 

violated and continues to violate the CPRA by: (a) Respondent’s failure to have promptly asserted 

those exemptions purportedly allowing Respondent to withhold twenty-one (21) pages of the records 

requested in the 12/18/2019 CPRA Request that were produced on May 1, 2020 with redactions 

purportedly, but not in fact, justified by Government Code §6254(c); (b) Respondent’s failure to 

produce on a timely, CPRA-compliant basis, those records requested in the 12/18/2019 CPRA 

Request that were produced on May 1, 2020 Request; and (c) Respondent’s failure to produce 

complete copies of twenty-one (21) pages of the records requested in the 12/18/2019 CPRA Request 

that were produced on May 1, 2020 with redactions purportedly, but not in fact, justified by 

Government Code §6254(c).  

2. By this first amended petition, Petitioner also seeks a writ of mandate pursuant to 

Code of Civil Procedure §§1085 et seq. and Government Code §§6250 et seq. directing the Regents 

and/or their de facto custodian of records for the University of California at Los Angeles Law School 

(“UCLA” or “the University”) to provide true, correct and complete copies of all of the documents 

requested in the CPRA Requests (the “Requested Records”) to Petitioner within fifteen days of the 

entry of the judgment on this Petition with the exception only of (i) those of the Requested Records 

true, correct and complete copies of which were already provided by Respondent to Petitioner prior 
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to the entry of the judgment on this Petition and (ii) those of the Requested Records which this Court 

has determined are properly subject to an exemption under the CPRA.  

3. On November 14, 2019, Petitioner sent Respondent the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request 

seeking records concerning the University’s work with private outside parties including law 

enforcement to develop theories of litigation against, and pursue as targets of investigation, 

perceived opponents of a political and policy agenda (the “Climate Change Agenda”) shared by 

these outside parties and certain faculty, and the University’s Emmett Institute on Climate Change 

and the Environment (the “Emmett Center”) for which they work. Records requested in the 

11/14/2019 CPRA Request include correspondence with two individuals who, public records show, 

are principally responsible for underwriting these efforts at this public institution, and with a state 

office of attorney general which apparently took Prof. Cara Horowitz’s requested course of action in 

suing a private party for climate-related “consumer protection” offenses. The 11/14/2019 CPRA 

Request was precise, requires no subjectivity in processing but only a simple keyword search, and is, 

and was deliberately crafted to be, unlikely to yield records subject to legitimate privilege claims. A 

true and correct copy of the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request is attached to this petition as Exhibit 1. 

4. The Climate Change Agenda is the basis for proposals to urgently redesign our 

national (and the global) economic and political/policymaking system1 and for siccing law 

enforcement on free speech in order to silence it, in the name of planetary salvation. The Climate 

Change Agenda is also the express basis for employing our public institutions, in addition to law 

enforcement, in unprecedented ways. Universities including the University of California at Los 

Angeles School of Law have taken it upon themselves, in concert with activists, the plaintiff’s tort 

bar, major financial contributors, and state attorneys general, to accelerate this revolution 2 by 

instituting legal actions against political opponents. 

                                                 
1 See, e.g., Juliana v. United States, 9th Cir., No. 18-36082, D.C. No. 6:15-cv-01517- AA, Slip Op.,  
January 17, 2020,  https://cdn.ca9.uscourts.gov/datastore/opinions/2020/01/17/18-36082.pdf.  
2 “[O]ur Emmett Institute on Climate Change and the Environment…was founded as the first U.S. 
law school center dedicated to fighting climate change through law and policy”. 
https://law.ucla.edu/centers/environmental-law/emmett-institute-on-climate-change-and-the-
environment/events/5279/2019/4/22/Climate-Change-on-Trial-c--An-Earth-Day-Conversation-with-
Julia-Olson-Lead-Attorney-for-Landmark-Childrens-Climate-Lawsuit/ at 0:10 – 0:25. Prof. Cara 
Horowitz. 
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5. As Prof. Horowitz candidly if indelicately described this campaign in an email to her 

Center’s principal non-governmental benefactor, this entails “going after climate denialism [sic]—

along with a bunch of state and local prosecutors nationwide”3.  

6. That campaign has led to attorney general investigations of private parties4, and 

targeted more than 100 research and advocacy groups, scientists and other private parties and 

entities.5 

7. Public records already obtained from other institutions affirm the University’s role, 

through its faculty’s role in their official UCLA capacities, in this effort led by activist groups and 

the Attorneys General of Massachusetts and New York. This role has included participating in a 

“secret meeting at Harvard”6 in March 2016 to brief staff of state attorneys general, activists, and 

“prospective funders”7 of a coordinated campaign pushing “potential state causes of action against 

                                                 
3 “Hi Dan, Thought you would like to hear that Harvard’s enviro clinic, UCLA Emmett Institute, and 
the Union of Concerned Scientists are talking together today about going after climate denialism 
[sic]—along with a bunch of state and local prosecutors nationwide. Good discussion.” April 25, 
2016 email from UCLA Law School’s Cara Horowitz to Dan Emmett, namesake and funder of the 
Harvard and UCLA centers, Subject: See, e.g., https://climatelitigationwatch.org/on-the-subject-of-
recruiting-law-enforcement-email-affirms-origin-of-prosecutorial-abuses/. 
4 People of the State of New York v PricewaterhouseCoopers and Exxon Mobil Corporation, New 
York State Supreme Court, New York County, No. 451962/2016, and 1:17-cv-2301 in U.S. District 
Court, Southern District of New York; People of the State of New York v. Exxon Mobil 
Corporation, Supreme Court of New York Index No. 452044/2018; Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts v. Exxon Mobil Corporation, Suffolk County Superior Court, 19-3333. 
5 See, e.g., Valerie Richardson, “Exxon climate change dissent subpoena sweeps up more than 100 
U.S. institutions”, Washington Times, May 3, 2016, 
https://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2016/may/3/virgin-islands-ag-subpoenas-exxon-
communications/; Walter Olson, “Massachusetts AG to Exxon: hand over your communications 
with think tanks”, June 16, 2016, https://www.overlawyered.com/2016/06/+setts-ag-exxon-hand-
communications-think-tanks/.  
6 “I will be showing this Monday at a secret meeting at Harvard that I’ll tell you about next time we 
chat. very [sic] exciting!” April 22, 2016, email from Oregon State University Professor Philip Mote 
to unknown party, Subject: [REDACTED], and “I’m actually also planning to show this in a secret 
meeting next Monday—will tell you sometime.” April 20, 2016, Philip Mote email to unknown 
party, Subject: [REDACTED]. Both obtained from Oregon State University on March 29, 2018, in 
response to a January 9, 2018 Public Records Act (PRA) request. 
7 “We will have as small number of climate science colleagues, as well as prospective funders, at the 
meeting.” March 14, 2016, email from Frumhoff to Mote; Subject: invitation to Harvard 
University—UCS convening. Obtained under same PRA request cited in FN 6. 
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major carbon producers”8, which is the subject of great media and public interest due to the 

controversial origin of - and collaboration involved in - these investigations. 

8. A true and correct copy of the “secret meeting at Harvard” agenda is attached to this 

petition as Exhibit 2. At this meeting, panelists advocated to staff of numerous offices of attorneys 

general to consider “potential state causes of action against major carbon producers”. A public 

record obtained from the California Office of Attorney General (OAG) titled “Technical Advisors 

and Experts” lists Prof. Horowitz among the presenters at that briefing. 

9. At this meeting, Prof. Horowitz advocated “climate” related “Consumer protection 

claims” be brought against energy companies. The Massachusetts Attorney General’s Office sent 

five attorneys to this briefing,9 and subsequently filed a complaint against ExxonMobil for “potential 

violations of the Massachusetts consumer protection statute” which is now pending in a 

Massachusetts state court.10 

10. From that “secret meeting”, Prof. Horowitz wrote the above-cited email to her 

principal (non-governmental) benefactor Dan Emmett, “Hi Dan, Thought you would like to hear that 

Harvard's enviro clinic, UCLA Emmett Institute, and the Union of Concerned Scientists are talking 

together today at Harvard about going after climate denialism--along with a bunch of state and local 

prosecutors nationwide. Good discussion.” A true and correct copy of this email as produced by 

UCLA is attached to this petition as Exhibit 3. 

11. This campaign flowed from a 2012 legal strategies meeting in La Jolla, California 

convened to contemplate the general failure of legislative efforts to impose the “climate” agenda and 

the use of courts to overcome that failure, the summary of which meeting stated, inter alia, “State 

                                                 
8 “Confidential Review Draft—March 20, 2016, Potential State Causes of Action Against Major 
Carbon Producers: Scientific, Legal, and Historical Perspectives.” Obtained in Energy & 
Environment Legal Institute v. Attorney General, Superior Court of the State of Vermont, 349-16-9 
Wnc, December 6, 2017. 
9 See, e.g., March 17, 2016 email from OAG’s Melissa Hoffer to Harvard Law School’s Shaun 
Goho, Subject: RE: SAVE THE DATE—HLS/UCS Meeting on April 25, 2016 listing Andy 
Goldberg, Glenn Kaplan, Christophe Courchesne, Richard Johnson as participants in addition to 
herself. 
10 Commonwealth of Massachusetts v. Exxon Mobil Corporation, Suffolk County Superior Court, 
19-3333. 
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attorneys general can also subpoena documents, raising the possibility that a single sympathetic state 

attorney general might have substantial success in bringing key internal documents to light.  In 

addition, lawyers at the workshop noted that even grand juries convened by a district attorney could 

result in significant document discovery.”11 The same report also stated, “Equally important was the 

nearly unanimous agreement on the importance of legal actions, both in wresting potentially useful 

internal documents from the fossil fuel industry and, more broadly, in maintaining pressure on the 

industry that could eventually lead to its support for legislative and regulatory responses to global 

warming.”12 

12. As part of its own mission to educate the public on the climate litigation industry, 

Petitioner sought certain described correspondence of two named faculty, including Prof. Horowitz 

and another who consults with the plaintiffs’ bar bringing cases on behalf of municipalities, Emmett 

Center aide and Law School Prof. Ann Carlson.13 

13. In furtherance of the Climate Change Agenda, Respondent’s past CPRA practice in 

responding to requests for records that illuminate the Climate Change Agenda (“Climate Change 

Agenda Records”) includes both (a) the unjustified delay of responses to, and the production of 

documents demanded in, requests for Climate Change Agenda Records and (b) the assertion of 

unwarranted claims of exemption in attempts to avoid the production of key production of Climate 

Change Agenda Records (“Regents’ History of CPRA Violations Regarding Requests for Climate 

Change Agenda Records”). Indeed, as long ago as September 2012, UCLA published a Statement on 

the Principles of Scholarly Research and Public Records Requests (the “September 2012 Statement 

on Principles of Scholarly Research and Public Records Requests”) which remains in effect today 

that states, in relevant parts, as follows: “… faculty scholarly communications must be protected 

from PRA and FOIA requests to guard the principles of academic freedom, the integrity of the 

                                                 
11 Climate Accountability Institute, Establishing Accountability for Climate Change Damages: 
Lessons from Tobacco Control 11 (Oct. 2012), 
http://www.climateaccountability.org/pdf/Climate%20Accountability%20Rpt%20Oct12.pdf 
(Summary of the Workshop on Climate Accountability, Public Opinion, and Legal Strategies). 
12 Id. at 27. 
13 See, e.g., Matt Dempsey, “UCLA Professor’s Role In Climate Litigation Raises Transparency 
Questions”, November 27, 2018, Western Wire, https://westernwire.net/ucla-professors-role-in-
climate-litigation-raises-transparency-questions/.  
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research process and peer review, and the broader teaching and research mission of the university. 

Moreover, these requests have increasingly been used for political purposes or to intimidate faculty 

working on controversial issues. These onerous, politically motivated, or frivolous requests may 

inhibit the very communications that nourish excellence in research and teaching, threatening the 

long-established principles of scholarly research. … Faculty often choose research topics that are 

highly relevant to society and therefore may generate strong reactions. These topics may be 

controversial and highly politicized (e.g. global warming) … Faculty must be free to work on these 

important topics without fear of retribution, threats or interference.” (Italics in original.) A true and 

correct copy of the September 2012 Statement on Principles of Scholarly Research and Public 

Records Requests is attached to this petition as Exhibit 4. 

14. More recently, Prof. Horowitz sought to impede production of the remarkable “going 

after climate denialism along with law enforcement” email quoted, supra, “because disclosure may 

not serve the public interest”.14 This attempt to impede release was despite that, as the California 

Office of Attorney General writes, “A particular agency’s interest in nondisclosure is of little 

                                                 
14 For example, regarding CPRA requests 18-367 and 18-5666 and the productions that yielded the 
“going after climate denialism” revelation, in a March 7, 2018 email to UCLA’s Information 
Practices staff, Prof. Horowitz wrote, inter alia, “Ann and I would like to discuss this request with 
counsel in our office. Would that be possible? Perhaps sometime early next week?.” Later, on March 
29, 2018, Prof. Horowitz wrote to IP about the Harvard event emails, inter alia, “I believe that some 
of these emails, or some portions of these emails, should not be disclosed under the PRA 
because disclosure may not serve the public interest. Please let’s discuss next week.” On April 3, 
2018, IP responded, in part, “we can touch base about the concerns you note below”. Prof. Carlson 
apparently shared her colleagues’ desire to withhold some of these pubic records. On January 18, 
2019, IP’s principal point of contact, Marisa Hawkins, wrote again to Carlson: “I am in the process 
of reviewing the documents you produced in response to the first CEI request, and I have a couple of 
questions regarding one of the email chains you had flagged as a possible concern. Would you have 
time for a quick call on Tuesday to discuss it?”. Numerous other records produced by the Regents 
indicate that consultation did occur.   
These delays played out with the University projecting then pushing off its response dates, anywhere 
from six weeks to three months at a time, over and again until the requester finally filed suit on 
November 6, 2018. (Competitive Enterprise Institute v. The Regents of the University of California, 
Superior Court of California, County of Los Angeles, Case Number 18STCP02832) (that action, too, 
sought a response to a follow-up CPRA request to which UCLA also had not substantively 
responded nor provided any indication it was in fact processing, CPRA #18-5666, May 21, 2018). 
Subsequent discussions with the University in the course of that litigation supported the conclusion 
that the University had not in fact substantively processed the request prior to suit being filed. 
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consequence in performing this balancing test; it is the public’s interest, not the agency’s that is 

weighed.”15 (Emphases in the original.) 

15. On November 14, 2019, Respondent sent its initial response to the 11/14/2019 CPRA 

Request, which consisted of a form acknowledgement of receipt of the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request 

(the “11/14/2019 CPRA Request Form Acknowledgement”). The 11/14/2019 CPRA Request Form 

Acknowledgement states, in relevant part, as follows: “As required under Cal. Gov’t Code Section 

6253, UCLA will respond to your request no later than the close of business on November 25, 2019. 

Please note, though, that Section 6253 only requires a public agency to make a determination within 

10 days as to whether or not a request is seeking records that are publicly disclosable and, if so, to 

provide the estimated date that the records will be made available. There is no requirement for a 

public agency to actually supply the records within 10 days of receiving a request, unless the 

requested records are readily available. Still, UCLA prides itself on always providing all disclosable 

records in as timely a manner as possible.” (Italics in original, underlining added.) A true and correct 

copy of the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request Form Acknowledgement is attached to this petition as 

Exhibit 5. 

