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Q&A on Accreditation Task Force report

Why was the task force on accreditation formed and what was its mission?

· The charge of the task force was to evaluate the current state of accreditation of community colleges in California and to recommend possible courses of action that would best serve students within the 113-college system. In recent years, serious concerns about accreditation in this region have surfaced, warranting a formal assessment and set of recommendations. 

· The quantity and frequency of sanctions issued by the ACCJC have led to repeated calls for reform of the accrediting process from member institutions. Between February 2005 and July 2015, all but 37 of the California community colleges were placed on some level of sanction, two-thirds of the total colleges in the system. These numbers are inordinately high compared to the frequency of sanctions under other accreditors.

· According to a June 2014 State Audit Report of California Community College Accreditation, between 2009 and 2013 the ACCJC’s sanction rate was 53 percent, compared to 12 percent sanction rates within the other six regional accreditors.

· Additionally, the community college system is transitioning into one that offers the bachelor’s degree on a limited basis. The task force considered whether an accrediting commission that solely accredits two-year institutions is best suited for colleges as they expand their mission.

Who were the members of the task force and how were they chosen?

· The members were selected by constituency groups to represent a broad range of interests within the college system. Members of the task force include representatives from the statewide academic senate, chief executive officers, chief instructional officers, organized labor, elected boards of trustees and the state chancellor’s office. 

What are the main findings and recommendations of the task force?

· The task force concluded that the structure of accreditation in this region no longer meets the current and anticipated needs of the California Community Colleges. Furthermore, the task force concluded that several past attempts to engage with the ACCJC to make the accreditation process more effective and collegial have yielded very little in the way of progress. 

· Simply put, the task force concluded that the California Community College system and its member institutions have lost confidence in the ACCJC and that change is needed. The recommendation is to develop a plan by spring 2016 to begin transitioning California community colleges to a different accrediting body.

How will these recommendations, if implemented, help students?

· The California Community College system strongly believes in regional accreditation as a way of ensuring academic quality for students. However, if colleges are placed on sanction needlessly this creates apprehension and confusion on the part of students and the community at large. Enrollment and public confidence in the college suffer as a result. 
· Additionally, students today are benefiting from strengthened transfer pathways from community colleges to four-year institutions. It is in students’ best interests to attend colleges that are accredited in the same, consistent manner.

Are these recommendations primarily driven by the accreditation challenges involving City College of San Francisco?

· Concerns over accreditation practices in this region are not isolated to a single college. The recommendations were developed as a result of experiences that extend well beyond the accreditation challenges that City College of San Francisco faced in recent years.

Does Chancellor Harris support the findings and recommendations?

· Chancellor Harris is in general agreement with the findings of the task force and believes that it is in the best interest of students to begin a dialogue about changing the way our colleges are accredited in the future.

Does the task force’s report mean that the Chancellor’s Office supports pending legislation aimed at reforming the ACCJC?

· The Chancellor’s Office has not taken a position on this pending legislation and we do not plan on doing so. The task force recommendations begin an important policy discussion within the California Community College system that will continue well beyond the current legislative session. We will remain focused on that policy discussion as the best venue to chart a course of action.
What happens next and how long would it take to move the system to a different accreditor?

· The next step is for Chancellor Harris to bring the report to the system’s shared governance body (Consultation Council) for discussion. In September, the report will be discussed as an informational item at the Board of Governors’ meeting in Sacramento.  If direction is eventually given to transition colleges to a different accreditor, the process could take up to 10 years to complete. 

