
Third-Party Comment Form 

HOW TO FILE A THIRD-PARTY COMMENT WITH WSCUC 

1. Carefully read the ‘Submitting and Processing Third-Party Comments” section of the WSCUC
Complaints and Third-Party Comments Policy (pages 6-7).

2. Use the attached Third-Party Comment Form to submit a comment. You must complete all
applicable sections of the form before the comment will be reviewed.

3. You may attach additional sheets of paper if you need more space. Include with the form any
copies of documents and supporting materials that pertain to your comment. (50 page limit).

4. Mail or email your Third-Party Comment Form and any additional documentation or supporting
materials to the address below.

Third-party identification  

Please take careful note of the information in the Complaints and Third-Party Comments Policy 
regarding the declaration of identity on this form. 

THIRD PARTY COMMENT REVIEW PROCESS 

1. Third-party comments are reviewed by Commission staff after receiving the Third-Party
Comment Form and supporting documents. Normally, no response is made to the commenter. If
appropriate, staff may contact the commenter for clarification or additional information.

2. Commission staff will determine the appropriate course of review and action on the comment
which may include, but is not limited to: sending the information to the institution, with or
without the commenter’s name for its information or follow up; referring the information or a
summary of issues to a future review team; holding the information in a file for future
reference, or disregarding the information and taking no action.

If you have further questions, please contact: 
WASC Senior College and University Commission (WSCUC) 

985 Atlantic Avenue, Suite 100 
Alameda CA 94501 

Phone: 510-748-9001 x 300 
Web: www.wscuc.org 

Email: wscuc@wscuc.org 

https://wascsenior.box.com/shared/static/x2j13qq6vabsspk95euk.pdf
mailto:wscuc@wscuc.org


 

Page 2 of 3 
 

COMMENTER INFORMATION: 
 
☐ I wish to remain anonymous 
 
☐ I am identifying myself to WSCUC but do not wish to share my identity with the institution in question 
 
☐ You may share my identity with the institution in question 
 
 
Third-Party Commenter Name: ___________________________________________________________  
 
Email:________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________ 
Phone:_______________________________________________________________________________
_    
 
INSTITUTIONAL INFORMATION 
 
University or college named in the complaint: 
 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Complainant’s relationship to the university or college named above: 
 

☐ Student  ☐ Faculty  ☐ Staff  
  
☐ Other (please state):  _____________________________________________                              

 
 
Current status of relationship with university or college: 
 

☐ Enrolled ☐ Graduated ☐ Withdrawn ☐ On Leave 
 
☐ Resigned ☐ Terminated ☐ Employed 
 
☐ Other (please state):  _____________________________________________                              
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What is the basis of your comment? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Please provide any comment about the institution’s quality or effectiveness. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Date:  ___________________________________________  

 

 






































































































	Date: November 27, 2019
	Text1: I have strong evidence of violations of the UCLA Mission Statement in the areas of academic freedom, academic diversity of opinion, research integrity and honesty.  These violations are quite evidently due to powerful UC and UCLA Administrators and Professors that were major contributers of lies and prevarications for a few million dollars.  The political activism and pay for play dealings of this University are beneath the Standards of the Mission Statement and were conceived to achieve funding from the California Air Resources Board.  Epidemiological studies were adulterated to infer premature death due to particulate matter (PM) defined only by size without any proof of toxicity, only conjecture derived from statistical noise.  Breathing California Air in the worst Counties for 80 years would expose one to less PM that one could breath from smoking 5 cigarettes.  Yet UCLA supported CARB regulations that destroyed my business, Delta Construction Company, Inc.                         
	ThirdParty Commenter Name: Norman R. 'Skip' Brown
	Email: SkipBrown@asphaltconsultingservices.com
	Phone: (916)761-1817
	University or college named in the complaint: University of California, Los Angeles
	B: Off
	C: On
	I: Off
	J: Off
	K: Off
	M: Off
	N: Off
	A: Off
	E: Off
	F: Off
	D: Off
	G: On
	H: Off
	L: Off
	O: On
	OtherRltshp: California Businessman Put Out of Business by Unethical UCLA Professors
	OtherCrntStatus: California Taxpayer Destroyed by Violations of UCLA Mission Statement
	Text2: This initial submission is limited to several of my relevant documents relating lack of UCLA scientific integrity: 1) 2010 letter opposing wrongful termination of Dr. James E. Enstrom from UCLA School of Public Health; 2) 2013 letter to Council on Education for Public Health opposing reaccreditation of UCLA SPH, including my six 2009 letters to UCLA describing the unethical Law Professor Mary Nichols and SPH Professor John Froines; 2014 letter to UCLA opposing appointment of unethical Dr. Michael Jerrett to replace Dr. Enstrom; 2017 letter to EPA opposing 2013 waiver allowing CARB diesel regulations; 2018 letter supporting EPA Transparency Rule; and 2019 comment to EPA CASAC re PM Policy Assessment and closure of Delta Construction due to CARB regulations.  All my letters to UCLA were dismissed or ignored, making it possible for scientifically invalid UCLA environmental extremism to continue at the expense of millions of California businessmen and taxpayers like myself.      


