
 

 

  

  

 

 

     
   

 
 

 

 
  

 
 

 
    

 
 

 

 
 

 
   

    
   

  
  

      
     

 
 

   
  

      
  

     
 

 
 

 

 
  

  
 

 
      
    

    
 
 
 

   

Participatory Governance Council 

November 16, 2023 

MINUTES 

Mee�ng Called to Order at 3:41PM 
No Item Discussion/Outcome 

1 Land Acknowledgement 
(Procedural) 

Read by Malinalli Villalobos 

2 Roll Call (Procedural) Council Members present: 
Students: Malinalli Villalobos, Amelia Khong, 
Angelica Campos, Emilio Gomez 
Administrators: Lisa Cooper Wilkins, Cynthia 
Dewar, J Dawgert-Carlin 
Classified Staff: Michael Snider, David Delgado 
Faculty: Sheri Miraglia, Elizabeth Smith 

Council Alternates present: 
Students: 
Administrator: Stephanie Chenard, John Al-Amin 
Classified Staff: 
Faculty: Fanny Law, Alan D’Souza 

3 Approval of Agenda November 
2, 2023 (Procedural) 

Mo�on to approve the minutes as presented. 
Moved by Malinalli Villalobos seconded by Angelica 
Campos. Mo�on passed. 



     
  

      
   

   
 

 
 

 
   
   

 
      

   
       

    
     

     
      

    
     

      
      

 
   

 
 

 
 

 
  

 
   

 
       

      
 

 
 

     
      

     
    

     
    

        
     

   
     

     
   

       
  

     
      

       
    

      

4 Approval of October 19, 2023 
Minutes (Procedural) 

Mo�on to approve the minutes as presented. 
Moved by Malinalli Villalobos seconded by Sheri 
Miraglia. Mo�on passed. 

5 Public Comments on Items not 
on the Agenda (Procedural) 

Student Trustee, Heather Brandt, apologized for 
interrup�ng and men�oned having conversa�ons 
happen regarding the use of the Student Union 
space, as it has been used as a space for overflow of 
the Student Success Center. Heather Brandt added 
wan�ng students to be informed of what is 
happening in their space before moving forward 
with decisions, as a lot of students have been asking 
ques�ons. They also thanked the student leaders 
for their leadership roles and the responsibility they 
have of represen�ng the students. 

No public comments 

6 Chancellor’s Report Chancellor David Mar�n 

David Mar�n apologized for not being able to 
atend and engage in-person for the mee�ng as he 
is away at a state-wide conference. 

Updates: 
• Fall Enrollment: We are con�nuously 

monitoring the increase in credit F.T.E.S. (Full 
Time Equivalent Student). Now, CCSF is 
approximately 250 F.T.E.S. above where we 
were last Fall semester which translate to 
about 900 new unduplicated credit students 
which is the first �me in almost 5 years, 
we’ve seen enrollment growth. At this point 
in the semester, we are confident the 
growth is going in the right direc�on. Once 
we have defini�ve numbers regarding non-
credit F.T.E.S., another huge component of 
the school, they will be shared to the 
college. 

• New Administra�ve Posi�on: A new posi�on 
here at City College which is funded strictly 
by the new 5 Year Grant that the college 
received from the State Chancellor’s Office. 
This posi�on will help the college establish a 

https://nam04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fprod.ccsf.edu%2Fsites%2Fdefault%2Ffiles%2F2023%2Fdocument%2Fpgc-minutes-october-19-final.pdf&data=05%7C01%7Cadelatorre%40ccsf.edu%7C75a527533b9d4193587c08dbd57f3216%7C5e0f22d68a16417ebf3ad081c98b38d8%7C0%7C0%7C638338514517502852%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=LWm%2BQjh%2BeqC%2BVm4Jm34sPIAVuS8y2EmuH7TPQ%2FZlmFo%3D&reserved=0
https://nam04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fprod.ccsf.edu%2Fsites%2Fdefault%2Ffiles%2F2023%2Fdocument%2Fpgc-minutes-october-19-final.pdf&data=05%7C01%7Cadelatorre%40ccsf.edu%7C75a527533b9d4193587c08dbd57f3216%7C5e0f22d68a16417ebf3ad081c98b38d8%7C0%7C0%7C638338514517502852%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=LWm%2BQjh%2BeqC%2BVm4Jm34sPIAVuS8y2EmuH7TPQ%2FZlmFo%3D&reserved=0


