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· Good evening.  Thank you, chancellor, for your appreciative comments and compliments to the district and college senates.  I accept your condolences.

· As you know, the district senate is in recess during the summer, but because we are keenly aware of the importance of faculty input when decisions are being made, several of us have continued attending the college, district and board committee meetings that occurred between June 1 and now.  As a result, be forewarned, tonight’s report will take a bit more than the two minutes (formerly) allotted.

· Despite being technically on break, we have represented faculty at board audit and finance, standards and management, policy review, as well as district budget advisory, and district-wide facilities advisory committees.  In addition, we have participated in regular board business meetings and the recent special budget workshop exploring the impact of reduction scenarios on categorical programs.

· My DAS report to the board on June 23rd expressed our collective anticipation of the receipt of accreditation status letters by today, and that has occurred. To review what some of the college presidents have reported, The results are as follows:

· Berkeley City College’s accreditation was fully affirmed. However, like the other three colleges, BCC has "follow-up" reports to submit in March 2010 and 2011.

· These follow-up reports are to address district recommendations which largely focus on issues with the PeopleSoft system.  BCC faculty put a lot of effort into the self-study and the site visit and that is reflected in their reaffirmation of accreditation.

· Laney College’s accreditation was also fully reaffirmed and, like BCC, the college is expected to produce two follow-up reports, one in 2010 and the other in 2011.  Both Laney’s and BCC’s reports will be “followed by a visit of commission representatives.” Like BCC, all of the recommendations Laney received were related to district administrative center functions in three areas. Laney’s support of its self study process and the site visit was justly rewarded. 

· Both College of Alameda and Merritt College have been “put on warning” although their accreditations remain in force. Each of those colleges has recommendations that are specific to their campuses and the evaluations of their self study reports, and both CoA and Merritt also have recommendations that are specific to board and district administration, management systems, or financial accountability and controls.

· Whatever the message is to each college, it is consistent across the four colleges that a primary focus for our next two reports and site visits are district administrative center recommendations. Therefore, it is essential that we have at least a working draft of the district recommendation responses well in advance of completing our reports on the status of our responses to the various recommendations.  This procedure will also allow those responses to be consistent, when appropriate, across the four colleges. 

· Unless I’m mistaken, for each college, the board president, the chancellor, and the accreditation liaison officer all received courtesy copies of the reaffirmation status letters that were sent to the college presidents.  This letter will be made available to the colleges’ faculty when the fall semester begins. We have much to celebrate and we, as a district, have some essential and required work to do so that celebration is warranted.  

· As always, the district senate remains active, ready and willing to participate in all of the 10 + 1 areas for which we have the primary responsibility of making recommendations to you.  

