Board of Trustees Report
District Office

January 13, 2010

(The Board did not meet over the holidays, and there were no committee meetings today.)
Open Session 

From the Resource Table, I announced the Feb. 26 workshop on National Science Foundation grants (about which more soon) and I gave a brief summary of the expansion of Sustainable Works, a peer-to-peer program in raising sustainability awareness. James Butler-Zetino and later Linda Tong, ASO officers at City, discussed the need for the Board to continue to listen to student concerns. Rachel Richards, past ASO President at Harbor, spoke again, one of her points being the need for ASO's to be free to run their affairs without administrator intrusion.

Two speakers from FEI, a contractor that has worked at Mission and Pierce, complained that the recent public hearing about them was unfair and that staff presented the Board members with incorrect information. Apparently they have been disallowed from any future work as a result of not meeting their contractual obligations. Nancy Pearlman defended the integrity of the hearing process.

Daniel Wright spoke again. He is the attorney for the Van de Kamp Coalition, the neighborhood organization that has fought against the change in plans at the Atwater center. This time he read what he claimed were emails from staff that contradicted the claims the Board had made regarding transportation activity with the new charter school that has opened up there. He said the staff misled the Board, and that the volume of traffic was three times what was allowed. Later in the meeting Micky Jackson, another member of the same group, said that the evidence the district has presented to them "doesn't quite jive" and that the bond program’s Citizen Oversight Committee lacks necessary independence from the district. She said the Van de Kamp project was like the "LACC golf course on steroids."

One item was reported out of Closed Session: that legal action was occurring with a firm called Alliance Property. No further information was provided, but I believe it has to do with a district office issue.
Three resolutions were approved: one for Black History Month, one for the Lunar New Year, and one endorsing legislative action in Sacramento to change the current construction change order regulations to allow for greater flexibility.

Marvin Martinez announced that we had won a Pathways Out of Poverty grant, part of the ARRA stimulus money. The amount is $4 million, to be spent over two years. It will be used to train almost one thousand individuals in the Watts, Willowbrook, and South LA areas for energy efficiency occupations. City, Trade, East, Southwest, and Valley will all be involved. We also were awarded $2 million in another ARRA grant. Both are collaborative efforts with various government agencies, but we are the lead in both cases. Martinez pointed out the excellent work done on these by grant writer Felicito Cajayon (but please see my comment below).
Jeanette Gordon gave an update on the search for financing for the solar projects at Harbor and Pierce, which were discussed extensively at the last meeting. The Board will get a more detailed report at its next meeting. As you may recall, both colleges are in the DWP area, and it has refused to participate in a Power Purchase Agreement; Edison is willing, however, and the East and Southwest PPA projects in its area will go forward once an investor is secured.

There was a public hearing for an addendum to the Trade EIR. Before it began, Chip Chapdelaine announced that the two large new buildings on Grand Ave. have now been opened. As I understand it, one includes a student services center and administration offices, and the other is made up entirely of classrooms. The addendum to the EIR is to increase the number of surrounding lots available for parking. 

There were a few questions about the Consent Calendar. Sandra Lepore, sitting in for Velma Butler, then complained about the continued use of consultants in IT. Adriana Barrera replied that senior staff was going to recommend that permanent hiring be done for the four vacancies there. Finally, there was a discussion about the Alliance to Save Energy program, which involves student interns at three colleges looking for energy efficiency opportunities. I pointed out that the program was problematic, as it hadn't been connected to other sustainability efforts taking place in the district. I also took issue with the statement in the Board materials that the "agreement had been discussed in the Bond Steering Committee," pointing out that the discussion was after the fact. The calendar was then approved unanimously.
Comment

Martinez forgot to mention that these very exciting two ARRA grants were the result of faculty and administrators across the district working together. It was the first time that CTE and Liberal Arts faculty had ever joined forces like this, as well as the first time that CTE administrators and faculty had done so. The group met six times, from late May through the summer, with the DAS coordinating the meetings. Some 45 were involved in one way or another, and there was a great deal of energy and creativity in the discussions. We'll be meeting again in early March to talk about implementation. 

It's very troubling to me to see claims made in Board documents that simply are not true. There was no discussion about the Alliance to Save Energy program in the Bond Steering Committee, other than a few passing references. I attempted to have it brought up in September, as I’d heard complaints about it from West administrators, but Larry Eisenberg insisted that that would be inappropriate, as it was a minor item. For him to now claim that there was a discussion is, frankly, absurd. I have communicated this to Mona Field, President of the Board, and to the Chancellor. It is a relatively minor program, involving a one-time expense of $370,000, but that is still not a trivial amount of money. It’s also noteworthy that all other colleges and universities using the program have had the expenses paid for by their local utility companies. We're the only ones to pay for this out of pocket. On the positive side, I’m told the program is running more smoothly now. 

If you’re wondering, yes, the LA Times articles are still anticipated. The latest prediction is that they will come out in three to four weeks. Their investigation has now gone of for six months, however, so who knows?
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