    
      

     
        
     
     

     
      

     
   

    
        

     
     

     
       

      
       

       
       

   
       

 
 

     
    

       
     

      
    

   
  

      
      

       
      

   
   

     
        

   
      

       
     

new program related to suppor�ng formerly 
or currently incarcerated students who are 
interested in accessing higher educa�on. 
Not only will it establish these programs but 
also re-engage partnerships that the college 
have had in the past through our 5 Keys 
Concept and connect with San Francisco 
State and the public defender’s office. 

• Aircra� Maintenance Technology (AMT) 
Program: We have been in conversa�ons 
with SFO and United Airlines in poten�ally 
reloca�ng the AMT back to the airport. We 
are in a holding patern right now as United 
Airlines is having internal conversa�ons 
about the space they are occupying and 
leaving for the college to use. We hope to 
have more defini�ve informa�on out to the 
college by the end of the semester and are 
very interested in going back to the airport. 

• College Lacta�on Policy: The PGC Commitee 
has updated and created the college’s 
lacta�on policy in respect to lacta�on spaces 
at CCSF. This has been an evolving 
conversa�on with the Student Parent 
Advisory Commitee and a missing factor 
was having a documented and approved 
lacta�on policy that has gone trough our 
governance process. We look forward to 
ge�ng the policy to our governing Board of 
Trustees and then ge�ng is publicized and 
documented on out websites and out to the 
college community. 

• Statewide Ini�a�ve: Through the CCC Apply 
portal, the State Chancellor’s office has been 
working with a variety of ins�tu�ons to 
implement an ID proofing so�ware. The 
so�ware would help deter and detect ghost 
or fraudulent students from the ini�al 
applica�on. Many statewide efforts have 
really leaned on the local efforts to iden�fy 
and detect those students from enrolling 
into our courses, but this ID proofing process 
is a statewide approach to help all the local 
districts. More informa�on will come on 



       
     

     
 

      
       

 
     

       
    

 
   

        
      

       
      

   
 

     
 

 
 

 
  

 

 
   

         
     

      
     

      
    

       
  

 
     

    
       

      
  

 
      

       
         

      
      

 
    

   

how that will impact how we operate here 
at CCSF but that’s s�ll informa�on we’re 
eager to get and disseminate. 

Elizabeth Smith asked for clarifica�on on whether 
the CCC Apply applica�on will work with the CCSF 
applica�on. 
Lisa Cooper Wilkins responded that it would work 
together and the only thing changing is a fraudulent 
student detector in the so�ware. 

J-Dawgert Carlin added that there has been a lot of 
work going on in respects to trying to get the grant 
started in advance of the new director coming on 
and ge�ng necessary training ready for faculty who 
are interested in teaching classes for the for 
incarcerated students. 

No public comments. 

7 Awards and Recogni�on 
(Informa�on) 

Malinalli Villalobos acknowledged Jordan Langdon 
as they will be ac�ng as another alternate for PGC 
as appointed in the Associated Students Execu�ve 
Council Mee�ng. He also recognized the student 
leaders that have been elected and appointed as 
the voices for students and the Student Trustee, 
Heather Brandt, for expressing student voices at 
board mee�ngs and showing strength at the Board 
of Trustee Mee�ngs. 

Angelica Campos thanked Malinalli Villalobos for 
acknowledging student voices and recognized the 
Women’s Resource Center as they will be hos�ng an 
open house and invi�ng people to show up and 
learn more about the WRC and what they do. 

Cynthia Dewar recognized the students and staff at 
both the Queer Resource Center and the library for 
the events they have hosted in honor of the 
Transgender Gaze and providing all the resource for 
educa�ng and suppor�ng students who need it. 

No public comments. 



 
 

  
 

    
  

 
  

   
    

  

 
    

      
       
     

   
 

  
        

   
   

      
    

     
       

  
 

     
     

   
      

   
   
       

        
         

  
 

    
       

     
     

    
 

  
   

  
    

  
   

      

8 Old Business 

a. Discussion of Mee�ng 
Protocols and 
Procedures/Mee�ng 
Modality (Discussion) 

• Mee�ng Loca�on 
• Land Acknowledgment 

• BoardDocs website 

Lisa Cooper Wilkins men�oned the request for 
switching rooms for PGC and shared that they have 
iden�fied MUB 251 for the Spring semester but is 
con�nuing to look for an alternate room for the rest 
of the Fall semester. 

