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MEMO TO:
CEO’s, ALO’s

 
FROM:
Barbara A. Beno, President 
DATE:

March 20, 2009
SUBJECT:
Community College Association (CCA/CTA) communications
                        to some California Public Colleges
Dear Colleagues:

On Tuesday of this week, I met for about an hour with representatives of the CCA to discuss accreditation matters about which they had questions and about which their members have concerns.  The meeting was informational only.  The CCA may now be trying to communicate some information about its informational meeting with me.  Unfortunately, from what I've heard, it appears the CCA communications are not very accurate.  I want you to be assured that the Commission has not changed is position or its expectations of institutions, nor would the Commission communicate any changes in its expectations of institutions through another agency or organization. 

During the course of the conversation, I shared with the CCA information that the Commission has compiled from its actions on institutions and which I presented in detail to the NorCal CEO's last week.  I will be discussing this information with the SoCal CEOs next month.  The information is about the common deficiencies that have caused the 22 ACCJC member institutions that are currently on a sanction to be placed on sanction.  The institutions currently on sanction are deficient in meeting standards in one or more of the following areas:  program review, integrated planning, governance, and financial stability or management.  These are the same four common reasons for sanction that I reported to the CEOs last time the ACCJC did this analysis, in Spring 2004. 

The CCA is apparently conveying a confused message that faculty can or should stop work to implement the accreditation standards that have to do with student learning outcomes and assessment because colleges are not yet being commonly sanctioned for failure to do this work.  This logic would imply that colleges should only meet standards as the result of the extreme pressure of an accreditation sanction.  This is not the message that the ACCJC conveyed to the CCA, and it is an ill-advised message. 

The ACCJC has not changed its expectations for institutional compliance with the standards that have to do with student learning outcomes, as described in the ACCJC letter of September 2008 and the Rubric on Institutional Effectiveness. While the rubric is a way of assessing institutional progress in meeting the standards, it does not replace or substitute for the standards.  Institutions are responsible for meeting the standards. 

I would advise institutions with any questions about accreditation to contact the Commission offices for an answer.  
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