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Accreditation Steering Committee Notes
Location: Bldg. 2400 Rm. 116
 Tuesday, Mar 03, 2026
3:00 PM – 5:00 PM

	
Fullerton College’s Accreditation Philosophy and Goals: The reaffirmation of accreditation process provides an opportunity for Fullerton College to evaluate the effectiveness of its programs, practices, and policies. The college is committed to a self-evaluation that draws on campus-wide engagement at all stages. It will employ a process that facilitates accurate and thorough identification and documentation of best practices at Fullerton College that meet or exceed accreditation standards, as well as noting opportunities to improve. The resulting ACCJC Institutional Self-Evaluation Report will accurately document the nature and substance of Fullerton College and will reflect a broad consensus of faculty and staff.


Co-Chairs: Daniel Berumen, Danielle Fouquette
Manager Representatives (4): Dani Wilson, Henry Hua, Jeanette Rodriguez, Carlos Ayon
Faculty Representatives (4): Bridget Kominek, Kim Vandervort, Martha Smith, Josh Ashenmiller
Classified Representatives (2): Carolina Santillan, Bianca Gladen
Student Representative (1): Annika Rotana
Resource Members: Jose Ramon Nunez
Guests: Vinnie Wu (Sr. Research Analyst)

Recorder: Bianca Gladen

Absent: Dani Wilson, Henry Hua, Carolina Santillan, Annika Rotana, Jose Ramon Nunez

HOUSEKEEPING
1. Call to Order at 3:07pm						
2. Approval of Previous Notes from 2/3/26 
a. There was an edit to the notes, specifically the language regarding the vote to “remove Scheduled Maintenance and Instructional Equipment Request Process”. It was updated to reflect the committee “recommended to remove” that section. 
b. The committee unanimously approved the meeting notes after the changes were made. 
3. Public Comment	
a. None								
4. Announcements
a. Melynie Schiel from the Accrediting Commission for Community and Junior Colleges (ACCJC) will visit Fullerton College on March 16 from 10:00 a.m. to 1:30 p.m. The visit will include a meeting with President’s Staff, a campus tour, and lunch. Daniel Berumen will host the visit.
b. An off-campus lunch will be provided as part of the visit, and members of the Accreditation Writing Team have been invited to attend. Kim Vandervort, Bridget Kominek, and Danielle Fouquette confirmed their availability.
c. Daniel Berumen and Danielle Fouquette will contact Jay Seidel to coordinate a visit to the Drone Building (Building 3000) as part of the campus tour.
d. Action Item: The Accreditation Writing Team will include discussion questions on the agenda for Melynie Schiel regarding accreditation processes and recent changes to be discussed during the lunch meeting. The ASC team will draft questions in advance and send them to Bianca Gladen and Daniel Berumen before March 10th. 
i. Questions include:
ii. Clarification regarding the piloted Quality Continuum Rubric for the Distance Education, insight into the scoring sheet, potential revisions to the rubric, the timeline for the pilot, and when the rubric will move from pilot to full implementation.
iii. Clarification on the determination of accreditation terms, specifically why some colleges receive eight-year accreditation and others receive seven-year accreditation.

OLD BUSINESS (Discussion with Possible Action)
1. Integrated Planning Manual: Possible Recommendations for Changes
a. The Committee continued its review of the Integrated Planning Manual. Section II was reviewed at the previous meeting; however, revisions were made to Sections I and III to finalize all three sections. Edits were cross-referenced with the District Planning Manual to ensure consistency.
b. The Committee agreed that the draft is ready to be distributed to the appropriate governance bodies Associated Students, Classified Senate, Faculty Senate and the President’s Advisory Committee (PAC) for accuracy review.

NEW BUSINESS (Discussion with Possible Action) 
1.  Updates on ACCJC Actions on Colleges from January 2026
a. The Committee reviewed recent ACCJC actions and compliance trends, particularly related to Distance Education.
b. The Pilot ACCJC Quality Continuum Rubric for Distance Education was shared with the Distance Education Advisory Committee (DEAC) for discussion. Feedback indicated that current training and recertification processes provide a solid foundation. However, there is concern that the College may not yet be fully compliant with rubric expectations. 
c. DEAC expressed interest in collaborating with academic divisions to develop best practices aligned with the rubric. A summary of DEAC’s feedback will be provided to ASC at the next committee meeting.
d. The Committee would like to have detailed evidence demonstrating that the current recertification process meets at least the “emerging” level of the rubric criteria. An annotated version of the rubric with concrete examples illustrating alignment was also asked.
e. Committee members expressed the need for:
i. Detailed, rubric-aligned evidence
ii. Specific mapping of training components to each rubric criterion
iii. Clear documentation of where and how Regular and Substantive Interaction (RSI) elements are addressed in recertification.
iv. Identification of the specific training modules and recertification requirements that directly address the rubric, including examples of what “developed” and “highly developed” performance would look like in practice.
f. Multiple colleges recently received Recommendations for Compliance due to lack of RSI. Many recommendations mentioned that institutions must ensure regular and substantive interaction occurs in distance education courses. 
i. Mt. Sac received a Recommendation for Compliance, which led to an internal audit of 100 courses to assess adherence to compliance standards.
g. The Committee discussed, for consideration only, whether a similar internal audit process should be recommended. While such an approach could help avoid a formal compliance recommendation, concerns were raised about whether the College would support this option.
h. ASC will review the forthcoming summary from DEAC at the April meeting and may request additional examples in the fall, particularly demonstrating “emerging” and “developed” levels within the recertification process.

OTHER TOPICS FOR DISCUSSION 
1. Other Topics
a. ACCJC conference scheduled for Monday, April 13, from 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. at Long Beach City College. Mileage and lunch will be reimbursed by ACCJC. From the Accreditation Committee, Kim Vandervort, Danielle Fouquette, Marty Smith, and Bridget Kominek will attend the conference. A Senior Research Analyst from the Office of Institutional Effectiveness will also attend.	
2. Adjournment  
a. Adjourned at 4:40pm
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