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INTRODUCTION

The Board of Trustees of the California State University (CSU) agrees
with the Board of Directors of Hastings College of the Law that the petition
for review should be denied, and CSU will not repeat the points made in
that answer here. CSU submits this separate answer only to note facts
relevant to CSU and to CSU parking stations located on the campus of
San Francisco State University (SFSU).

The Court of Appeal correctly determined that the City’s effort to
compel CSU to collect a tax from students, employees, and visitors who use
these parking stations violates the settled rule that state entities performing
a governmental function are exempt from local regulation, absent the state’s
consent. (Slip opn., p. 17.)

Further review by this court in this fact-bound case is not warranted.

DISCUSSION

It is a fact of modern life that a significant portion of the state’s
university students travel to school by private vehicles. The Legislature has
thus authorized CSU “to acquire...real property and to construct, operate,
and maintain motor vehicle parking facilities and other transportation
facilities thereon for state University officers, employees, students or other
persons.” (Ed. Code, § 89701, subd. (a).) The Legislature has appropriated
all parking revenues received by CSU, to the extent not pledged in
connection with university bonds or notes, for the “acquisition, construction,
operation, and maintenance” of university parking facilities and for the
“study, development, enhancement, operation, and maintenance of
alternative methods of transportation” for CSU officers, students, and
employees. (Ed. Code, § 89701, subd. (b)(3).)

CSU and SFSU are located in an urban environment where parking is

scarce. (CT 191 at 9 24.) CSU owns and operates nine parking stations on



SFSU’s campus on a non-profit basis to provide parking for students,
employees, and visitors. (CT 190 at §11; CT 192 at § 31.) Students,
employees, and visitors to the campus must park either in these campus lots
or attempt to park on crowded city streets. (CT 189 at § 7.) They use
virtually all of the parking available at the campus. (CT 190 at ] 8.)

The trial court correctly found that each of the on-campus parking
stations is integral to fulfilling SFSU’s educational mission. (CT 191 at
924, CT 560.)

CONCLUSION

Further review by this court is not warranted, and the petition should
be denied.
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