16. On November 25, 2019, Respondent sent a second response to the 11/14/2019 CPRA 

Request (the “11/25/2019 CPRA Request Additional Time Explanation”). The 11/14/2019 CPRA 

Request Additional Time Explanation sets forth a list of four potential circumstances which “as 

allowed pursuant to Ca. Gov’t Code § 6253(c)” might require additional time to respond to the 

11/14/2019 CPRA Request and designates by a checked box only one of the potential circumstances 

which Respondent asserted required additional time to respond to the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request – 

namely: “[t]he need to search for and collect the requested records from field facilities or other 

establishments that are separate from the office processing the request.” Respondent did not 

designate by a checked box or otherwise any of the other three potential circumstances which 

pursuant to Cal. Gov’t Code § 6253(c) might authorize additional time to respond to the 11/14/2019 

CPRA Request (collectively, the “11/25/2019 CPRA Request Non-Designated Potential Additional 

                                                 
15 Summary of the California Public Records Act 2004, California Attorney General’s Office, 
https://oag.ca.gov/sites/all/files/agweb/pdfs/publications/summary_public_records_act.pdf  
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Time Circumstances”). The 11/25/2019 CPRA Request Non-Designated Potential Additional Time 

Circumstances are (a) “[t]he need to search for, collect, and appropriately examine a voluminous 

amount of separate and distinct records that are demanded in the request”, (b) “[t]he need for 

consultation, which shall be conducted with all practicable speed, with two or more components of 

the agency having substantial subject matter interest therein”, and (c) “[t]he need to compile and/or 

extract data.” The 11/25/2019 Additional Time Explanation concludes with the representation that 

“IP will further respond to your request no later than the close of business on December 9, 2019.” 

(Underlining in original.) A true and correct copy of the 11/25/2019 Additional Time Explanation is 

attached to this petition as Exhibit 6. 

17. On December 9, 2019, Respondent sent a third response to the 11/14/2019 CPRA 

Request (the “12/9/2019 Availability Estimate”). The 12/9/2019 Availability Estimate states, in 

relevant part, that “[a]s required under Cal. Gov’t Code § 6253(c), … we are now able to provide 

you with the estimated date that the responsive documents will be made available to you, which is 

March 26, 2020.” A true and correct copy of the 12/9/2019 Availability Estimate is attached to this 

petition as Exhibit 7. 

18. That 12/9/2019 Availability Estimate indicated that Regents intended to treat, and 

was in the process of treating, the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request in conformity with Regents’ History of 

CPRA Violations Regarding Requests for Climate Change Agenda Records. In particular, there is no 

plausible basis other than Respondent’s desire to delay and obstruct Petitioner’s ability promptly to 

obtain properly requested Climate Change Agenda Records since all of the records specified in the 

11/14/2019 CPRA Request could and should have been produced by December 9, 2019 at the latest 

given that (a) the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request provided search terms and dates, requiring no 

subjectivity but only a computer keyword-and-dates search and (b) the only explanation offered by 

Respondent as to why it had been unable to process this request was that the physical location of the 

requested electronic records was in a different location than the office processing the request. 

19. Rather than immediately file a petition challenging the adequacy of Respondent’s 

response to the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request, Petitioner implemented a three-step process to determine 

if Respondent would, even if belatedly, comply with its obligations in response to the 11/14/2019 
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CPRA Request without the need for the instant petition to be filed. As the first step, on December 

11, 2019, Petitioner sent emailed Respondent a letter in response to the 12/9/2019 Availability 

Estimate (the “12/11/2019 Availability Estimate Response”) stating, in relevant parts, as follows: 

“We note the University did not provide any explanation why it has been unable to process this request 

other than checking an outdated form category as the reason for this delay – citing to the physical 

location of these electronic records, which the University maintains are somehow in a different location 

than the Information Practices office processing the request …[W]e request the University provide the 

requested records, or demonstrate that processing has occurred and why the University is unable to 

produce these records, by January 11, 2020. That affords the University an additional month beyond 

the statutory extensions of time, now exhausted, to process a simple, keyword-and-dates request for 

electronic correspondence to which, we are confident, Information Practices has access….In the 

event the University does not respond as such we intend to file a petition seeking a writ of mandate 

to compel production of these public records, enforcing an important public right on an issue of 

heightened public interest and importance.” A true and correct copy of the 12/11/2019 Availability 

Estimate Response is attached to this petition as Exhibit 8. 

20. As the second step, on December 18, 2019, Petitioner sent Respondent the 

12/18/2019 CPRA Request specifying certain described records pertaining to Respondent’s 

processing of CPRA requests, and specifically its processing of the11/14/2019 CPRA Request, that 

would inform any proper analysis of Respondent’s handling of the11/14/2019 CPRA Request during 

the period from November 14, 2019 through December 18, 2019, inclusive. The requested records 

include: (a) the ten CPRA requests received by UCLA Information Practices (“IP”) immediately 

prior to its receipt of the11/14/2019 CPRA Request and certain responses thereto; (b) writings 

reflecting any work done by IP in processing the11/14/2019 CPRA Request; and (c) the most 

comprehensive log maintained by IP regarding the status of processing CPRA requests received 
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during calendar 2019 that was most current as of December 1, 2019. A true and correct copy of the 

12/18/2019 CPRA Request is attached to this petition as Exhibit 9.16 

21. On December 18, 2019, Respondent sent its initial response to the 12/18/2019 CPRA 

Request (the “12/18/2019 CPRA Request Acknowledgement/Additional Time Explanation”). The 

12/18/2019 CPRA Request Acknowledgement/Additional Time Explanation consisted of an 

acknowledgement, of Respondent’s receipt of the 12/18/2019 CPRA Request and the same list set 

forth in the 11/25/2019 CPRA Request Additional Time Explanation of four potential circumstances 

which “as allowed pursuant to Ca. Gov’t Code § 6253(c)” might authorize additional time to respond 

to the 12/18/2019 CPRA Request. The 12/18/2019 CPRA Request Acknowledgement/Additional 

Time Explanation designated, by checked boxes, two of the potential circumstances which 

Respondent asserted required additional time to respond to the 12/18/2019 CPRA Request – namely: 

(a) “[t]he need for consultation, which shall be conducted with all practicable speed, with two or 

more components of the agency having substantial subject matter interest therein”, and (b) “[t]he 

need to compile and/or extract data.”  Respondent did not designate by a checked box or otherwise 

either of the other two potential circumstances which pursuant to Cal. Gov’t Code § 6253(c) might 

authorize additional time to respond to the 12/18/2019 CPRA Request (jointly, the “12/18/2019 

CPRA Request Non-Designated Potential Additional Time Circumstances”). The 12/18/2019 CPRA 

Request Non-Designated Potential Additional Time Circumstances are (a) “[t]he need to search for 

and collect the requested records from field facilities or other establishments that are separate from 

the office processing the request” and (b) “[t] need to search for, collect, and appropriately examine 

a voluminous amount of separate and distinct records that are demanded in the request”. In its 

penultimate paragraph, the 12/18/2019 CPRA Request Acknowledgement/ Additional Time 

Explanation states that “IP will respond to your request no later than the close of business on January 

13, 2020 with an estimated date that responsive documents will be made available.” (Underlining in 

                                                 
16 As the third step, Petitioner waited an additional four months after December 9, 2019, past even 
the extended and arbitrary March 26, 2020 date estimated by Respondent for the availability of the 
documents responsive to the11/14/2019 CPRA Request, to see if Respondent’s actions during that 
period would establish Respondent’s compliance, even if tardy, with its obligations under the CPRA 
in responding to the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request and the 12/18/2019 CPRA Request. No such 
compliance occurred. 
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original.) A true and correct copy of the 12/18/2019 CPRA Request Acknowledgement/Additional 

Time Explanation is attached to this petition as Exhibit 10. 

22. On December 20, 2019, Respondent in reply to the 12/11/2019 Availability Estimate 

Response sent an email to Petitioner (the “12/11/2019 Availability Estimate Response Reply”) 

stating that, inter alia, Respondent had satisfied its statutory obligation by providing Petitioner an 

estimated date of production, disputing IP’s ready access to responsive, electronic records, and 

providing, in relevant parts: “with regards to your perception that the Information Practices office 

readily has access to the emails of others at UCLA, that is quite simply not the case. Indeed, there is 

no central repository of emails at UCLA and our office in fact needs to reach out to the various 

record custodians at UCLA to collect all potentially responsive records, including emails. … 

Consequently, we are dependent on the custodians, particularly busy law professors in this instance, 

to initially collect and provide us with their potentially responsive records. Upon receiving such 

records, as noted above, each and every document then needs to be carefully reviewed to not only 

ensure that it is indeed responsive but to determine if it or any material within in it is subject to one 

or more of the exemptions to disclosure that exist under the CPRA, and if so, redact accordingly. 

This, unfortunately, is a time-consuming process, made more so with the volume of records 

involved. … I assure you, though, that we have indeed been processing your request, collecting and 

reviewing records, and continue to do so, and we plan to produce responsive records to you as soon 

as possible. Please know that if at all possible we will certainly be glad to produce a substantial 

batch of documents to you by your preferred date of January 11, 2020. To that end, I am confirming 

that this is our aim and that we indeed expect to produce a batch of records at that time.” A true and 

correct copy of the 12/11/2019 Availability Estimate Response Reply dated 12/20/19 is attached to 

this petition as Exhibit 11. 

23. On January 10, 2020, Respondent, in partial response to the 11/14/2019 CPRA 

Request, produced 1003 pages of copies of Notice of Docket Activity emails in electronic case filing 

matters (ECF notices”) dated within the requested date range. Respondent stated in its accompanying 

cover letter (the “11/14/2019 CPRA Request Partial Production Cover Letter”), in pertinent part, 

“we are making certain of the requested records available to you; please find them attached. 
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Additional records responsive to your request will follow as they become available.” A true and 

correct copy of the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request Partial Production Cover Letter dated 1/10/2020 is 

attached to this petition as Exhibit 12. 

24. Next, on January 13, 2020, the estimated date set forth in the 12/18/2019 CPRA 

Request Acknowledgement/Additional Time Explanation for Respondent to make available the 

records requested by Petitioner in the 12/18/2019 CPRA Request, Respondent released a production 

consisting almost entirely of copies of the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request as emailed to Respondent and 

its acknowledgement thereof, while withholding all of the other records requested by the 12/18/2019 

CPRA Request, the bulk, if not the entirety, of which (e.g., the preceding ten CPRA requests and 

initial responses) are readily producible and require no meaningful, if any, exclusion review. 

Respondent stated in its accompanying cover letter (the “12/18/2019 CPRA Request Partial 

Production Cover Letter”), in pertinent part, “we are making certain of the requested records 

available to you; please find them attached. Additional records responsive to your request will 

follow as they become available.” Despite the fact that Ca. Gov’t Code § 6253(c) mandates that a 

CPRA response which states that there are disclosable records which have not been produced but 

will be produced in the future state the estimated time and date when the future production will 

occur, Respondent included no such estimate in the 12/18/2019 CPRA Request Partial Production 

Cover Letter dated 1/13/2020, or elsewhere. A true and correct copy of the 12/18/2019 CPRA 

Request Partial Production Cover Letter dated 1/13/2020 is attached to this petition as Exhibit 13. 

25. On February 14, 2020, Respondent, in a second partial response to the 11/14/2019 

CPRA Request, produced 1002 pages of ECF notices dated within the requested date range. 

Respondent stated in its accompanying cover letter (the “11/14/2019 CPRA Request Partial 

Production Cover Letter”), in pertinent part, “we are making certain of the requested records 

available to you; please find them attached. Additional records responsive to your request will 

follow as they become available.” A true and correct copy of the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request Partial 

Production Cover Letter dated 2/14/2020 is attached to this petition as Exhibit 14. 

26. On March 26, 2020, the estimated date set forth in the 12/9/2019 Availability 

Estimate for Respondent to make available the records requested by Petitioner in the 11/14/2019 
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CPRA Request, Respondent, in a third partial response to the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request, 

Respondent, produced 789 pages of ECF notices within the requested date range. Respondent stated 

in its accompanying cover letter (the “11/14/2019 CPRA Request Partial Production Cover Letter”), 

in pertinent part, “we are making certain of the requested records available to you; please find them 

attached. Additional records responsive to your request will follow as they become available.” 

Despite the fact that Ca. Gov’t Code § 6253(c) mandates that a response to a CPRA request which 

states that there are disclosable records which have not been produced but will be produced in the 

future state the estimated time and date when the future production will occur, no such estimate is 

included in the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request Partial Production Cover Letter dated 3/26/2020 or 

elsewhere. A true and correct copy of the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request Partial Production Cover Letter 

dated 3/26/2020 is attached to this petition as Exhibit 15. 

27. On April 1, 2020, Petitioner filed the initial Petition in this proceeding and email-

served a conformed copy of the Petition on Respondent’s counsel. A full month later, on May 1, 

2020, Respondent sent a second response to the 12/18/2019 CPRA Request consisting of (a) a cover 

letter (the “12/18/2019 CPRA Request Second Production Cover Letter”) and (b) 126 pages (the 

“12/18/2019 CPRA Request Second Production”) of (1) the ten CPRA requests received by IP 

immediately prior to its receipt of the11/14/2019 CPRA Request and certain responses thereto; and 

(2) the log maintained by IP regarding the status of processing CPRA requests received during 

calendar 2019 that was most current as of December 1, 2019. The 12/18/2019 CPRA Request 

Second Production Cover Letter states, in pertinent parts, “Please find enclosed records that are 

responsive to items 1 and 4 of your request. Redaction of exempt materials within the enclosed 

records is based upon Ca. Gov’t Code § 6254(c), on the grounds that release of such material would 

constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy….This completes the response to your 

request.” A true and correct copy of the 12/18/2019 CPRA Request Second Production Cover Letter 

dated 5/1/2020 is attached to this petition as Exhibit 16. 

28. The 12/18/2019 CPRA Request Second Production includes 21 pages (the 

“12/18/2019 CPRA Request Second Production Redacted Pages”) that include redactions of what 

appear to be the telephone numbers or email addresses of certain -- some but not all -- of the persons 
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who made the ten CPRA requests received by IP immediately prior to its receipt of the11/14/2019 

CPRA Request. These redactions are not justified on the stated ground of “Ca. Gov’t Code § 

6254(c)” or otherwise. Indeed, the manifest basis upon which those redactions were made was as 

cover for Respondent having taken over four months to provide Petitioner with the 12/18/2019 

CPRA Request Second Production, almost one half of the response to which was a 57 page log 

maintained by IP regarding the status of processing calendar-2019 CPRA requests that was most 

current as of December 1, 2019 and to which no exemption claim was made. A true and correct copy 

of the 12/18/2019 CPRA Request Second Production Redaction Pages is attached to this petition as 

Exhibit 17.  

29. In summary, after more than five months, Respondent’s response to the 11/14/2019 

CPRA Request consists only of three partial productions of a single category of documents (i.e., 

electronic case filing notices) which by their nature are not subject to exclusion review for exempt 

material. As a class, these ECF notices are immediately releasable with no such review, and no such 

delays. All of these records are sent to Prof. Horowitz, none to Prof. Carlson; all include only the 

same one email domain of four email domains named in Petitioner’s request; and none include any 

of the other three named therein. The productions avoid releasing any responsive records that 

include the cited email domains of the Emmett Center’s namesake benefactor, or substantive emails. 

30. In addition, after more than four months, Respondent’s response to the 12/18/2019 

CPRA Request (a) initially consisted almost entirely of copies of Petitioner’s 12/18/2019 CPRA 

Request as emailed to Respondent, and its acknowledgement thereof and (b) only was purportedly 

“completed” on May 1, 2020 with the production of the 126 pages of the 12/18/2019 CPRA Request 

Second Production, 21 pages of which include improper redactions offered as a pretext for the 

inexcusable delay in the making of that production. 

