
 
 

Accreditation Committee Agenda 

Meeting Details 
Date: 04/27/2026 Time: 10:30 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. Location: AD/SS 207 
Call to Order: 10:43 a.m. Adjournment: 11:51 a.m. Quorum:  

• 1 Classified Member 
• 1 Co-chair 
• 2 Administrators* 
• 3 Faculty Members* 
*excluding co-chair 

 
Accreditation Committee Roll Call 

☒ Anthony Ababat ☒ Tammy Allen ☒ Keith Bacon 
☒ Elizabeth Banuelos ☒ Quincy Brewer ☐ Davena Burns-Peters  
☐ Frank Dunn ☒ Aida Gil (Classified Senate) ☒ Jeremiah Gilbert (Accreditation Lead) 
☒ Yvonne Gutierrez-Sandoval ☒ Leticia Hector (ALO) ☒ Celia Huston 
☒ Sheri Lillard (Distance Ed. Lead) ☐ David Martin ☐ Reginald Metu 
☐ Joan Murillo ☐ Joanna Oxendine  ☐ Nori Sogomonian (VPI Designee) 
☒ Tatiana Vasquez ☐ Angie Vogel (Outcomes Lead) ☒ Kay Dee Yarbrough (CSEA) 

Guests 
   
   
   

 
Agenda Items 

Approval of Minutes Approval of minutes from the 3/23/2026 meeting. 
TABLED 

Standard 2 Deep Dive 

The committee broke into group to review Standard 2 in the ISER: 
Group 1 – Standards 2.1, 2.2, and 2.3 

• Standard 2 overall – tell a story. We are telling a lot of facts, but do not have 
story examples of how we are using these processes in teaching and learning. 

• 2.1 – Suggested adding the Water Resources Management B.S. Degree 
• 2.3 – Add Cal-GETC Taskforce, T. Vasquez will send minutes 
• 2.2 or 2.3 – Add IDEAA liaison, and the Curriculum Committee is in discussion 

on adding a UDL faculty Lead. 
• 2.4 – Second paragraph, should we say “program review processes” to update 

outcomes? These are now completed in Curriculum. Pg. 18-19 Need to add 
language of “examples include” only SAS and Valley Bound are mentioned so 
maybe say “examples include”?  

Group 2 – Standards 2.4, 2.5, and 2.6 
• Pg. 19 says statistics for Starfish, but there’s no evidence. 
• 2.4.19 – links to a webpage that has a list of newsletters that stopped being 

published in 2018, should those be archived? 
• P. 19, paragraph 3, sentence 1 – Add evidence. 
• 2.5.3 – There’s a flyer that says “we’re on break”, should a new piece of 

evidence be used?  
• P. 20, paragraph 1, sentence 1 – Needs data about Cranium Café. 
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• 2.5.14 – Evidence points to a report that runs through 2020, needs to be 
updated. 

• 2.5.16 – Link is broken. 
• P. 20 – last section shows no evidence. 

Group 3 – Standards 2.7, 2.8, and 2.9 
• P. 22 – Evaluation and improvement, no evidence. Data dashboards, sort for 

online classes and mode of delivery, can show a positive trend. Evaluation 
procedure in the contract? Self-evaluations? 

• 2.8 – Various graduations, include information about belonging and identity. 
• P. 26, 4th paragraph from the bottom – Get individual mental health sections 

at Student Health Services. 
• P. 22-23 – Incorporate a story from Ray Carlos and Cre.  

Standard 3 Deep Dive 

Jeremiah Gilbert asked the Committee to review Standard 3. This section is broken 
up into three main categories (HR, Fiscal, and Technology). Most of the language 
comes from the District and there are a lot of AP/BPs listed. Please send any updates 
to Jeremiah by May 11th.  
Group 1 – Standards 3.1, 3.2, and 3.3 
Group 2 – Standards 3.4, 3.5, 3.6, and 3.7 
Group 3 – Standards 3.8, 3.9, and 3.10 

Future Committee Meeting May 11 

 


