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President's Report
The Spring Plenary was notable for a number of reasons. Most significantly, it marked a clear shift in the ASCCC response to the Accreditation Commission. As you know, the leadership had been very accommodating of late, arguing that working closely with ACCJC would be the most advantageous course of action. This was in sharp contrast to our earlier position. Starting roughly in 2001, and continuing for three or four years, we had a sharp conflict with the commission over the introduction of SLO's and the lack of a Senate role in selecting members for the commission and visiting teams, as well as other governance issues. When that led to an impasse, another tack was taken. Rather than resist SLO's, we attempted to maximize faculty control of them. ASCCC worked closely with ACCJC in setting up the Accreditation Institutes. Meanwhile, governance issues were largely ignored. While this strategy seemed to bear fruit in terms of SLO's--at least, up to a point--the alarming number of sanctions issued over the last couple of years, as well as ACCJC’s inconsistent guidance and closed door deliberations have led the Senate leaders to alter course. The move was widely applauded at Plenary. In fact, Mark and the rest were responding to increasing strong expressions of faculty discontent with the commission. A resolution was passed stating that we will no longer recognize the authority of visiting teams that do not have at least three faculty members on them, and another called for much better communication by ACCJC. While next steps are uncertain, many in Area C meetings are calling for a vote of no confidence. In any case, clearly there is a sharp change now. It must have been a bitter concession for Mark Lieu, at the end of his presidency, to concede that the strategy he has championed for the last two years has failed, but he did so clearly and forcefully.
On a brighter note, two resolutions initiated by LACCD passed. The first dealt with sustainability. In response to our initial resolution last fall--the first in ASCCC history--we conducted a breakout this spring. That went very well, with lots in attendance and a spirited conversation. It, in turn, led to another resolution. This one called for the establishment of a sustainability task force and study as to whether we need a permanent sustainability committee. It passed overwhelmingly. Don and I will work with other districts in getting this going. The second resolution had to do with financial aid. Michelle Pilati and I co-wrote this, after discussion over the last year in Area C meetings. Oddly enough, it was the first time that the ASCCC has addressed the need to work on boosting financial aid totals. All of our previous discussion has been about fees and textbooks only. Those are worthy concerns, of course, but hardly sufficient. 

We also passed a resolution calling for attention to be drawn to the needs of gay and lesbian students. A group of LACCD faculty have been working on this over the last few months, especially Richard Follett and myself. I don't consider this DAS business, per se, as it’s not something we’ve addressed in meetings, but I wanted to bring it to your attention. Here again, the ASCCC had never had a resolution in this area. 

You’ll see the latter two attached, with the third to follow.
The final big news item at Plenary, at least for me, was a surprise, "emergency" resolution regarding the Basic Skills Initiative and the need to maintain faculty control. This came completely out of the blue on Saturday morning and seemed to be a swipe at LACCD's leadership of BSI. Even now, I'm not exactly sure what the story is, but Gary and Deborah believe they've gotten caught in a crossfire  between the ASCCC staff and the Chancellor's Office. This has been most unfair to Deborah and Gary. My hope is that it will lead to our swift departure from a leadership role in BSI, as I've never thought it was a good idea. There is no signed agreement yet, so removing ourselves can be done without much difficulty. I will be contacting Mark Lieu to get his side of the story.

A word about communication. I do not want to thwart any expression whatsoever, but we really should adhere to Brown Act obligations. Recall, I didn’t bring up Brown in the first place. June Smith mentioned it, and then others commented. When I asked the ASCCC leaders about it they were very clear that discussing Senate matters online was a violation. Some topics—such as health care or legislation regarding union elections—are clearly not Senate issues, but that doesn’t mean we should be discussing them either, I would think. We’re not a political debating society. We’re all very busy with lots to do. It seems to me an imposition in this forum to go on about politics. I would suggest that each college senate consider setting up venues for political discussion, on-line or in person. We used to sponsor teach-ins at East on a range of topics. A blog would be another means, of course. 
Some trouble has emerged regarding Article 33 of the new contract, which has to do with hiring. I’ve met with Carl about it and am talking to the Chancellor, who is looking into it. We will be discussing it further soon and in Consultation. I’ll hold off on a full report until then.

There’s lots more to talk about—my usual closing lines—but this is enough for now.
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