 PARTIES 

31. Petitioner Government Accountability & Oversight, P.C. (“GAO”) is a nonprofit 

public interest law firm incorporated in Minnesota. GAO is dedicated to transparency in government 

policymaking and enforcement and use of public institutions, with an emphasis on environmental 

and energy policy. GAO’s programs include open records requests and litigation, analysis, and 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

FIRST AMENDED VERIFIED PETITION FOR PEREMPTORY WRIT OF MANDATE 

DOCS_LA:329316.1 38333/008 16 

publication17 relating to environmental and energy policy and how policymakers use public 

resources and the interaction between public institutions and special interests. GAO attorneys have 

been particularly engaged in examining the genesis of a campaign by attorneys general that, inter 

alia, subpoenaed over 100 private parties and entities in a campaign targeting opponents of the 

“climate” policy agenda, including parties GAO has represented.18 Open records litigation by GAO’s 

current attorneys and related to that campaign is what first revealed UCLA’s behind-the-scenes role 

in that broader effort. 

32. Respondent Regents of the University of California (Regents) is, and at all times 

mentioned herein was, an agency of the California state government, that operates law schools 

including the UCLA School of Law in Los Angeles. Petitioner is informed and believes that 

Respondent Regents are responsible for maintaining the agency records described herein and that 

they have the authority to release the records. 

 JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

33. This Court has jurisdiction pursuant to Government Code sections 6258 and 6259, 

Code of Civil Procedure sections 1060 and 1085, and Article VI, section 10 of the California 

Constitution. 

34. Venue is proper in this Court because the records in question, or some portion of 

them, are located in the County of Los Angeles.  The de facto custodian of the records resides in, and 

Petitioner believes the records are physically located in, the County of Los Angeles at UCLA. 

 FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(For Violation of the CPRA and Cal. Const., art. I, § 3(b)(1) 

35. Petitioner incorporates here by reference paragraphs 1 through 34, supra, as if fully 

set forth herein. 

                                                 
17 GAO publishes ClimateLitigationWatch.org.  
18 See, e.g., Valerie Richardson, “Exxon climate change dissent subpoena sweeps up more than 100 
U.S. institutions”, Washington Times, May 3, 2016, 
https://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2016/may/3/virgin-islands-ag-subpoenas-exxon-
communications/; Walter Olson, “Massachusetts AG to Exxon: hand over your communications 
with think tanks”, overlawyered.com, June 16, 2016, 
https://www.overlawyered.com/2016/06/massachusetts-ag-exxon-hand-communications-think-
tanks/.  
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36. The CPRA declares that “access to information concerning the conduct of the 

people's business is a fundamental and necessary right of every person in this state.”  Gov. Code § 

6250.  The CPRA’s emphasis on open government is enshrined in the California Constitution, which 

provides: “The people have the right of access to information concerning the conduct of the people's 

business, and, therefore, ... the writings of public officials and agencies shall be open to public 

scrutiny.”  Cal. Const., art. I, § 3(b)(1).  As the California Supreme Court has explained, “[p]ublic 

access laws serve a crucial function.  Openness in government is essential to the functioning of a 

democracy. ‘Implicit in the democratic process is the notion that government should be accountable 

for its actions.  In order to verify accountability, individuals must have access to government files. 

Such access permits checks against the arbitrary exercise of official power and secrecy in the 

political process.’”  City of San Jose v. Super. Ct., 2 Cal.5th 608, 615 (2017) (quoting Int’l Fed’n of 

Prof’l and Techn. Eng’rs v. Super. Ct., 42 Cal.4th 319, 328-29 (2007)). 

37. The “CPRA establishes a basic rule requiring disclosure of public records upon 

request.  In general, it creates ‘a presumptive right of access to any record created or maintained by a 

public agency that relates in any way to the business of the public agency.’”  City of San Jose, 2 

Cal.5th at 616 (2017) (citation omitted).  

38. Cal. Govt. Code § 6257 requires defendants to “make the records promptly 

available…” The CRPA establishes an expedited procedure for judicial review of a public agency’s 

failure to comply with its obligation to disclosure public records.  Gov. Code §§ 6258 (providing that 

any person may seek a writ of mandate to enforce the CPRA, and directing that “[t]he times for 

responsive pleadings and for hearings in these proceedings shall be set by the judge of the court with 

the object of securing a decision as to these matters at the earliest possible time.”); 6259(a) 

(providing for in-camera review of withheld public records).  And “[i]f the court finds that the public 

official’s decision to refuse disclosure is not justified . . ., he or she shall order the public official to 

make the record public.”  Gov. Code § 6259(b). 

39. The subject matter of any responsive records withheld in this matter is of great public 

interest.  It is all the more so given the apparent confluence of publicly funded universities as 

strategists and advisors for political activists and the donor class on the one hand, and senior law 
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enforcement on the other hand, in developing an investigation into political opponents on an issue 

that is inherently a political one.19  This confluence has been demonstrated, for example, by records 

released and privilege logs in open-records requests and litigation in other states (specifically 

Vermont20 and New York21), and from numerous state attorneys general offices that produced 

records without requiring litigation including but not limited to California, Connecticut, Illinois, 

New York, Washington, and from Oregon State University. 

40. All of the documents requested by the CPRA Requests are public records as defined 

in Cal. Govt. Code § 6252(e). 

41. Respondent is a state agency as defined in Cal. Govt. Code § 6252(f)(1). 

42. Up until May 1, 2020, Respondent had produced only the most anodyne documents 

responsive to the CPRA Requests (the “Chaff”), dribbling out only copies of Petitioner’s request and 

Respondent’s initial correspondence replying thereto, or copies of ECF notices which as a class 

would have been returned together in a search, required no review, and could and should have been 

produced at once rather than staggered out for the appearance of a review and production process. 

This staggered release of ECF notices over months does not hide that Respondent has withheld any 

substantive records in response to 11/14/2019 CPRA Request after five months, promising that 

further records would come at some point in the future; further, Respondent (a) declined until May 1, 

2020 to produce the readily accessible, contemporaneous CPRA requests and response letters 

Petitioner requested, an analysis of which will assist in Petitioner and the public determining 

whether Respondent’s processing of the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request has been a slow-walking, in 

                                                 
19 See, e.g., Native Vill. of Kivalina v. ExxonMobil Corp., 663 F. Supp. 2d 863, 871–77 (N.D. Cal. 
2009), aff’d, 696 F.3d 849 (9th Cir. 2012), dismissing a previous suit against ExxonMobil brought 
by Pawa. “The suit was dismissed by a U.S. district court in 2009 on the grounds that regulating 
greenhouse gas emissions is “a political rather than a legal issue that needs to be resolved by 
Congress and the executive branch rather than the courts.” Climate Accountability Institute, 
Establishing Accountability for Climate Change Damages: Lessons from Tobacco Control, at p. 12. 
20 See, e.g., Docket No. 349-6-16 Wncv, Energy & Environment Legal vs. Attorney General of 
Vermont; Docket No. 558-9-16 Wncv, Energy & Environment Legal vs. Attorney General of 
Vermont; Docket No. 450-8-17 Wncv, Energy & Environment Legal vs. Attorney General of 
Vermont. 
21 See, e.g., Free Market Environmental Law Clinic et al. v. The Attorney General of New York, 
Index. No. 101759/2016; Energy & Environment Legal Institute v. The Attorney General of New 
York, Index No.101678/2016. 
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conformity with Regents’ History of CPRA Violations Regarding Requests for Climate Change 

Agenda Records and (b) made impermissible and haphazardly applied redactions to 21 pages of the 

documents it did produce on that date, seemingly as a pretext for the bewildering delay in producing 

these immediately accessible public records. 

43. In particular, with respect to the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request, Respondent has violated 

and continues to violate the CPRA by: (a) Respondent’s failure to assert on a timely, CPRA-

compliant basis any one or more exemptions purportedly allowing Respondent to withhold any or all 

of the records requested in the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request which have not been produced to date; (b) 

Respondent’s failure to state on a timely, CPRA-compliant basis an estimated date that those records 

requested in the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request which have not been produced to date will be produced; 

and (c) Respondent’s failure to produce on a timely, CPRA-compliant basis, both those records 

requested in the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request which have been produced to date and those records 

requested in the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request which have not been produced to date. With respect to 

the 12/18/2019 CPRA Request, Respondent has violated and continues to violate the CPRA by: (a) 

Respondent’s failure to have promptly asserted those exemptions purportedly allowing Respondent 

to withhold twenty-one (21) pages of the records requested in the 12/18/2019 CPRA Request that 

were produced on May 1, 2020 with redactions purportedly, but not in fact, justified by Government 

Code §6254(c); (b) Respondent’s failure to produce on a timely, CPRA-compliant basis, those 

records requested in the 12/18/2019 CPRA Request that were produced on May 1, 2020 Request; 

and (c) Respondent’s failure to produce complete copies of twenty-one (21) pages of the records 

requested in the 12/18/2019 CPRA Request that were produced on May 1, 2020 with redactions 

purportedly, but not in fact, justified by Government Code §6254(c). 

44. Petitioner has no adequate remedies at law in that the records are unique and 

monetary damages will not compensate Petitioner for denial of access to the information which 

Petitioner is seeking. Moreover, Cal. Govt. Code § 6258 expressly provides for the declaratory and 

injunctive relief sought by Petitioner. 

45. Cal. Govt. Code § 6259 provides for recovery of costs and reasonable attorneys’ fees 

in the event Petitioner prevails in its claims asserted herein. 
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 PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

Wherefore, Petitioner prays for the following relief: 

1. That the Court issue a peremptory writ of mandate declaring (a) that, with respect to 

the 11/14/2019 CPRA Request, Respondent has violated and continues to violate the CPRA by: (i) 

Respondent’s failure to assert on a timely, CPRA-compliant basis any one or more exemptions 

purportedly allowing Respondent to withhold any or all of the records requested in the 11/14/2019 

CPRA Request which have not been produced to date; (ii) Respondent’s failure to state on a timely, 

CPRA-compliant basis an estimated date that those records requested in the 11/14/2019 CPRA 

Request which have not been produced to date will be produced; and (iii) Respondent’s failure to 

produce on a timely, CPRA-compliant basis, both those records requested in the 11/14/2019 CPRA 

Request which have been produced to date and those records requested in the 11/14/2019 CPRA 

Request which have not been produced to date; and (b) with respect to the 12/18/2019 CPRA 

Request, Respondent has violated and continues to violate the CPRA by: (i) Respondent’s failure to 

have promptly asserted those exemptions purportedly allowing Respondent to withhold twenty-one 

(21) pages of the records requested in the 12/18/2019 CPRA Request that were produced on May 1, 

2020 with redactions purportedly, but not in fact, justified by Government Code §6254(c); (ii) 

Respondent’s failure to produce on a timely, CPRA-compliant basis, those records requested in the 

12/18/2019 CPRA Request that were produced on May 1, 2020 Request; and (iii) Respondent’s 

failure to produce complete copies of twenty-one (21) pages of the records requested in the 

12/18/2019 CPRA Request that were produced on May 1, 2020 with redactions purportedly, but not 

in fact, justified by Government Code §6254(c;  

2. That peremptory writ of mandate issued by the Court further direct the Regents 

and/or their de facto custodian of records for UCLA to provide true, correct and complete copies of 

all of the documents requested in the CPRA Requests to Petitioner within fifteen days of the entry of 

the judgment on this Petition with the exception only of (i) those of the Requested Records true, 

correct and complete copies of which were already provided by Respondent to Petitioner prior to the 

entry of the judgment on this Petition and (ii) those of the Requested Records which this Court has 

determined are properly subject to an exemption under the CPRA: 



1 3. That Petitioner be awarded its reasonable attorneys' fees and costs under Government 
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Dated: May 4, 2020 
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FIRST AMENDED

0022

VERIFICATION 

I, Matthew D. Hardin, am Executive Director and a Member of the Board of Directors of 

the Petitioner Government Accountability & Oversight, P.C. ("GAO"), and am authorized to 

make this verification on its behalf. I have personal knowledge of the facts alleged in the 

foregoing Petition as they concern GAO, and if called upon to testify I would competently testify 

as to the matters stated herein. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California and the United 

States that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed at 5h:JUfl/t j 5 vi lie/ lA-on May [ ~ 2020. 

;/,lt@d like 
Matthew D. Hardin 
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R.EQUESTUNDER CALIFOR.NIA;S PUBLIC RECORDS ACT._ 

November 14, 2019 

Records Management & Jnformation :Practices-
10920 WilshireBoulevatd 
Suite530 .· 
Los Angeles, CA 90024~6541 

BY ELECTRONICMAJL..,..... recordsrq)ucla.edu 

PRR#19'74()4 

Pursuant to the California Government C:ode §§ 6250 et. seq., I requestthat that the custodian of 

University records produce; within 10 business days, copies ofany efo¢tro11k tnail sent to or 
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i)_@douglasemmett.com,ii) @nextenergytech;com,Hi) @MasslVI~il.State.MA.lJS · and/or• 

iv)@state.ma.us. 
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. We request atty_atfach men ts Jo any Su¢h• email;• W¢ rMnegteotire email "threads;' in_._ •. 

. . . : . . . . . . . . 

extends before 01' beyond the above 0 stafed time paran1etet'; we requestrecords on the .. 
. . . . 

lJ ll iversity' S system, e.g., its backend Jogs, not those which>survive on a: facultylt1embe1·;s own 

machine or account: 
. . . 

We reserve the right to inspect or assign arepresentative to inspect any records if for any 

reason theOffice 01:tnnot or wil I not provide copies. 
.. .. . . 

If the records.are.not cui:rentlyinyoiJr Possession, please notify 111e in .wrifrn.gi_and 
. :: .·:>.· .. · . :· .. 

provide any and all information about where aiid with whom the r~cords maybe found; 
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nature of the records 1'esponsive to this request, all shouJd be in electronic fon11at, arid therefore 

there should be no photocopying costs If there is a.11y cost associated with the seatching, Copying 
. . . . 

. . . 

or production of these records, however, please also notify me in Writing inunediately. 
.. . ' . . . . 

We understand we owe the office the cost of material, requfred to sa.tisfythis tequest. We• 

. . 

tis immediate I y and· break down the expected costs; This information is not, however, heing 

sought for commetcial purposes. If for any reason, outrequestfori11forrt1ation cannot be 

satisfied without cost, then prior to any copying, please notify us immediately with the reasons> 
. .. :. .·. :- ·. :- . 

. . 

for the denial and the costthat wiH be involved. Please produce these reco1:ds elecJronically if 
. . . . . . . . 

. . . .· 
. . 

possibleto avoid unnecessary fees and otherwise conserve resources; 
·. .. . .· . . . . . . : ·. ·. . . 

The undersigned do not seek.the information for a commercial purpose. Therefore, in 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

accordance with generally accepted poH6y,jfthete ate any costs assocfated with>this reCiuesr, we 

requested records are for the public pLirpose. · GAO is organized and recog1tized by the Internal 
. . . 

Revenue Service as a 50l(c)3 public interest lawfirm that hasres.earch; legal, investigative and 
. . . .· . . . ·. ':· . . . _ .... < . · .. 

publication functions; as well as a transparer1cy initiative seeking public records relating to 
. ... . . .. . 

. ·. ·. .. . ::: ---. . .' .· .. ·. 

environmental and energy policy and how policymakers use public resources,> a:1tofwhich 
.· .· . .. .·· . ._.·. ··:-< ··\::··: ·.·:..<'.:._:·/'.. ··.:·:--: ··· .. :-· ·::·:··· ... ·. ·.· 

includebrqad dissenifoation of public infonnatio11obt~h1ed llt;det OM11l'ecorcl$ llnd f1·e6dom of. 

: . . . ·.· ·.· · ... ···. : 

is permitted to and does exercise discretio11ihWaiving 01· teducingfees. on chit basis. · 
. . .. .. . ·.·· .·· . . 

. . .. 

This request is being ma.de Jn the public inte1;eSt; and furnish fog this information will 
' .. ·. ·. . .· .· .· .. · 

benefit the public's understanding of recent events regardingclimate Jitigation·and 111tinicipalities 
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.PRR# 19-7464 

which have been fi I ing lawsuits against energy companies and working closely with attorneys 

general also to pursue opponents of the "climate" policy/political agenda. This>foforiuatfon is 
·.· ·. . 

