
Monterey Peninsula Community College District 

Governing Board Agenda 
April 30, 2014 

New Business Agenda Item No. A 	 Superintendent/President 
College Area 

Proposal: 
To endorse the resolution for the Accrediting Commission for Community and Junior Colleges 

(ACCJC) as written and approved by the Monterey Peninsula College (MPC) Academic Senate and MPC 
College Council. 

Background: 
As part of his report to the Governing Board at the March 26, 2014 Governing Board meeting, MPC 

Academic Senate President, Dr. Fred Hochstaedter, provided information regarding the attached resolution. 
The resolution addresses concerns over the relationship between the ACCJC and California community 
colleges and encourages transparency in the ACCJC’s practices and communications. 

Budgetary Implications: 
None. 

RESOLUTION: BE IT RESOLVED, that the Governing Board endorse the resolution for the 
Accrediting Commission for Community and Junior Colleges (ACCJC) as written and approved by the 
Monterey Peninsula College (MPC) Academic Senate and MPC College Council. 

Recommended By: Dr. Walter Tribley, Superintendent/President 

Prepared By: 	 VyJ ’vi 

Shawn Anderson, Executive Assistant to Superintendent/President and Governing Board 

Agenda Approval:  
Dr. Walter Tribley, Superint’ŁndentlPresident 

New Bus A April 30, 2014 Special Board Meeting 



This resolution is forwarded to the College Council for consideration from the MPC Academic 
Senate, 3/20/2014. The original draft of this resolution came from Grossmont College. 

ACCJC Resolution 

Whereas, the U.S. system of regional peer-review accreditation has been well-established and provided 
essential guarantees of quality in America’s post-secondary institutions since the 1950’s; and 

Whereas, the keys to the overall success of this unique system are a spirit of collaboration and mutual 
respect between the regional commissions and their member institutions and a shared focus on the needs 
and interests of the students who attend these institutions; and 

Whereas, the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges (ASCCC) has expressed various 
concerns with the Accrediting Commission for Community and Junior Colleges (ACCJC) regarding 
faculty participation and representation on the Commission’s committees and on on-site evaluation 
teams through a variety of means, including resolutions passed by the body, concerns expressed to the 
California Community College Chancellor’s Office, and the Board of Governors, and letters sent by the 
ASCCC to the U.S. Department of Education (USDE); and 

Whereas, the current troubled nature of the relationship between ACCJC and some of its member 
institutions is manifested in multiple ways, including the following: 

� The extraordinary frequency and severity of sanctions levied by the ACCJC against California 
community colleges compared to sanction levels and types seen in other regions, as well as in four-year 
institutions in California accredited by WASC-Senior (WASC is the only regional accrediting agency to 
have separate bodies for accrediting two- and four-year institutions) 
� Articles and complaints prepared and approved by organizations such as the Community College 
Council of the California Federation of Teachers, the Community College Association of the California 
Teachers Association, the California Community College Independents, and the Faculty Association of 
the California Community Colleges 
� The creation of two separate task forces by two different State Chancellors in order to grapple with 
the issues surrounding the accreditation of the system’s colleges 
� ACCJC’s announcements in July 2012 and July 2013, of its action first to place City College of San 
Francisco (CCSF) on "Show Cause" and then to deny accreditation to CCSF, effective July 2014 
without offering adequate resources to make improvements, actions which have created an 
unprecedented public relations, enrollment and financial crisis for that institution, threatening its very 
existence as the only public community college in the City and County of San Francisco, despite 
widespread support for the college from the people of San Francisco 

Resolved, That Monterey Peninsula College hereby expresses its deep concern over the nature of the 
relationships between the ACCJC and some of California community colleges; and 

Resolved, That Monterey Peninsula College urges the ACCJC to model and exemplify effective and 
transparent self-evaluation practices by acknowledging and addressing any areas of non-compliance 
identified in evaluations by the USDE Accreditation Group and the National Advisory Committee on 
Institutional Quality and Improvement (NACIQI); and 

Resolved, That Monterey Peninsula College urges the ACCJC to document and make public what steps 
it will take to address any areas of non-compliance. 
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Monterey Peninsula Community College District 

Governing Board Agenda 
April 30, 2014 

New Business Agenda Item No. B 	 Superintendent/President 
College Area 

Proposal: 
To endorse the revision to ACCJC Accreditation Standard 111A6 as written and approved by the MPC 

Academic Senate and MPC College Council. 

Background: 
As part of his report to the Governing Board at the March 26, 2014 Governing Board meeting, MPC 

Academic Senate President, Dr. Fred Hochstaedter, provided information regarding the proposed revision to 
the draft ACCJC Accreditation Standard 111A6 (attached). The revision addresses concerns regarding the 
inappropriate evaluation standards implied in the current draft language by clarifying the responsibility of 
college employees as it relates to student learning. 

Budgetary Implications: 
None. 

RESOLUTION: BE IT RESOLVED, that the Governing Board endorse the proposed revision to the 
draft ACCJC Accreditation Standard 111A6 as written and approved by the MPC Academic Senate and MPC 
College Council. 

Recommended By: Dr. Walter Tribley, Superintendent/President 

Prepared By:  
Shawn Anderson, Executive Assistant to Superintendent/President and Governing Board 

Agenda Approval: 	t 	’( tJ’, ’ 	I ( 
Dr. Walter Tribley, Superini 	sident 

New Bus B April 30, 2014 Special Board Meeting 



Academic Senate Report for April 23, 2014 Governing Board Meeting 

ACCREDITING COMMISSION FOR COMMUNITY AND JUNIOR COLLEGES 
Western Association of Schools and Colleges (ACCJC) 

~a 
COMMENT ON JANUARY 2014 FIRST READING REVISIONS TO 

ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS AND ACCREDITATION STANDARDS 

Contact information for Respondent: 

Name Alfred Hochstaedter 	Title Faculty Member, Academic Senate President 

Email ahochstaedteri mpc.edu 	Telephone831 646 4149 

College affiliation or name of other organization you are representing: 

Monterey Peninsula Co 

Comment submitted (attach additional pages if needed): 

1. Comment on revisions to the Eligibility Requirements: 

2. Comments on revisions to the Accreditation Standards: 

Standard 111A6, current draft language: 
The evaluation of faculty, academic administrators, and other personnel directly responsible 
for student learning includes, as a component of that evaluation, consideration of the 
effectiveness of producing that learning. Those employees use the results of the assessment 
of learning outcomes to improve teaching and learning. 

Recommended improvement to Standard IllA6: 
The evaluation of faculty, academic administrators, and other personnel directly responsible 
for student learning includes, as a component of that evaluation, consideration of how these 
employees use the results of the assessment of learning outcomes to improve teaching and 
learning. 

Rationale: 
As currently written.. Standard 111A6 implies that certain employees should he evaluated 
based on how much students learn. There are too many variables that affect student learning 
to assign the entire responsibility to college employees. What college employees can control 
is their effort to use assessment results to improve student learning. How employees 
endeavor to improve student learning is a more appropriate component of an evaluation. 


