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March 27, 1974

VICE PRESIDENT JOHN A. PERKINS. )

Re: Routine Contracts and Grants
Which N=ed Not Re  Reviawved
By Officez of General Counsel

This memorandum updates and replaces that of
February 7, 1966 from then Gencral Counsel Cunningham

F2 Y -1y

to then Presidant Xerr regarding legal review of
routinz ceatracts :nd grants. Extromural grants and
cont-acts for rese  =ch, scholarly or profcssicnzl
training, or for pudlic service programs relating
either to xascarch or to scholzrly ox profesa.onal
traininc vhich are routine as to legal form, and which
are within the zuthority of the President to epzrove
(herezfter "routine contracts ond grante"), ne=d not
be submitted to the Office of the General Ceunssl for
legal review. - Pocutine contrazcts and grants are

those meeting both of une following cor?iticns:

a. with the roue*al Gov rnment or the
State of California, other than those requirin
Regents' approval; and

. b. which contain Special Provisions znd
Generzl ?rov;clons wnlcn are usual for comparoble

contracts and grants with the government agencies
concerned.

The following centrazcis and grants sheuld not
be considered rcutine:

. 1. those with entities other thar- the Federzl
Government or the State of Ccliforniz; or

: 2. these wvhich Tequire Rzients'! approval
under Standing Order 1l01l. 1(aa)* including such contracts

*For cur&ent reference, see Standing Order 100.4(dd).
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"with the Federil Government ox the Stzte of C
oz

.3. thoze which ccntain Special Provisions
differing substantially frem .these found in ccmparable |
contracts and grants with the government agencies
- concerned; or ¥

’ 4. those which contain matarial changes
in the usual General Provisions.

To help insurz the lecal sufficiency of routine
=
L =3

contracts and grants the points set forth in the
atti-ched "Check List for Review of Contzactc and Grants®
ehenld be checked. Alzo, particular zttention should
be given +o patsnt clzuses and publiczticn provisions
te ascortain that these clauses comply with University
pelicy. '

Routine coatracts and grants mny iavcive
lega) preoblems, especially thoze relizting to uwnusuezl
underitakince, Thareforz, the eoificiil with the
aethority to epprove contracts and grazants shoulsd aluavs
foel frzs to sack lecdl advice frem the 0ffic - of
Gencrzl Counsel.

:nerzl Ccunsel's office
uoct preclude legal review of
routine contracte and gronts. her, it is optionzl

r any such ceatricti will be submitted to the
2l for review.
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cc: Presidéent Eitch -

Secretory %oolman
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CHLCKLIST FOR FEVINY OF CONTRA

O G ENCTS AND. GEANTS

Is the name and statuc of cach contracting party
correctly set forch? ec.g., "The Regents of the
University of California,” which is described as
*a California corporation.”
(Note: Setting forth the "Univ rersity of Califernia”
or sone 1nsbrum~ntallty thereof as the contracting
party is not correct, as the University and zll its
instrumantalities .do business in the official name
of "The Regents oif the University of California.")

Iis the consideration for the contract su

fficiently
stated? i.e., Are the services and/or materials to
be rendered and/or furnished by the.Contrzctor (The

Regents of the University of California) s

set forth,
and are the amount, time and manner of Paym: ant tc

The Regents therefor set forth?

Is the effective date of the contract set forth or
ascartazinable from the provisions of the coatract
(see item 4 below)?

Is the pericd of periormancs and/or dura
the contract set forth?

ticn of
If avthorization hzs been-obtzined to incur
prior to execution of a federal contra ct, écas the
contract contain a special clause providincg for
reimbursement of such costs or otherwwise instre
reimburserment of such costs?

%
osts

.Are there any &-biguous worés or phrases 1nclué
1n the contract?

Are .there any words or phrases inconsistent wi
worés or phreses in other partsz of the contrac

et
o) :3‘

the subject m

< a of the ccntract.so describec
hat it may be id

L
+ iicd with certainty?

Is there any uocumfnt which is attached to the con-
tract which is wmcant to be a part thexcoZ? 1If so,’
has it been correctly identifiecd and made a part of
the contract by the follcowing phrase or another
phrase to the same effect: "




1C.

11.

attached hercra, is incorporaced herein by this - = B -
reference.”

Is there any recital in the ccntract that an attached

document is made & part of the contract?  If so, has

that document been -attached as rccited?

If a State of Czlifcrnia contract on tha Standarg

Agrcement Form 2 is involved, *is there & printed

clause on the reverse side therecof which reads as

follows:_‘ 5
"Contractor shall not be allcweé or
paid travel cor per diem expenses
vnless set forth in this agrcement"?

1f so, and if travel cor rer dicm &

allcwzd or paid to contractor under the contracs,

a typswritten statement to this effect set fortn in

the contract? _ : -

Mpenses &re to kb
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