· being requestedfot the pUrpose ofuhderstandirtg how state irtstitutioils ate involved; ifataff, in 

theJarger effort feeding this litigation industry. 

The requested information is of crit. foal imp.ortan. ce to>the no1111fofitJJ01icy advocacy 
. . . . .·.. . . .· .· 

. .. 
. . · . 

. groups engaged Qtl the issue of how public institutiort$>are used toward pdvate e11ds and/or in 

conjunction with p[ivateinterests, news media covering the issues, and anyothers concerned 

with government activities on this critical subject, or as thel]nlted Siafos Sl)preme Court once 
.· .. · . .:· .·. :-· :.· ·. 

noted in the context of the federal FOIA, what their government, v,;hfoh under open records faws 

includes publicly funded academic institutions, is up to. 
. . .. 

As you krww, the law requires that you respond to and fulfill this i'etjuest within lo< 
. . .· . .· . 

business days. If these records will not be produced within this time, please notify me in writing 

immediately and cxplai11 the reasons why, 

If you deny this request or withho Id the document fesponsive to this request,<please 

describe the• material withheld•and specify ju defailthe· statutol'y or admi11istrative basis for· 

the documents should be provided. 
. .. :-· . : .. · .. 

. ·.· ": . . .. . . :: .. 

We tequest you make a timely detennillationonthis requestconsisterit with the statute.> 
. ... .. 

·.. :: ·. 
. . 

If you have any questions, or require clarification of this request, please feel free contact 

me at any time using the contact information listed with this request, Thank you fo1' your prompt .• 

attention, time and consideration to this matter. 
. .· . 

If you ·have any qLtestions, or require clarificatlonofthisl'.equest, please feel free conwct• 
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me at any time. Thank you for your prompt attentiort, time a11d.co11si(!efation to this matter. 

Christopher C. Horner 
chris@govoversight.org 
.1489 Kinross Lane 
Keswick,.VA22947 
202.262.4458 
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000834 

Confidential Rev1ewDraft- 20 March 2016 

Potential .Statecavses·ofActfonAgt1inst MaJor Carbon Producers: 
. Stiehtlfic, Legal and:Hlstork~I Perspectives · · 

· 2sAprJ12016... ·. 
Harvard Law school, Cambridge MA 

I:vleetlng Objectives: 

. . ·,· 

o Create a 'safe space' for a frank exchange of approaches; Ideas; strategies, and questions 
pertaining to potential state causes ofaction against major cariJon'producers and the cultural 
context in which sue!) cases might be·brought. · 

" Share legal and scientific Information having. an important bea rif:)g on potenti<'il investigations 
and lawsuits . 

.. 

Meeting Agenda: 

12-12:30: ·meet( rnlngl~, lunch .. 

,12:30-1:00: Welcome and lr\troductlons (moderator: Goho)• 
)> Pro'fessor Richard Lazarus, Harvard Law School 
)'> Ken Kimme II; President, Union of Concerned Scientists 

1:00°2:00 lntroductciry/oiletvieW pa nel(rrfoderator; Frurnhoff). 
. )> T:he question ofclirnate resporislbillty.•Ni;torn.i Or:eskes,Haryard 

.. )>.•tessons frorn toba~~Cilltigatlom·Sharon Eubanks, BordaS&B()rdas.·.······ 
»•· The case for state~bqsed investigations and litigation: tbci · · 
)> l<ey legal issues: ShaunGoho, Harvardlaw School · · 
Open Discussio.n (1$ min} . . . . .. 

2:00-3:00 Attributing Impacts to Climate Change and Carbon Producers .. 

:l>. Extreme weather and climate change: Phil Mote, Oregon State· 
)> Sea level rise and coastal flooding: Ben Strauss, Climate Central 
)> Tracing impacts to carbon producers Peter F~umhoff,UCS. 
)> .. Climate.harms frorna !e'!iat perspective Carroll Muffett; CIEL 
Open Discussion (20 min) 

3:00-3:20 Break 
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3;20-4:20. State Causes of Action 
~ Public nuiSance dalms: Harvard; tbd. 
~ Consumer protection claims: UCLA. 
~· Key obSti;ldes & opportunitl!;!s·to address them ken Kimmell, !.JC5 
PaneJ.l)istussion ·(30 rriin) (additional participants tbd) · 

' . ·, .· 

.•4:20-?:15 . Open Discusslon(indude messaging/communitation/public dimension; process for 
ongoing expert input and dialogue;} . 

5 ::1,5: 

5:30: 

Wrap up artd>next steps 

Adjourn 

Conti11ued iriforrtiation dialogue over 9lnner in Harvard.Square,.location tbd · 
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From: 
Sei1t: 
To: . . . . ..... . . 

Subject: . Re; UCLAt1nd HarvardEmrnetts c:on,etogethertoday 

I'll check with he[ about scheduling and get on your books; 

Sent from my iPhone 

> On Apr 25, 2016, at 11:11 PM, Dan Emmett<demmett@douglasemmett.com>wrotE:: . . . . . . 

> 
>Fascinating.We need to catch up soon. . ·.· . 
> In fact can you and Ann and I get on the phone and talk about inviting 
> new advisory board members? I am around much of the next three days. 
> Dan 

> 
> Sent from my iPad 
> 

>> 

>> Hi Dan, ·.· .· • ... .. · · ·. .·. .· ·· · · · ... .. .·.. ·. 
» Thought you would Hke to hear that Harvard's enviro clinic, UCLA !:mmett institute; and the Union of Concerned 
Scientists.are talking together today at Harvard aboufgoingafter ¢1lrnate denialisrn~ 0 along with c1 .bunchofstate, and · 
local prosecutors riatlonwide. Good discuss)qn. 
>> 
>> Sent from my iPhotie 

> 
> -· 

> Important Notice: This message is intended only for thepetson cir . 
> entity to which it ls addreSsed. The ihformatlon provided is confid~ntial. 
> Accordingly, any review,retransmission, dissemination or oth~r use of 
> this information by, or disclosure of it to, anyone other than the 
> intended recipient could have significant adverse effects and is 
> prohibited. This messagedoes not constitute an offer to purchase or 
> sell any securities or other interests. 
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Academic Freedom I UCLA Academic Personnel Office Page 1 of6 

( POLICIES & FORMS (/POLICIES-FORMS) 

·AC.ADEMIC FREEDOM 
From the Joint Senate-Administration Task Force On Academic Fr~eclom 

STATEMENT ON THE PRINCIPLES OF SCHOLA.RLY RESEARCH 
AND PUBLIC RECORt>S REQUl:STS 

September 2012 

PREAMBLE 

Robust, frequent, and frank ihtellectual exchange is essehtial to research andteachihg at 

the university level. It is therefore a matterofgreatconcern that faculty atpubliC unlven,ities 

throughout the country are increasingly the objects ofrequeststhroUghstate (California 

Public Records Act, or PRA} and federal (Freedom of Information· Act, or FQIA) puhlic 

records acts for emails, notes, drafts, and otherdocurnents; Public access laws are an 

important component 00hedem9craticprotess in oursodety, andscholarsthemselves 

frequently benefit from this legal framework. However, fatuity scholarly communications 

must be protected from PRAand FOIArequeStsto guard the prlncJple placademic · 

freedom, the integrity of fheresearchprocessand peer review, and the broaderteaChing 
. . . . . . . . . ' . . . '. ·.· . ·. . . . 

and research mission of the unlVersity. Moreover, thesereq Uests have increasingly been 
. ,· . . . . . . . .. . . - . . 

used for political purposes orto intimidatefacwltyworking on controversial issues. These 
. . . . . . . . .. . . . . . ·.· . . . . .. · . . . 

. onerous, poiiticalJy mqtivatedf Or friVOIC>LJS requests may inhibitthevery communications . 

that nourish excellence iri research and teaching, threatE?ningthefong~estaolished 

· principles of scholarly research. 

THE PRINCIPLES OF SCHOLARl..Y RESEARCH 

Faculty at UCLA carry out a triple mission of teaching, service, and research. The three parts 

of this mission are not identical: our service to the institution is by definition something that 

concerns the shared governance, operation, and decision-making here at UCLA and UC 
wide. By contrast, our research and teaching are often conducted in collaboration with 

others in our discipline at institutions around the wqrld, and >serve the general 

advancementof knowledge. 

https://www.apo.ucla.edu/policies-forrns/academic~freedo111 3/29/2020 
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· Sound, high-quality scholarship is a collective proces$ of trial and error, peeuevlew, and 
. . . . . ' . . . . . . 

questioning that happens indassrooms; laborntorles, offices, confererices;workshops, at· 

work and athome, day and night, Jn the universitY andih the field. Through this cojlective 

process, .scholarship Is scrutinized, questioned, Improved; and ultimately c1c;cepted or 
. . . - . . . . . . ' 

rejected by the commuhity: Them are a number of principlesthatunderlle this proc:ess ar1c:! 
are accepted across the disciplines, including the following: 

Frank exchange among scholars is essential to advancing knowMd9.(}. Scholars. 

frequently test ideas in extreme form, explore possibilities through hypotheticals, or 

play "devil's advocate," making claims they may notthemselves believe in edgy, Casual 

language not intended for public circulation or publication. These communications are 

frequent and diverse in nature because scholarship is a competitive and fast~paced 

process, requiring Intensive communication among a diverse arrayofparticipants. 

Peer review is built intothef:lcademicenterprise Eitevery/evet Review c1nd 

contestation is a necirly constantfeature ofthe exploration ofschOlc:1dy prolJlerns, and 

that review comes from peers at every stage, from the initial ideritificatiqn of a problem 

to the publication ofscholarly work on the problem. PubljcatiQns c1re the final tangible 

result of scholarly exploration. A published wor~ articulates indetail th~ methods, 

materials, and modes of research that led to the findings reported or the. narrative 

constructed. Publications.are written with the expectation·thatthey Will .contribute new 

knowledge to a field and spur deeper examination of the problems addressed within · 

them. In essence; pee.r review neverends., 

. . . . . '" 

Faculty often choose research topics thatale<h/ghly televanfto socletysnd therefore 
. . .. . .. 

may generate strong reactions. These topics may be c:ontroversial and htghly 

politicized (e.g., global warming), deal with illegal or criminal behavior.Qr f9Qus diredfy 
. . . . . 

on contentious social questions (e.g., ethnicity, sexual orientation). Facultymustbefree 

to work on these important topics without fear of retribution, threats, orlnterference. 

Faculty members feg ularly collaborate with colleagues at other in$titutions; Faculty 

within the.UC system require, and deserve to have., the•same.fre.edorn of 
. . .· .. .· .. · .- . .· ·. . . 

communication with people at other universities B11dcorporations, public and private. 
. · .... · .· ._ ....... ·.· . . . . . .. .. 

Faculty at private universitieswhoperf()TtTl eqUiv81entresearchneecf nOtfear 
. . 

interferenc•e th rough state public record$ acuequests pettainjngto thei{ scholarly 
• > • • • • 

contributions; neither shouldfacultyat public universities sUch<as UCLA'.. 

https://www.apo.t1cla.edu/policies-forms/academic.cfrcedom 
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Teaching and research are conductedandgovemedbythegeneMl/y accepted 

professional and ethical commitments specific to each academic discipline. Universlty 

policies genernlly incorporate, rather than supersede, those requirements ancl 

expectations. Thus, university faculty members already are held to very high 

professional and ethical standards in the conduct of their Scholarly work. 

THE POTENTIAL HARMS OF PUBL.IC RECORDS REQlJESTS FOR 
SCHOLARLY RECORDS 

Frank, honest exchange depends on the maximum protection of the informal and everyday 

work, personal email, drafts, and records relatedtOresearch and teaching. It is essential . 

that regular and frequent communications among faculty within UCLA and with colleagues 

in other institutions remain within faculty control. Public records requests can lead to 

unnecessary and unwarn;rnted increased time commitments necessary to monitor all that is 

written or said in case ofpotential public disclosure. A lack ofprotectionfrom such requests 

can directly impingE: on academic fre8dom (the llchilling effectll) by cau$ing faculty to evoiq 

investigating controversial issues. 

PRINCIPLES ENDORSED TO PROTECTSCHOLARLV 
COMMUNICATIONS 

Clarity concerning what is considered a public record by the university is ess.ential tQ the 
. . . . . ... .. . .. 

success ·of faculty research and teaching endeavors. The university must do its utrnostto· 
. .. . . - . . . .. 

protect those records.not subject to public .• record$ oversightandt;· prevent the chllljng•• . 

effect of public records requests on frank scholarly exchange. These prineiples are 

consistent With the letter and. Lntent of the open reqords laws: 

·. . .· . . . . . ·:- ·. . . . 

Protect the system ofpeerre:vlewata!!leve!s. PubHcrecordsrequests are.neither a· 
. . . . . . . ·. - . . .·. 

substitute fornor. an effective check on peerreviewbythe schoiat1Ycommunity,but 

insteacldamage the prptess bYthreatening schO!arslnto silence when they should be 
speaking. truthfully andfra,nkly aboutthefr concems'. The published recorcJJs the gold. 

standard on which Scholarship rests and it is readily available to the public.Public 
. . . . . . . 

records requests of private; draff orpre-publication maferials only s~rve to confound 
. . . . 

the peer review process, rather than leading to ail imprnvementor check on this 

process. 

https ://www .apo. ucla; edu/po li cies-forms/academic-freedo m • 3/29/2020 
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Protect the right of faculty to choosf3 topk;s a[ld resewch a.reas based pn Intrinsic 

criteria. Research that is politically or socially controversial should be subject to the 

same protections as<any qther kind ofresearch. lfthe scholarly process is to functlon 

correctly, it must be protected from political, social, religiousor othernon-acaden1ic 

criteria of evaluation. 

· Provide the sam$ protections to {JCLA faculty that colleagues in private universities or 

corporations enjoy; Scholc1rship is inherently collaborative and extends beyond the 

bounds of a single lab or office or university. Hence.faculty at LJCLAshouldbe afforded 

the same kinds of protection offered elsewhere, including at private uhiversities. 

Maximum protection of UCLA faculty also is necessary to ensure that our colleagues at 

other institutions do not experience "second-order" chilling effects, i.e'.; a fear of 

collaborating with UC faculty due to concern about potential public disclosure of private 

materials. 

Reiterate the value of the longstanding traditions of ethical and professional codes of 

conduct, Disciplines possess necessary and effective standards that govemthe ethics 

of research. It is this time-tested oversight that ensures accountability: Public records 

requests should not be allowed to undermine these traditions. 

CONCLUSION 

The acadernic enterprise.is•intrinsicaJly different from other enterprises condus;ted for the 

benefit ofthe pubJic. ltsproduct,know/edg~,is intangible, yetit i11f9r111s ali.qtsociety in 

countless tangible ways; intiudirigtechnology, medical care, eC:ology, and art. Acc1demla 

can only make these tremendous contributions fothe quality of our li\les if It operates·· 

according to the stpndards that have ensured its freedom from bias an.d Its unvvavering 

devotion to truth, whatever that truth maybe, Thethreattofaculty offorce.d:dlsclosure of 
scholarly communication through PRAIFOIA requests candahTage intellectual freedom and 

interfere with robustscholarlycornmunication.The properforum f<JrevaLuatrngand vetting 

academic research is through the time 0 honored andrigornus process ofpeerrevlew.The 
. . . 

world's academic community, including its faculties and administrative leaders, rnustprotect 
. . . . . . .. 

itselffromthese requests if it is to continue to function a .. nd contritrnte to so.ci.etyinthe 
. . . .. . . ... · .. . . 

highly valuable manner that is has for centuries . 

. APM (/POLICll=S~FORMS/APM} 

THE UCLA CALL (/POLIGIES-FORMS/THE~CALU AN-INTRODUCTION· TO~TH E-UCLA-¢ALL}> 

UCOP (HTTP://WWW,UCOP,EDlJ/} 

https://www.apo.ucla;edu/po1icies-forms/academic>freedom 
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FACULTY CODE OF CONDUCT(HTTP://WWW.UCOP.EDU/ACAOEMIC-PERSONNEL, 
. . 

PROGRAMS/ _FILES/ APM/APM-015.PDF) 

UNION CONTRACTS (/POLICIES-FORMS/UNION-CONTRACTS) 

SEXUAL-HARASSMENT PREVENTIOI\J/TITll: IX OFFICE 

(HTTP://WWW.$E:XUALHARASSMENT.UCLA.EDU/} 

ACADEMIC FREEDOM (/POLICIES-FORMS/ACADEMIC~FREEPOM} 

STAFF TRAINING (/POLICIES~FORMS/STAFF-TRAINING/CERTIFICATE~IN-ACADEMIC

PERSONNEL-POLICIES-AND-PROCEDURES} 

DEADLINES (/POLICIES-FORMS/DEADLINES/2019-20-DEADLINES} 

FORMS (/POLICIES-FORMS/FORMS) 

RELATED INFORMATION 

Faculty Guide to Public ·Records Requests (https://uda:box;com/apo-public-r:ecords-request) 

ACADEMIC PERSONNEL OFFICE 

. -········--·---····--··-·--· ............... ~ ... -. -w.··---·-·.-·-. ·... . . : .. ··- .. · .,.. ___ : : -. -. · .... -: ........ . 

UCLA.EDU (HTTP://WWW.UCLA.EDIJ/) I TERMS OF USE (HTTP://WWW,UCLA:EDL)ITERMS-OHJSE/) 

© 2020 Regerits of the Uriiverslty of California , All Rights Reserved 

https://www.apo.ucla.edu/polides-forms/academic-freedom 

Page 5 of6 

3/29/2020 
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFO.RNIA 

VIA EMAIL 

November 14, 2019 

Christopher C. Hoi·ner 
Government Accountability & Oversight 
Email: chris@govoversight.org 

RE: Acknowledgement of Pilblic Records Request" PRR # l9'"7464 

Dear Christopher C. Horne1·: 

UCLA 
SANTA BARBARA • SANTACRUZ 

INFORMATION PRACTICES 
10920. WILSHHrn BOU.GEi/ARP; surro 107 

LOS ANGET,ES, CA 90024:$543 

This letter is to acknowledge yout request under the California Public Records Act (CPRA) dated 

Novern ber 14, 2019; herein enclosed. Information Pra:ctlces (f P)fs notifying the appropriate UCLA 
offices of your request andwil1 identify, review, and release all responsivedocurnents in accordance with 
relevant law and University policy. 

Under the CPRA, Cal. Gov' t Code Section 6253(b ); UCLA may charge for teproductiort costs and/or 
programming services. If the cost is anticipated to be greater than $50.00 or the amount you authorized in·· 
your original request, we wi II contact you to confirm your continued interest in receiving the records and 
your agreement to pay the charges. Payment is due prior to the release of the records; 

As required under Cal. Qoy;t Code. Section 625J, UC~A will respond tojourrequest 110Jater t.han the 
close.of business on November 25, 2019. Please·note,though, that Section 6253 oi1lyrequires a public 
agency to 1nake a deterininationWithirt 10 daYSas to whether or nofaxequest is seiklngrecords th.at are 
publicly disclosable and;if so, to provide theesiirna:ted date thafthe recordswi!Ibe made available,There 

is no requirement for a public agency to actu11lly $UJ7f)lytheTeeotds '0.dJhinlO clays offeceivlng afequest, 
unless the requested records are re:actily available .. Still, UCLA prides< itse.lfon always providiiig all .. 
publicly djsclosablerecords ili as tim~ly a manner~<possible.. . . . . 

Should you have any questions, please co11tactme<at(3JO) 794-8741 or viaerriail at. • 
crnalone@firtance.uclff.edu artd teference thePRR numberfourid above in the subject •1ine. 

Sincerely, 

Chelsea Malone 
Ot11ce Coordinator, UCLA Information Practices 
(31 o) 794-8741 I (31 O) 794"8961 (fax) I rccords(a),ucla.edu 



0042



0043

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA UCLA 
BEI<KELEY • DAVIS • IRViNE • LOS ANGELES , MERCED • RIVERSiDE •, SANDlEGO • SAN FRANCISCO SANTA BARBARA·• SANTA CRUZ 

VIA EMAIL 

November 25, 2019 

ChristopherC. Horner 
Government Accountability& Oversight 
Email: chris@govoversight.org 

RE: Public RecQrds Request,. PRR # 19~7464 

Dear Mr. Horner: 

INJiORMA'I'IONPRAC!'lCES • 
. t0920 WILS!i!RE BOULEVAEO, SU)TIJ .i07 

LO$ ANGELE$, CA 90024"6543 

The purpose of this letter is to. confirm that UCLA Information Practices (lf>) continues to work on your 
public records request dated November 14, 2019. Asallowed pursuant to Cal. Gov't Code§ 6253(c), we · 
require additional tirrie to respond to your request; due to the following circu1n;stance(s): · · 

[ZJ.· The need to search for and collect the requested records from field facilities or other 
establishments that are separate frorn the office processing the request. . . 

. . . 

D The need to search for, collect, and appropriately examine a voluminous amount of 
separate and distinct records that are demanded in the request. 

D The need for consultation, which shall be conducted with all prncticablespeed; with two 
or more components ofthe agency having substantial subject matter interest therein. 

D The need to compile and/or extract data. 

· Sincerely, 

·~4//$A. # ~,~~ 
1Vla1·isa Hawkins 
Senior.Public Records Analyst, Records•Manage111e11t &Information Practices• 
(310}794-8741I(310)794-8961 (fax)lrecords(<r,ucfaedu · 
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA 

BE_RKEL!lY • PAVIS • lRV[NE • LOS ANG(lL!lS • MllRCED • RIVERSIDE • SAN DIEGO • SAN FRANCISCO 

VIA EMAIL 

December 9, 2019 

Christopher C. Hori1er 
Government Accountability &·Oversight 
Email: chris@govoversight.otg 

Re: Public Recotds Request - PRR # 19-7464 

Dear Mr. Horner: 

INFORMATION PRACTICES 
10920 WILSHIRE BOULEY ARD,>suITE 107 
. . . . . . . . LOS ANGELES; CA 90024°6543 

. . 

UCLA Information Practices (lP) continues to workort your public: records request dated<Novemher I 4, 
2019. As required under Cal. Gov'tCode § 6253, and as ptoini;;e<:l hr our letter tciyou ofNovetnber 25, 
20 l 9, we are now able to provide you with the estimated date that responsive documents wiH b.e made 
available to you, which is March 26, 2020. · · · ·· · · ·· ·· · 

As the records are still being compiled and/or reviewed, we are not able at this time to provide you<\vlth · 
any po ten ii al costs, so that information will be furnished in a subsequentcomrriiinicatio11 as soon as it is· 
~own. · 

Should you have any questions, please contact our office at (310) 794~8741 or via email at 
records(f1),ucla.edu and reference the PRRni.imber found above inthe 1:,ubject line. 

Sincerely, 
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December 11, 2019 

Ms. Marisa.Hawkins 
Senior Public Records Analyst 
UCLA Information Practices 
10920 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 107 
Los Angeles, CA 90()24-6543 

By Electronic Mail•~ rbaldridge@finance.ucla.edu, adonmez@finance.uc1a.edu, 

records@ucla.edu, pra@finance.ucla:edu 

RE: Public Records Request - PRR # 19~7464 

Dear Ms. Hawkins, 

We are in receipt of your "Letter of Estimated Availability" dated December 9,2019, refotencing 

the above-cited CPRA request of November 14, 2019. In that lettet', the Uriiversity delayed 

providing a substantive response to our request for at ]east 1 1+.noth.er three anda halfrnonths; 
citing" [ t]he need to search for a11d collectthe requested records from field facilities or Other 
estabfishments that are separate from the office processingthe request.'; 

This follows the·University'sletter dated Noveinber25, 2019, taking the sole statutory extension 
of time to process our request? 

I Oui' experience with the University is one ofthe University projecting, th~n pushing off, its response dates, .· .· 
anywhere from six weeks to three nionths at a time, over and again untjl the :requester finally filed suit on Novemher 
6, 2018. I reference here CPRA #20]8-5367, February 5, 2018. On behalf of the recruestei'. we fo1ally filed suit 011 . 
November 6, 2018, in CEJ v. Board of Regenis)(we also filed seeking the required response fo a foJlow-up,to which 
UCLA also had not substantively responded to or provided any Indication it was in fact processing thetequest(s), . 
PRA #18-5666, May 21, 2018). Subsequent discussions with the University supported the coi1clµsion that no 
processing had in fact occurred prior to suit being filed. 

2 As the California Court of Appeals recently noted, in upholding an award ofattorn~y's fees in.enfofciugCPRA: 
. . . ·. 

CP RA prnyides astreamlined and expedited Process fox public access to gove:rnrnent records, becallSe. . • ·.··• 
''access to information concerningthe condllctofthe people's business is a funda1ner\tal and necessary right 
of every person in this state:" C§ 62SO;} CPRA provides that ''every person has a right to inspect any public. 
record"(§ 6253,subd.(a)), "[e]xceptwith tespecno records flXempHrom disclosure by express provisions .. 
of law."(§ 6253, subd; (b).) An agency has 10 days to respondto a CPRA request. One 14-dayextension is 
permitted for specified purposes, including consultation with anothei agency havn1g ''$ubstantial interestin 
the deternii nation of the request." (§ 6253, subd. (c)(3 ).}No further delays are authorized by the statute. 
CitYof Los Angeles v. Metropolitan Water District of Southern California, .et al. Court ofAppeals<forthe 
State of California, Second Appe!Jate Pistdct, Division Eight, B272169 · · · 
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We note ourrequest provided search terms and dates, requiring no subjectivity but only a 
computer keyword~and-dates s¢arch. 

. ' 

We note the·Universitydid trnt provide any exp1anati6n why it has·been unable to pr9cess this 
request other than checking an outdated form category as the reason for this• delay•~ citing to the· 
physical location of these electronic records, which the University maintains are somehow ina 
different location than the Infori11ation Practices office processing the request. 

Given the requirements of the California Public Records Act this of course isunacceptahle. 
However, in the spirit of the holidays that are upon us we request the University provide the 
requested records, or demonstrate that processing has occurred and why the University is u11able 
to produce these records, by Januaty ll, 2020. That affords the University an additional month 
beyond the maximtil11 statutory extensions of time, now exhausted, to process a simple, keyword
and-dates request for electronic correspondence, to which we are confident it is readily 

. established Information Practices has access. 

1n the event the Ul1iversity does notrespond as such we intend to file a petition· seeking a writ of 
mandate to compel production of these publicrecoi'ds, enforcing an important public right on an 
issue of heightened pub! ic interest and importance .. · 

We request electronic production of these electronic records, as previously described. Any hatd< 
copy mailings should be sent to rny attention at 1489 l(inross Lane, Keswick, VA, 22947. 

Sincerely youts, 

·/, ·./·· 
.. ·· 

. (. 

Chris Horner 
. For GAO 

chris@govoversight.org. 
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(; /\•(). cnv1::lti\At1,: 1~T :,c:cor \T\HTl;l'J'\ ,\: uvJ.:nslt:-11;1, 

. . 

REQUEST UNDER CALIFORNIA'S PUBLIC RECQIWS ACT 

•December 18, 2019 

· Records Management & Information Practices 
10920 Wilshire Boulevard 
Suite 530 
Los Angeles, CA 90024-654 l 

BY ELECTRONIC MAIL......,. recordsr71~ucla&du 

Pursuant to the California GovernmentCode § § 6250 et. seq;; Trequestthatthat the custodian of 

. . .. 

. · ·. . .·. . . . . 

l) a}The ten (10) PRA requests assig1ie:d to/received by UCLA Information 

Practices ("IP") imn1ediatJly priot to itsreceipt of PRA #l9,7464which are beingp1•ocessed. 

. . . . . . 

the requesters of said requests taking the statuto1·y 14~d~Y (Oi' auy<other). extensiori ·tot any of 
. . ·. ·. 

said requests, and d) all notices sent bylP in response to any ofsaidrequests,i.nwhichIP 

provides an estimated date for the productfo11 of responsive doctnnents. 

2) All Writings, as defined in.California Government Code §6252(g), i.e;; which l'eflect, 
. .. . . 

record, or !'elate to any work done bylPin processing the Novernber 14, 2019 Public 
. ·. . 

Records Act request made by Govei'mnent A.ccountabilhy & Oversjght; P£. (''GAO"), assigned 

I WhHe it may be that said requests were assigned PRR11uiDbets 19".145.4 through 19-7463, ~e 
recognize that IP. may not either be assigned or1)rcicess all PRArequests, so this seeks the prior 
l O PRA 1·equests assigned to/processed/being processed by JP pri01; to 19,.. 7464, regardless of 
what PRR number is assigned to them. ''b"; ''c" and "d'' also applytolheSame ten requests as 

· you define as captured by "a": · · · · · · · · · · 
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PRR # 19-7567 

PRR # 19-7464 ("PRR 19-7464"), dudrtgthe pedod from NovemberJ4; 2019 through 

December 18, 2019, inclusive. 2 

3) All Writings which request orinstructJPthat, upon lP's receiptofaPub1fo.Records 

Act request by Christopher Horner and/or GovetnineiitAccountabUity & Ove1·sight (GAO); IP . 
. . . . . 

. ·.· . . . 

notify any person not e1nployedin, at or by•IP. Forexample,theLawSchool, or University 

Office ofGeneral Counsel, are not "en;ployed i11, at orlJyIP'': 

4} A log, spreadsheet·or.otherfistljsfh1g PMreqµests)'eceiyed and/or being 

. ... . . 

there is more than one such Writing, whfoheverJog is rnost compreherisivein its iriclusfon of the • 
. . . 

date each PRA request was received, the name a11d address of the i'eg:uester, the person assigned 

primary responsibility for handling each PRArequest,esti111atedproductiori dates and otherwise 

the nature and date of al 1 responses by IP to each PRA request, including any estimated date of 

production. 

To the extent that any responsive records are Em;.Hs, wereqnes t any attach1i1en ts. to 
. . .. 

any such email; we request entire emaH.>'threads''ii1 which any reco1'd responsive to this 
. . . ·. ·. . _.:··:. ·::::":"·· ··: -. : '" . . . :, . 

request is located, regardless whetheranypartof thatthread extends before. or beyond the aboyes .· 
. . . .. 

stated tiine parameter; we request tel!ords on tl:1¢ 1:Jniversitr's<sysfoj11, e.g.,>its backendlogs, 

not those which survive on a facultfnfornher's own tnachine or account. 

2 ltem 2 includes, but is not limited to, a) records reflecting or addressing in any way the assig1in1ehtor selection of 
one or more IP perso1\nel to work on processing PRR 19-7464; b) any <;oi1iniuliicatioi1, written or 01·al, advising any 
per·son of the receipt of PRR 19-7464 aild/orrequesting assistance or advice in gathering or locating any potentially 
responsive records, c) any communication, written 01' oral; responding to such a:11 advisemeilt orrequest, d) all 
Writings which discuss, or upon which IP based, the esti111ated>date of March 26, 2020 ("the Estimate") set forth. in. 
Marissa Hawkins's ("Hawkins") correspcindenceto Christopher Hornei'/GAOdatedDecember9, 2019,referencing 
PR R 19-7464, and e) any Writingsreviewed or relied upon by Hawkins and/or anyone else who µarticipaied. in the 
determi.nation of the. Estimate in the course of determini11g the Estiinate, · 
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We i·eserve the dght to inspect or assign a representative to fospecta:ny records if for a:ny 

reason the Office can11ot or will not provide copies. 
: . . . . . . 

If the records are not cufrently accessible \)y yot1; piease notifyfne ih writhig, and . 

··.· ·. ··.· · .. 

nature of the records i:esponsive to this request, the substantial bulk, ifnotthe erttit'ety; ofsuch .. 

documents should be in electronic forinat, and therefore there should be. no photocopying costs, 

As you know, the law requires that you respond to and fulfiltthis requestwithin !Obusiness 

days, with one statutory extension permitted of up to fourteen days. If these records will 110t be 

produced within this time; please notify me in writing itnmediately and explain the reasons why. 

GAO is organized and recognized by the lntetnal Revenue Serviceas a 50l(c)3 public 

. . . . . 
. ·. ·. ·. . 

. .. . . . . . . :. 

commercial interest possible in these records and the Of'ficeJs permitted to .and does exercise 

discretion in waiving or reducing fees on that basis: 

This request is being made in the public interest and furnishing this hifonhationwill 

. . ·. ·.· 

general a:nd monfoipa:litles which have beefffilirigJawsuitsa,gainst eriergycotnpanies and 

woddi1g closely With.attorneys general also to pui·sue opponents ofthe«climatc'' policylpotitical 
. :··.···_ ::·. . ·. .. . 

agenda. Tl1is informatiori is being .1'eqLJested for the purpose bf understa11clirig State it1stitution 

involvement in the larger effort feeding thiSlitigation industry and in detennining the extentto. 
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. . 
.· ·.· .· ·.·. 

Nonetheless, if for any reasori, ourl'equestfor information cannot be satisfiedwithout 

cost, then prior to any copying, please notify us immediately with the reasons forthe denialarid 

the cost thatwill be involved . 
. · ·. . 

If you deny this request ot withhold the document responsive. tothis request, please 

describe the 1naterial withhel.d and specify in detail the statutoty or administrative basis<for 

hi.i.ve determined justifies the refusal to produce the record. All segr\:gable, non-ex.empt parts of 

·. ·. . 
. . 

not legitimately designatable for an exemption review; This manifestly includes, but is not 

limited to, those documents in IP's owt1 files. 

. . . . . . . . 

. .. .· . . . ::-. . .. : .... 

If you must mail hard copies, please use 1489 Kinr·oss L(l1le, K¢swick,YA, 22947. 
. . . .. .. . .. 

·. ·. ·.· . . .·. 
.. .. ... . . 

lf'you have Ji11y questio11s, or require clarification of this requeSt(please fee!free cotitact . . . ·· ... · :: .· .. . ·. · .. · : : "> . .: .: ,"_\:::... ·. ", 
meat any time using the contact information list.e<l with th.is request/I'hank you Joi· xour prompt· 

attention,_tiriTe and·cq11sideraticm to this rnatter; ·· 

·_ .. / ;-··-

Christopher C. Homer 
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PRR # 19,7567 

chris@govoversight.org . 
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA UCLA 

Bl'.Rl<F.LIW • DA vrs • IRVINE • LOS ANGEi~F.S • MERC,:ED • RIVERS[DE • SAN DrEGO • SAN FRANC!SCO SANTA IiARilARA ; .SANTACRU.;;: 

VIA EMAfL 

December 18, 2019 

Christopher C. Horner 
Government Accountability & Oversight 
Email: chris@govoversight.org 

RE: Acknowledgement of Public Records Request - PRR # l9-7S67 

Dear Christopher C. Horner: 

: INl'ORMATI.ON. PRACTIC:ES 
10920 WlL$HIREB0ULEV ARD; SUIT~ 107 

LOS ANGELES, CA 90024°6543 

This letter is to acknowledge your request under the California Public Records Act(CPRA) dated 
December 18, 2019, herein enclosed. Information Practices (IP) is coordinatirig with the appropriate 
UCLA officc(s) and wil I identify, review, and release all responsive documents in accordance with 
relevant law and University policy. As allowed pursuant to Cal. Gov'!Code section 6253(c}, we require 
additional time to respond to your request; due to the following circumstance(s): 

0 The heed tosearch for and collectthe requested records from field facilities or other 
establishments that are separate from the Office processing t.he request. · 

.. . .. .. . 

D The need t.o search fot, collect, and appropriately examine a voluminous amount of 
separate ancl dis ti net. records that are demanded i Ii the request. · 

[gj The need forconsultation,which shall be conducted with all practicable speicl; with two 
or more components oft he agency hayingsubstantial subject matter interest therein. 

[g] The need to compile and/or extract data. 

IP will respond to your request no later than the closeofbusiness on January 13, 2020 with ah es~hnated 
date thatresponsive documents wi!J be made available. · · · · ·. · · · 

Should you have any questions, please confaot me at(310) 794-8741 or via email at 
£mgl.9Dl:!.@foWl.l.e&.JJ.Q]a.edu .andreference the PRR nun1ber foundabove in the subject line. 

Sincerely, 

CAQfuQjµ nto.Qow/ 
Chelsea Malone . . . .. 
Office Coordinator, UCLkinformatioHPractices . 
(310) 794~8741 1(310) 794-8961 '(fax) •1 records@ucla.edfr 
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. : . . . 

From: Baldridge, Robert <rbaldridge@finance.ucla.edu> 
Date: Fri, Dec 20, 2019 at 8:01 PM · · 
Subject: RE: Records Request -- GovemmentAccountability& Oversight(19-7464) 
To: chris@govoversigbt.org <chris@govoversight.org> · · · 
Cc: Donmez, Ayse <adonmez@finance.ucla.edu>, Hawkins, Marisa <mha:wkins@finance.ucla.edu> 

Dear Mr. Homer, 

We are in receipt of your attached letter of December W'' regarding the attached request you s~bmitted under the 
California Public Records Act ("CPRA") on November 141h. While you are certainly correct that a public agency in 
California has 1 O days to respond to a CPRA request(or 10+14 days where an extension is used); the law clearly states 
that such a "response" is to inform the requestor of the determination as to whether or notthe request is seeking records 
that are pub! icly disclosable and, ifso, to provide the estimate.cldate that the recordswUlbe made available, and ifnot . 
d isclosable, to provide the reasons therefor. As seen in the specific language bf the CPRA statute: below, there is no 
requirement for a public agency to actually prbduce the records within 10 days of receiving a request Qr within the IA-day 
extension: ·· · · · 

Govt. Code 6253 (c) "Each agency; upon a request fora copy ofrec9rds, shall; withinlO days from 
receipt of the request, determ1ne whether the request, in whole or in part, seeks copies ofdisclosable 
public records in the possession of the agency and shall promptly notify the person makingthetequest 
of the determination and the reasons therefor; In µnusuafoircttmstances,the time limitprescribedin this 

.· section may be extendect bywritten nqtice by the head of the agency or his o.r her designeeto the person 
making the request, setting forth the reas.ons for the extension and the>date onwhich a aeterrninationis . 

. expected to be dispatched. No notice shalLspecify a date that would restllt in an extension for more than . 
·· 14.days. When.the agency dispatchesJhe.determiriation, andjf the agency determines that tile 
:request seelcs<disclosa:ble plll:>lie ree<>rds,the agency shall state the estimated date a.nd time when 
the records 'iYUI lJeniade available." (emphasis a:dd:ed} . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ' .. 

. •• . • - . . . . . 1 

Consequently' out· response to you<ofDece111ber 9th was fully in ikeeping with the letter of the Jaw,as UCLA had made a 
determination that disc losable public records exist and informed you within the prescribed time limit of the estimated date 
of when the records will be made avaJlable: · · · 

Please know that records requests are handled 01i a case~by~casehasis, :w,ithJhe a!mmnt of time ueededto l'~spond being 
dependent on many factors; such as the munber ofdocumentcustodians invoived,'.tyPes and volume ofrecorqsfequested, 
Jocation(s) of potentially responsive records, therequjsite review by our office of every page of potentially responsive 
documents for legal privilege{such·as attorney-client; personal privacy, etc.), andalsothe am9untofothetopentequests 
already being processed by our office that came in prior, along with the volume ofpages to reviewfo:r each ofthose. 
Additionally, besides processing all requests made to UCLAunder the California Public RecordsAct, my office also 
processes subpoenas for UCLA records along with records requests i11ade pursuant to otherstatutes/Acts, such as the 
Ca Ii forn ia Labor Code, I nfonnation Practices Act, etc., along with assisting with the collection and productidn bf records 
in relation to certain university litigation, and we only have a limited amount of staff to handle and process all the many 
hundreds upon hundreds of such records requests and subpoenasreceived each year. · · · 

1 
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Here, your request seeks over 3 Yz years of emails of two law professors, which en comp. asses a substantial volume of 
records that need to he collected and reviewed; which is a time~consunfo1g process. Adclitiotjally, with regards to your 
perception that the fnformation Practices office readily has. access to the emaHs ofothers at UCLA, that is quite simply not . 
the case. Indeed,.there is no ce1mal repository of emails at UCLA and our office in fact needs to1'each out to the various 
record custodians at UCLA to collect all potentially responsivnecords; including emai)s. This is in keepirtg with the 
University of Califomia's. Electronic Communications Policy, which states: ''An electronic communications holder's 
consent .~hall be obtained by the. Universityprior to any aoc:essfor thepurpose ofexaminatioit or disclo.~ure of the 
contents of Univeiwity electronic communications records in the holder 'spossession .... ;, (In particular, see sections IV.A 
and 1V.B of the policy,which can.he seen atthe foJlowinglink: . . . . . 
J:illP-s://poJlcy.ucop;edu/doc/7000470/ElectronfoCommunications.) Fmther,thatconcept is reitei·ate<i i11 UCLA Policy 4l0: 
Nonconsensual Access to Electro11ic Cornmunications R:ec()tds; es see11 at this link: 
http://www.adminpollcies.ucla.edu/APP/Number/4l0 Additionally, please see UCLA's Statement on tlrn Principles of 
S~holarly Research and Public Records at this iink: https://www.apo.yyla.edu/po)icies~forrns/academic.freedom, which 
states, in pa rt, th at because robust, freq ueht, and frank inte llectuid ~xchang¢ is essentHd to research and teaching atthe 
lJniversity level, "It is essential that regular and frequent communications among facqlty within UCLA and With 
colleagues in other institutions remain within faculty controV' · · · · 

. . 

Consequently, we are dependent on the custodians, particularly busy law professors in this instatice; to initiallycollectand 
provide us with their potentially responsive records; Uponreceiving such records, as noted above; each and every 
document then needs to be carefully reviewed to notonlyensure that it isJndeedl"esponsive but to determine ifitor any 
rnaterial with in in it is subject to one or more of the exeinptions to eiisdosure that exist under the CPRA; and ifso, redact 
accordingly. This, unfortunately, is a time-consuming PJ'Ocess, made more.so with the volume ofrecordsinvolved. 

Consequently, the estimatedavailability date 'NC provid(.')d<isl)asedonalithe ab()vereasonstaken it1c()nce1twithlhe work 
already done thus far in processingyour request, while also takiilg into consideration the factthat the entire>university 
completely shuts down forthe hofiday breakwithall•offices closedfromDecember 21, 201911ntilJa.nuary2,.202.o: 

. . . . . .· .· 

I assure·you,. though,that.we have indeed been ·pl'ocessingyourrequest,>coilectingandreviewing; reco,·ds; and continue to 
do so, and we plan to produce responsive records to you as soo11 as possible, Please know that if ataH possible we WiU 
certainly be glad to produce a sUb$ti:intial batch Of documents to you by your preferreffdate ofJanuary ll, 2020,To thaJ 
end, I am confirming that thisisouraimandthat weindeed expectto produce a batch of records atthattime, We will 
follow up with you again about this upon Ollr retuminJanµat')', · · · · 

Best regards, 

Robe1i Baldridge 

Manager, UCLA Records Management and Information Practices 

(310) 794-8741 

From: Chris Horner [mailto:chris@govoversight.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, Decemperll;20194:lIPM ... · 
To: UCLA Public Records <pra@finance.ucla.edu>;records@ucliedu .· . . . . . . .·. . . . . . 
Cc: ·Baldridge, Robert <rbaldridge@firiarioe~uda.edu>; Domnez, Ayse <adgmnez@finance.uohl.edu> 
Subject: Re: Records Request~- GovenunentAccountability>&Oversight(l9~7464) ... ·.. . . 

Please see the attached; 

Best, 

Chris Horner 

2 
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On Mon, Dec 9, 2019 at 8: 10 PM UCLA Public Records <pra@finance.ucla.edu> wro.te: 

Dear Christopher C. Horner, 

Please find attached an Estimated Availability Letter regarding your request, as well as your original request 
for your reference. 

Best regards, 

UCLA Information Practices 

records@ucla.edu 

(310) 794-8741 

Chris·Horner 

· Government Accountability & Oversight 

202.262.4458 M 

Chris Homer 
Government Accountability & Oversight 
202.262.4458 M 

3 



0061



0062

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA 

BERKELEY • PA VIS • IRV!NE • LOS ANGEJ,ES • MERCED • RIVERSIDE • SAN DIEGO • SAN P.RANCISCO. 

VIA EMAIL 

January 10, 2020 

Christopher C. Horner 
GovernmentAceountability & Oversight 
Email: chris@govoversight.org 

· Re: Public Records Request - PRR# 19.;7464 

Dear Mr. Horner: 

UCLA 
SANTA DARDARA • SANTA CRUZ 

INPC:lRMATIONPRACTICES . 
10920 WILSI-IiRE BOOL,EV ARP, SUltll 107 

Lbs ANGELES, CA 90024·6543 

. - .. 

This is a respo11se to your request for public 1·ecords under the California Public Recotds Acr(CPRA), 
dated November 14, 2019, • herei 11 encfosed. UCLA is in the process of reviewing responsive docutnents 
and, pursuant to Cal. Gov't Code § 6iS3; we are making certain of the requestedfecotds available to you; 
please find them attached. Additionalreco(ds i·esponsive to your requestwilffollo:was they become 
available. · · · · · · · · · 

Although thcCPRA authorizes UCLA to charge for reproduction costs and/orpr:ogrammingservices,r11 c1s 
a courtesy these fees have been waived. Any subsequent requests mity be subject to c9pying and/or· 
programming fees. · · · · · · 

Should you have any questions, please contact our office at (310) 794-8741 or via email at 

records({i)ucla.edu and reference the PRR number found above in the subject line. 

Sincerely, 

·~JAi/~~;~ . 
Marisa Hawkins · .· .. .· · ·. ·. · · · · 
Senior Public Records Analyst, Records Mai1agement &. Information Practices 
(310) 794-8741 /(310) 794~8961 (fax) /records@ucla.edu . . . 

Enclosure 

111 California Government Code §6253(b) 
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA 
BERKllLEY • DA VIS • IRVINE • LOS ANGELES • MERCllD • R!VllRSiDE • SAN DlllGO • SAN FRANCISCO 

VIA EMAIL 

January 13, 2020 

Christopher C. Horner 
Government Accountability & Oversight 
Emai I: chris@govoversight.org 

Re: Public Records Request - PRR # 19-7567 

Dear Mr. Horner: 

.· . . INFQRMATJON PRACTICES 
10920WILSiiiR'E BOULEVARD; SUJ'.tE 107 

. LOS ANGELES, CA 90024<6543 

. . . 

This is a response to your tequestfor public records under the California: Pµblic Records Act (CPRA), 
dated December l8, 2019, herein e11closed. UCLA is fothe ptocess ofrevlewingresponsive docurt1erits < 

and, pursuant to CaL Gov't Code § 6253, we are making certain of the requested tecoi'dS available to you; 
please find the1u attached. Additional records responsive to your request will follow as the:>' become · · · · 
available. ·. · · ·· ·,· .· · 

Should you have any questions, pi ease contact our office at(3 l 0) 794-8741 or via email at 
records((D,ucla.edu and reference the PRR numberfound above in the subject line .. 

Sincerely, 

·1~JA //, ~hM-~-
Marisa Hawkins .· . . 
Senior -Public Records A11alyst, Recoeds Ma:1iagement & liiformation Practicis 
(310) 794-8741 I (310) 794-8961. (fax) lrecords(a),ucla.edu·· · .·. 

Enclosure ·· 

. Ill California Government Code §6253(b) 
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U N I V E R S I T Y O F C A L I F O R.N I A 

BERK El.RY • DAVIS • !RV!Nll • LOS ANGELES • MERCED • -RIVERS.IDE • S_AN DIEGO•• SAN FRANCISCO 

VIA EMAIL 

February 14, 2020 

Christopher C. Horner 
Government Accountability & Oversight 
Emai I: chris@govoversight.org 

Re: Public Records Request~ PRR # 19~7464 

Dear Mr, Horner: 

UCLA 

SANTA MRBAI<A ' SANTA CRUZ 

. iNFORMATIONPRACTICBS 
10920 WILSi-lii<'E BOULEVARD; SlJIT!l.107 

. LOS ANCl:!'(,ES, CA 9Q024,~~.4S. 

Thi sis a response to your request for public records under the Ci'llif'ornia Public Records Act(CPRA); 
dated November 14, 2019, herein enclosed,. UCLA is in the process of revjewing responsive documents 
and, pursuant to Cal. Gov\Code § 6253, we are maldng certain .ofthe requested• records ayailable to you; 
please find ihem attached. Additional records responsive toyourrequest Will follow astheY become 
available. · · · · · · · · · · · · · 

Although the CPRA authorizes UCLA to charge for reproduction cqsts and/ofprogramrning services,l1l as. 
a courtesy these foes have been waived. Any stibseqtierit reqlle$ts may be subject to copying and/or 
programming fees: · · · · · 

Shou Id you have any questions, please contactour office at (310) 794-8741 or via email at records 

@11dtU,,\l.11 and reference the PRR number found abov~ in the subject line. 

Sincerely, 

Marisa Hawkins 
Senior Pub! ic Records Analyst, Records Management & Information Practices 
(3 l 0) 794-874 l I (310) 794-8961 (fax) I records(a),ucla.edu 

Enclosure 

1,1 California Government.Code §6253(b) 
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA 

BERKELEY • D1\VIS • fRVINE • WS ANGELES • MERCED • RIVllRSIDll • SAN DIEGO •. SAN FRANCISCO 

VIA EMAIL 

March 26, 2020 

Christopher C. Horner 
Government Accountability & Oversight 
Email: chris@govoversight.org 

Re: Public Records Request- PRR # 19-7464 

Dear Mr. Horner: 

UCLA 

SANTA BARBARA • SANTA CR)JZ 

INFORMATION PRACTICES 
10920 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD, SUITE 107 

. (.bS ANGELES;CA '10024-6543 

This is a response to your request for public records under the California Public Records Act(CPRA.), 
dated November 14, 2019, herein enclosed. UCLA is in the Process of reviewing responsive documents 
and, pursuant to CaL Gov't Code§ 6253, we are making certain ofthfrequested records available to you; 
please find them attached. Additional records responsive to your request will follow as they become 
available. · · · · · 

Although the CPR.A authorizes UCLA to charge for reproduction costs and/or programming services, [i] as 
a courtesy these fees have been waived. Any subsequent requests may be subject to copying and/or 
programming fees. · · 

Should you have any q. uestions, please contact our office at(3l0) 794s874 l or via emailatrecords . . . . . . . . .. . .. .. . .. 

((:i),ucl a .edt1 and reference the PRR: number found above in the subj ecUir\e. 

Sincerely, 

/lffi! ~- \:A.·. ·~····.· ·,·~··· .• ·.·•• . . t.•.~.•.·· .. • //· I(~ o·. . . . . . k?1. 
. . . . . ' 

Marisa Hawkins 
Senior Public Records Analyst, R:ecords·Management&:{nformation Practices 
(3 l 0) 794-8741 I (310) 794-8961 (fax) I records@ucla.edu 

Enclosure 

111 California Government Code §6253(b) 
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA 

BERKELEY • DA VIS • IRVINE • LOS ANGELES • MERCED • RIVERSIDE • SAN DIEGO • SAN FRANCISCO 

VIA EMAIL 

May 1, 2020 

Christopher C. Horner 
Government Accountability & Oversight 
Email: chris@govoversight.org 

Re: Public Records Request - PRR # 19-7567 

Dear Mr. Horner: 

UCLA 

SANTA BARBARA • SANTA CRUZ 

INFORMATION PRACTICES 
10920 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD, SUITE 107 

LOS ANGELES, CA 90024-6543 

We have reviewed your California Public Records Act (CPRA) request, herein enclosed. UCLA 
departments have completed the search for responsive records and, pursuant to Cal. Gov't Code § 

6253(b), we are producing the documents, subject to the redaction of exempt material within them. Please 
find enclosed records that are responsive to items I and 4 of your request. Redaction of exempt material 
within the enclosed records is based upon Cal. Gov't Code§ 6254(c), on the grounds that release of such 
material would constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy. 

Please note that records responsive to item 2 of your request were released to you on January 13, 2020. 
With respect to item 3 of your request, there are no responsive records. 

Although the CPRA authorizes UCLA to charge for reproduction costs and/or programming services,lll as 

a courtesy these fees have been waived. Any subsequent requests may be subject to copying and/or 
programming fees. 

This completes the response to your request. Should you have any questions, please contact our office at 
(310) 794-87 41 or via email at records@ucla.edu and reference the PRR number found above in the 

subject line. 

Sincerely, 

Marisa Hawkins 
Senior Public Records Analyst, Records Management & Information Practices 
(310) 794-8741 / (310) 794-8961 (fax) I records@ucla.edu 

Enclosures 

111 California Government Code§ 6253(b) 
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From: Chris Nardi [mailto 
Sent: Tuesday, November 12, 2019 12:28 AM 
To: Info at UCPD <lnfo@ucpd.ucla.edu> 
Subject: Public Records Request 

Hello, 

PRR # 19-7445 

I would like to request any records related to case #19-2573. I would prefer electronic delivery 
of these records. Thank you! 

Sincerely, 
Chris Nardi 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Gino Johnson 

records@ucla.edu 

California Public Records Act Request 

Tuesday, November 12, 2019 2:14:06 PM 

To whom it may concern, 

PRR # 19-7450 

Please accept this as a formal California Public Records Act request for documentation related 
to the Cobius contract for audit automation/ coding/ compliance software. 

We are requesting an electronic copy (PDF) of the contract with Cobius. 

Sincerely, 

Gino 

Gino G. Johnson 
Founder & Managing Director 
The Loop Company 
gino~ny.org 
(m)-
(o) 802.857.5464 



0074

From: Sen, Arijit (NBCUniversal) [mailto:Arijit.Sen@nbcuni.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 12, 2019 3:08 PM 
To: UCLA Records Management <UCLARecordsManagement@finance.ucla.edu> 
Subject: Request for costs associated with Don. Jr. speech on 11/10 

Hello, 

My name is Ari Sen and I am with NBC News. 

PRR # 19-7453 

Under California Government Code Title 1 Division 7 Chapter 3.5 I am writing to hereby request the 
following public records: 

• Any and all records showing or describing the costs of Donald Trump Jr. and Kimberly Guilfoyle's 
appearance at the university on Nov. 10, 2019, including but not limited to security, janitorial 
and facilities expenses 

• Any and all records showing or describing payments made to Trump Jr. and/or Ms. Guilfoyle for 
their appearance at UCLA on Nov. 10, 2019 

• Any and all records showing or describing compensation paid to Trump Jr. and/or Ms. Guilfoyle 
for any expenses incurred related to their appearance at UCLA on Nov. 10, 2019. 

• Any and all records in which the Nov. 10, 2019 appearance by Mr. Trump and Ms. Guilfoyle at 
UCLA is discussed or described 

We also request that you provide these records promptly in electronic form. If any redactions are made 
we ask that you specify the reason for such redactions. We also request that you send the any and all 
responsive records as they become available, rather than all at once. 

Please direct any questions to me using this address or via phone at the numbers listed below. 

Many thanks, 

Ari Sen 
NBC News Investigative Unit 
NBC News Washington Bureau 
202.885.4686 (Office)- (Cell) 
Arijit.Sen@nbcuni.com 
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PRR # 19-7454 

From: Fenno. Nathan 

To: 
Subject: 

records@ucla.edu; UCLA Public Records 

CPRA request 

Date: Tuesday, November 12, 2019 4:50:59 PM 

Under California's Public Records Act, the Los Angeles Times requests: 

1. Any emails sent or received by Athletic Director Dan Guerrero or Senior 
Associate Athletic Director Josh Rebholz between Sept. 8, 2019, and Oct. 9, 

2019, that reference any of the following terms: "SB 206," "Senate Bill 206," 

"Fair Pay to Play," "Newsom," or "name, image and likeness." I am not 
requesting any responsive emails from so-called "clipping services" or similar 
news aggregators. 

2. Any emails sent or received by Athletic Director Dan Guerrero and/or Senior 
Associate Athletic Director Josh Rebholz between Oct. 26, 2019, and Nov. 1, 

2019, that reference "name, image and likeness" or include any email address 
ending in "ncaa.org." I am not requesting any responsive emails from so-called 
"clipping services" or similar news aggregators. 

I request this information be provided electronically via email attachment. 

This information is being sought on behalf of The Times for dissemination to the 
general public in the process of newsgathering and I request any fees be waived as this 
request involves a matter of public interest. 

The CPRA requires a response within 10 days. If access to the records I am requesting 
will take longer, please contact me with information about when I might expect copies 
or the ability to inspect the requested records. 

If my request is denied in whole or part, I ask you justify all deletions by reference to 
specific exemptions in the CPRA. 

Thanks for your assistance. 

Sincerely, 

Nathan Fenno 
Reporter 
Los Angeles Times 

C 



0076

PRR # 19-7455 

The disclosure of the requested information serves the public interest because it is likely to 
contribute significantly to the public understanding of UCLA's operations and activities, 
specifically its spending of taxpayer dollars on scientific research and its treatment and care of 
sentient beings. 

NEAVS qualifies as a member of the media for the purposes of public records requests. 
NEA VS regularly utilizes open records laws to gather information related to taxpayer-funded 
animal experimentation, uses its editorial skills to turn raw material into distinct work, and 
distributes that material to an audience, either on its own website, blog, social media, and 
mailing list, or through connections with traditional news media. 

NEA VS is committed to using public records to create unique works that help the general 
public understand government activities, particularly as they relate to taxpayer-funded animal 
experimentation-the very context of this request. NEA VS has the requisite ability and intent 
to analyze and disseminate this information to the public. NEA VS is a representative of the 
news media for the purposes of the PRA. 

In the event that you do charge a fee, please send me an itemized estimate in advance. 

Tha~k you for your~assistance. If you have an~out this request, please contact me 
at rk1ck.contractorrq,;,neavs.org or by phone at-

Sincerely, 

Russ Kick 
Open Records Specialist 
New England Anti-Vivisection Society (NEA VS) 
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PRR # 19-7458 

From: Linda Coombs mailtc 
Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2019 5:00 AM 
To: UCLA Records Management <UCLARecordsManagement@finance.ucla.edu> 
Subject: Request for Information 

Hello, my name is Linda Coombs. 

I am requesting a list of all current undergraduate students at Chicago State University. 

I request that the information is in a digital CSV format (.csv or .xlsx). Please make sure to 
include as much information as possible for the students, including: 

Full Name, Home/Permanent Mailing Address, Local Mailing Address, Email Address, Phone 
Number, Academic College (e.g. College of Engineering), Academic Major(s), Grade/Class 
Level (e.g. Senior), Expected Graduation Date, High School, Academic Status (e.g. Full-time vs 
Part-time) 

According to the Freedom of Information Act (FO IA), we have a legal right to obtain this 
information. 

Please notify me of any expenses associated with this request prior to incurring them. Please 
direct me to whom I need to make this request or where I can get the forms to submit the request. 
I would like to expedite the process and get the list ASAP. 

Thank you very much for your assistance, 
Linda Coombs 
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From: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

UCLA Public Records 

Baldridge. Robert; Donmez. Ayse 

Records Request -- Linda Coombs ( 19-7458) 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 5:33:36 PM 

Request (19-7458).PDF 
Response Letter (19-7458).PDF 

Dear Linda Coombs, 

Please see the attached letter regarding your request, as well as your original request for your 
reference. 

Best Regards, 

UCLA Information Practices 
record s@.uc la..ed u 
(310) 794-8741 
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PRR # 19-7458 

From: Linda Coombs mailtc 
Sent: Wednesday, November 13, 2019 5:00 AM 
To: UCLA Records Management <UCLARecordsfVlanagement@finance.ucla.edu> 
Subject: Request for Information 

Hello, my name is Linda Coombs. 

I am requesting a list of all current undergraduate students at Chicago State University. 

I request that the information is in a digital CSV format (.csv or .xlsx). Please make sure to 
include as much information as possible for the students, including: 

Full Name, Home/Permanent Mailing Address, Local Mailing Address, Email Address, Phone 
Number, Academic College ( e.g. College of Engineering), Academic Major(s), Grade/Class 
Level (e.g. Senior), Expected Graduation Date, High School, Academic Status (e.g. Full-time vs 
Part-time) 

According to the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA), we have a legal right to obtain this 
information. 

Please notify me of any expenses associated with this request prior to incurring them. Please 
direct me to whom I need to make this request or where I can get the forms to submit the request. 
I would like to expedite the process and get the list ASAP. 

Thank you very much for your assistance, 
Linda Coombs 
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA UCLA 

BERKELEY • DA VIS • IRVINE • LOS ANGELES • MERCED • RIVERSIDE • SAN DIEGO • SAN FRANCISCO SANTA BARBARA • SANTA CRUZ 

VIA EMAIL 

November 13, 2019 

Linda Coombs 
Email 

RE: Public Records Request- PRR # 19-7458 

Dear Linda Coombs: 

INFORMATION PRACTICES 
10920 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD, SUITE 107 

LOS ANGELES, CA 90024-6543 

We have reviewed your California Public Records Act request, dated November 13, 2019, herein 
enclosed. 

The University is unable to comply with your request. While under the federal Family Educational 
Rights and Privacy Act (FERPA), 20 U.S.C. 1232g, the University is permitted to disclose student 
"directory information," disclosure of such information is not required. 

Personally identifiable information is prohibited from non-consensual disclosure pursuant to the 
California Information Practices Act (IPA), Civil Code section 1798 et seq. The IPA prohibits disclosure 
of personal information that may be linked to any individual without the individual's consent, except in 
very limited circumstances not present here, such as, for example, a lawfully issued subpoena. 
Additionally, the IPA prohibits disclosure of mailing lists for commercial purposes, unless such action is 
specifically authorized by law, Civil Code Section 1798.6. Whether you intend to use the list for 
commercial purposes or not is irrelevant because releasing the information you request would have the 
effect ofrequiring the University to release the same information to anyone who made a request, even if 
they did intend to use the information for commercial purposes. 

Further, the requested information is exempt from disclosure pursuant to the California Public Records 
Act (CPRA), Government Code section 6254(c), as disclosure would constitute an "unwarranted invasion 
of personal privacy;" and section 6254(k), "records ... the disclosure of which is exempted or prohibited 
pursuant to federal or state law." 

Moreover, the central purpose of the CPRA is to provide access by the public to records which contribute 
to public understanding of the operations or activities of publicly funded institutions. The requested 
records provide little or no information about the operations or activities of University of California, Los 
Angeles (UCLA); however, our students have a significant interest in preventing information 
accumulated within University files from being used to invade their privacy (Government Code section 
6255). Thus, records will not be produced. 

Should you have any questions, please contact me at (310) 794-87 41 or via email at 
cmalone(r/)finance.ucla.edu and reference the PRR number found above in the subject line. 
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PRR # 19-7454 

From: Fenno. Nathan 
To: 
Subject: 

records@ucla.edu; UCLA Public Records 
CPRA request 

Date: Tuesday, November 12, 2019 4:50:59 PM 

Under California's Public Records Act, the Los Angeles Times requests: 

1. Any emails sent or received by Athletic Director Dan Guerrero or Senior 
Associate Athletic Director Josh Rebholz between Sept. 8, 2019, and Oct. 9, 

2019, that reference any of the following terms: "SB 206," "Senate Bill 206," 

"Fair Pay to Play," "Newsom," or "name, image and likeness." I am not 
requesting any responsive emails from so-called "clipping services" or similar 
news aggregators. 

2. Any emails sent or received by Athletic Director Dan Guerrero and/ or Senior 
Associate Athletic Director Josh Rebholz between Oct. 26, 2019, and Nov. 1, 

2019, that reference "name, image and likeness" or include any email address 
ending in "ncaa.org." I am not requesting any responsive emails from so-called 
"clipping services" or similar news aggregators. 

I request this information be provided electronically via email attachment. 

This information is being sought on behalf of The Times for dissemination to the 
general public in the process of newsgathering and I request any fees be waived as this 
request involves a matter of public interest. 

The CPRA requires a response within 10 days. If access to the records I am requesting 
will take longer, please contact me with information about when I might expect copies 
or the ability to inspect the requested records. 

If my request is denied in whole or part, I ask you justify all deletions by reference to 
specific exemptions in the CPRA. 

Thanks for your assistance. 

Sincerely, 

Nathan Fenno 
Reporter 
Los Angeles Times 

C 
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From: Sen, Arijit (NBCUniversal) [mailto:Arijit.Sen@nbcuni.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 12, 2019 3:08 PM 
To: UCLA Records Management <lJCLARecordsManagement@finance.ucla.edu> 
Subject: Request for costs associated with Don. Jr. speech on 11/10 

Hello, 

My name is Ari Sen and I am with NBC News. 

PRR # 19-7453 

Under California Government Code Title 1 Division 7 Chapter 3.5 I am writing to hereby request the 
following public records: 

• Any and all records showing or describing the costs of Donald Trump Jr. and Kimberly Guilfoyle's 
appearance at the university on Nov. 10, 2019, including but not limited to security, janitorial 
and facilities expenses 

• Any and all records showing or describing payments made to Trump Jr. and/or Ms. Guilfoyle for 
their appearance at UCLA on Nov. 10, 2019 

• Any and all records showing or describing compensation paid to Trump Jr. and/or Ms. Guilfoyle 
for any expenses incurred related to their appearance at UCLA on Nov. 10, 2019. 

• Any and all records in which the Nov. 10, 2019 appearance by Mr. Trump and Ms. Guilfoyle at 
UCLA is discussed or described 

We also request that you provide these records promptly in electronic form. If any redactions are made 
we ask that you specify the reason for such redactions. We also request that you send the any and all 
responsive records as they become available, rather than all at once. 

Please direct any questions to me using this address or via phone at the numbers listed below. 

Many thanks, 

Ari Sen 
NBC News Investigative Unit 
NBC News Washington Bureau 
202.885.4686 (Office) 
Arijit.Sen@nbcuni.com 

(Cell) 
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PRR # 19-7455 

The disclosure of the requested information serves the public interest because it is likely to 
contribute significantly to the public understanding of UCLA's operations and activities, 
specifically its spending of taxpayer dollars on scientific research and its treatment and care of 
sentient beings. 

NEAVS qualifies as a member of the media for the purposes of public records requests. 
NEA VS regularly utilizes open records laws to gather information related to taxpayer-funded 
animal experimentation, uses its editorial skills to turn raw material into distinct work, and 
distributes that material to an audience, either on its own website, blog, social media, and 
mailing list, or through connections with traditional news media. 

NEA VS is committed to using public records to create unique works that help the general 
public understand government activities, particularly as they relate to taxpayer-funded animal 
experimentation-the very context of this request. NEA VS has the requisite ability and intent 
to analyze and disseminate this information to the public. NEA VS is a representative of the 
news media for the purposes of the PRA. 

In the event that you do charge a fee, please send me an itemized estimate in advance. 

Thank you for your. assistance. If you have an~out this request, please contact me 
at rkick.contractor@neavs.org or by phone at-

Sincerely, 

Russ Kick 
Open Records Specialist 
New England Anti-Vivisection Society (NEA VS) 

;, 
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From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

UCLA Public Records 

Baldridge. Robert; Donmez. Ayse 
Records Request -- Pomona College (19-7445) 
Tuesday, November 12, 2019 1:28:49 PM 
Request (19-7445).PDF 
Acknowledgment Letter (19-7445).PDF 

Dear Chris Nardi, 

Please see the attached letter regarding your request, as well as your original request for your 
reference. 

Best Regards, 

UCLA Information Practices 
rncorcls/duc ! a.eel u 
(310) 794-8741 
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From: Chris Nardi [mailto 
Sent: Tuesday, November 12, 2019 12:28 AM 
To: Info at UCPD <lnf9@ucpd.ucla.edu> 
Subject: Public Records Request 

Hello, 

PRR # 19-7445 

I would like to request any records related to case #19-2573. I would prefer electronic delivery 
of these records. Thank you! 

Sincerely, 
Chris Nardi 
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA 

BERKELEY • DA VIS • IRVINE • LOS ANGELES • MERCED • RIVERSIDE • SAN DIEGO • SAN FRANCISCO 

VIA EMAIL 

November 12, 2019 

Chris Nardi 

Email: 

RE: Acknowledgement of Public Records Request - PRR # 19-7445 

Dear Chris Nardi: 

UCLA 

SANTA BARBARA • SANTACRUZ 

INFORMATION PRACTICES 
10920 WILSHIRE BOULEY ARD, SUITE 107 

LOS ANGELES, CA 90024-6543 

This letter is to acknowledge your request under the California Public Records Act (CPRA) dated 
November 12, 2019, herein enclosed. Information Practices (IP) is notifying the appropriate UCLA 
offices of your request and will identify, review, and release all responsive documents in accordance with 
relevant law and University policy. 

Under the CPRA, Cal. Gov't Code Section 6253(b), UCLA may charge for reproduction costs and/or 
programming services. If the cost is anticipated to be greater than $50.00 or the amount you authorized in 
your original request, we will contact you to confirm your continued interest in receiving the records and 
your agreement to pay the charges. Payment is due prior to the release of the records. 

As required under Cal. Gov't Code Section 6253, UCLA will respond to your request no later than the 
close of business on November 25, 2019. Please note, though, that Section 6253 only requires a public 
agency to make a determination within 10 days as to whether or not a request is seeking records that are 
publicly disclosable and, if so, to provide the estimated date that the records will be made available. There 

is no requirement for a public agency to actually supply the records within 10 days of receiving a request, 
unless the requested records are readily available. Still, UCLA prides itself on always providing all 
publicly disclosable records in as timely a manner as possible. 

Should you have any questions, please contact me at (310) 794-8741 or via email at 
cmalone(ci)finance.ucla.edu and reference the PRR number found above in the subject line. 

Sincerely, 

Chelsea Malone 
Office Coordinator, UCLA Information Practices 
(310) 794-8741 I (310) 794-8961 (fax) I records@ucla.edu 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Gino Johnson 
records@ucla.edu 
California Public Records Act Request 
Tuesday, November 12, 2019 2:14:06 PM 

To whom it may concern, 

PRR # 19-7450 

Please accept this as a formal California Public Records Act request for documentation related 
to the Cobius contract for audit automation / coding/ compliance software. 

We are requesting an electronic copy (PDF) of the contract with Cobius. 

Sincerely, 

Gino 

Gino G. Johnson 
Founder & Managing Director 
The Loop Company 
gino.@J.22.e~.!!!£~ny.org 
(m)-
(o) 802.857.5464 
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From: Sen, Arijit (NBCUniversal) [mailto:Arijit.Sen@nbcuni.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 12, 2019 3:08 PM 
To: UCLA Records Management <UCLARecordsMar1_agernent@finance.ucla.edu> 
Subject: Request for costs associated with Don. Jr. speech on 11/10 

Hello, 

My name is Ari Sen and I am with NBC News. 

PRR # 19-7453 

Under California Government Code Title 1 Division 7 Chapter 3.5 I am writing to hereby request the 
following public records: 

• Any and all records showing or describing the costs of Donald Trump Jr. and Kimberly Guilfoyle's 
appearance at the university on Nov. 10, 2019, including but not limited to security, janitorial 
and facilities expenses 

• Any and all records showing or describing payments made to Trump Jr. and/or Ms. Guilfoyle for 
their appearance at UCLA on Nov. 10, 2019 

• Any and all records showing or describing compensation paid to Trump Jr. and/or Ms. Guilfoyle 
for any expenses incurred related to their appearance at UCLA on Nov. 10, 2019. 

• Any and all records in which the Nov. 10, 2019 appearance by Mr. Trump and Ms. Guilfoyle at 
UCLA is discussed or described 

We also request that you provide these records promptly in electronic form. If any redactions are made 
we ask that you specify the reason for such redactions. We also request that you send the any and all 
responsive records as they become available, rather than all at once. 

Please direct any questions to me using this address or via phone at the numbers listed below. 

Many thanks, 

Ari Sen 
NBC News Investigative Unit 
NBC News Washington Bureau 
202.885.4686 (Office) 
Arijit.Sen@nbcuni.com 

1(:NBCNEWS 

(Cell) 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Gino Johnson 
records@ucla.edu 
California Public Records Act Request 
Tuesday, November 12, 2019 2:14:06 PM 

To whom it may concern, 

PRR # 19-7450 

Please accept this as a formal California Public Records Act request for documentation related 
to the Cobius contract for audit automation / coding / compliance software. 

We are requesting an electronic copy (PDF) of the contract with Cobius. 

Sincerely, 

Gino 

Gino G. Johnson 
Founder & Managing Director 
The Loop Company 
gino~ny.org 
(m)-
(o) 802.857.5464 



0090

PRR # 19-7454 

From: Fenno. Nathan 

To: 
Subject: 

records@ucla.edu; UCLA Public Records 

CPRA request 

Date: Tuesday, November 12, 2019 4:50:59 PM 

Under California's Public Records Act, the Los Angeles Times requests: 

1. Any emails sent or received by Athletic Director Dan Guerrero or Senior 
Associate Athletic Director Josh Rebholz between Sept. 8, 2019, and Oct. 9, 

2019, that reference any of the following terms: "SB 206," "Senate Bill 206," 

"Fair Pay to Play," "Newsom," or "name, image and likeness." I am not 
requesting any responsive emails from so-called "clipping services" or similar 
news aggregators. 

2. Any emails sent or received by Athletic Director Dan Guerrero and/ or Senior 
Associate Athletic Director Josh Rebholz between Oct. 26, 2019, and Nov. 1, 

2019, that reference "name, image and likeness" or include any email address 
ending in "ncaa.org." I am not requesting any responsive emails from so-called 
"clipping services" or similar news aggregators. 

I request this information be provided electronically via email attachment. 

This information is being sought on behalf of The Times for dissemination to the 
general public in the process of newsgathering and I request any fees be waived as this 
request involves a matter of public interest. 

The CPRA requires a response within 10 days. If access to the records I am requesting 
will take longer, please contact me with information about when I might expect copies 
or the ability to inspect the requested records. 

If my request is denied in whole or part, I ask you justify all deletions by reference to 
specific exemptions in the CPRA. 

Thanks for your assistance. 

Sincerely, 

Nathan Fenno 
Reporter 
Los Angeles Times 

C 
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From: Sen, Arijit (NBCUniversal) [mailto:Arijit.Sen@nbcuni.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 12, 2019 3:08 PM 
To: UCLA Records Management <UCLARecordsManagement@finance.ucla.edu> 
Subject: Request for costs associated with Don. Jr. speech on 11/10 

Hello, 

My name is Ari Sen and I am with NBC News. 

PRR # 19-7453 

Under California Government Code Title 1 Division 7 Chapter 3.5 I am writing to hereby request the 
following public records: 

• Any and all records showing or describing the costs of Donald Trump Jr. and Kimberly Guilfoyle's 
appearance at the university on Nov. 10, 2019, including but not limited to security, janitorial 
and facilities expenses 

• Any and all records showing or describing payments made to Trump Jr. and/or Ms. Guilfoyle for 
their appearance at UCLA on Nov. 10, 2019 

• Any and all records showing or describing compensation paid to Trump Jr. and/or Ms. Guilfoyle 
for any expenses incurred related to their appearance at UCLA on Nov. 10, 2019. 

• Any and all records in which the Nov. 10, 2019 appearance by Mr. Trump and Ms. Guilfoyle at 
UCLA is discussed or described 

We also request that you provide these records promptly in electronic form. If any redactions are made 
we ask that you specify the reason for such redactions. We also request that you send the any and all 
responsive records as they become available, rather than all at once. 

Please direct any questions to me using this address or via phone at the numbers listed below. 

Many thanks, 

Ari Sen 

NBC News Investigative Unit 
NBC News Washington Bureau 
202.885.4686 (Office) 
Arijit.Sen@nbcuni.com 

1t'NBCNEWS 

(Cell) 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Gino Johnson 
records@ucla.edu 

California Public Records Act Request 
Tuesday, November 12, 2019 2:14:06 PM 

To whom it may concern, 

PRR # 19-7450 

Please accept this as a formal California Public Records Act request for documentation related 
to the Cobius contract for audit automation / coding/ compliance software. 

We are requesting an electronic copy (PDF) of the contract with Cobius. 

Sincerely, 

Gino 

Gino G. Johnson 
Founder & Managing Director 
The Loop Company 
gino~ny.org 
(m)-
(o) 802.857.5464 
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DOCS_LA:329135.1 38333/001

PROOF OF SERVICE 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

) 
) 
) 

I, Mary de Leon, am employed in the city and county of Los Angeles, State of California.  I 
am over the age of 18 and not a party to the within action; my business address is 10100 Santa 
Monica Blvd., 13th Floor, Los Angeles, California 90067-4003. 

On May 4, 2020, I caused to be served the FIRST AMENDED VERIFIED PETITION 
FOR PEREMPTORY WRIT OF MANDATE AND WRIT OF MANDATE ORDERING 
COMPLIANCE WITH THE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC RECORDS ACT in this matter by 
placing a copy of said document(s) as follows: 

John Gherini 
University of California, Office of the General Counsel 
Email:  john.gherini@ucop.edu 

 (BY MAIL) I am readily familiar with the firm's practice of collection and processing
correspondence for mailing.  Under that practice it would be deposited with the U.S.
Postal Service on that same day with postage thereon fully prepaid at Los Angeles,
California, in the ordinary course of business.  I am aware that on motion of the party
served, service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation date or postage meter date is
more than one day after date of deposit for mailing in affidavit.

 (BY EMAIL) I caused to be served the above-described document by email to the party
indicated above at the indicated email address.

 (BY FAX) I caused to be transmitted the above-described document by facsimile
machine to the fax number(s) as shown.  The transmission was reported as complete and
without error.  (Service by Facsimile Transmission to those parties listed above with fax
numbers indicated.)

 (BY OVERNIGHT DELIVERY) By sending by FEDERAL EXPRESS to the
addressee(s) as indicated above.

 (BY HAND DELIVERY) I caused to be served the above-described document by hand
delivery to the party indicated above at the indicated address.

I declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing
is true and correct. 

Executed on May 4, 2020, at Los Angeles, California. 

Mary de Leon 

/s/ Mary de Leon 
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