Michael Snider clarified that his concern was that 
the room was too small for this type of mee�ng and 
ques�oned why more importance hasn’t been put 
on this situa�on. 
Lisa Cooper Wilkins responded that due to the 
overlaps with other board mee�ngs there have 
been difficul�es with scheduling a place but added 
that they will try to secure a temporary loca�on for 
next mee�ng. 

Lisa Cooper Wilkins added that J-Dawgert Carlin has 
had ideas on doing something different with the 
Land Acknowledgment to enlighten it and added 
possibly even mee�ng with the original creator of 
the acknowledgment. 
J-Dawgert Carlin responded that they haven’t 
contacted the individual yet and unfortunately the 
other person who was to present has fallen ill which 
means they will need to push back this item for 
another mee�ng. 

Lisa Cooper Wilkins men�oned that the necessary 
training has been given for the website BoardDocs 
and have the representa�ves loaded in the 
document and an�cipate ac�vely using BoardDocs 
in the Spring semester. 

Angelica Campos asked if there was a way to get 
students involved in the Land Acknowledgment 
renewal as the process to get it changed started 
with student involvement and ac�vity. 
J-Dawgert Carlin responded that the students will 
be involved, and they were just wai�ng for the right 
moment to start involving them in the 



   
    

 
      

       
      

       
     

      
  

 

 
 

 
     

        
   

   
      

    
    

   
    

    
      

     
     
   

      
     

    
     

 
   

   
   

     
     

    
  

 
    

     
       

      
    

conversa�ons and will reach out to student 
leadership to follow up. 

Lisa Cooper Wilkins reminded everyone that the 
first mee�ng will not be the first Thursday of the 
January but instead the second Thursday as that is 
the �me all the cons�tuency groups are back. 
No public comments. 

b. The San Francisco Scale 
Model-Feasibility Study 
Second Read (Ac�on 
Item) 

Presenter: Leslie Simon 

Summary of previous presenta�on: 
• The model will not cost the college anything 

because it would be funded by an 
endowment fund. 

• The management will be determined a�er 
further explora�on and any cons�tuency 
assigned to management will receive 
compensa�on from the endowment fund for 
its coordina�on work. 

• Further explora�on will involve student 
examina�on of plans as well as consulta�on 
with Student Affairs Deans. The cost 
es�mated for installa�on and ongoing 
opera�ons would be developed and further 
mee�ngs with UC Berkeley will determine if 
CCSF can acquire ownership of the model. 

• Numerous classes across disciplines can use 
the model for research, class projects and 
internships. 

• Acknowledgement that San Francisco sits on 
Ramaytush Ohlone land would be 
incorporated into programming about the 
past, present and future uses of the land. 

• The three fundamental components are: 
CCSF engagement, UC Berkeley transfer of 
ownership and the endowment fund. 

Stephanie Chenard commented that in last mee�ng 
there was conversa�on of possible fundraising for 
future costs and believes that this project is going to 
be more expensive than represented and if there is 
further explora�on, a substan�al budget will all 



     
      

     
  

 
      
    

       
        

  
 

    
     

      
         

       
       
       

     
        

          
 

     
      

        
      

      
     

    
     

     
     

         
       

         
  

 
  

    
      
      

        
      

         

things considered is necessary. Stephanie Chenard 
added that the model itself is quite large and 
wonders about how that student space will be 
restored. 

Sheri Miraglia appreciated the new informa�on but 
added having more concerns about the current 
facili�es at the college that need to be atended, 
rather than a feasibility study that is taking away 
student spaces. 

Angelica Campos agreed with Sheri Miraglia’s 
comment on the current facility needs on campus 
but added that they believe the project would not 
use the same money the college has for the 
facili�es. She added having similar concerns about 
the students, which are the many cons�tuents of 
that building and their voices in this project. 
Angelica Campos added feeling that they are 
deciding whether this is feasible without having a 
group to decide if it is in fact feasible. 

Cynthia Dewar commented their cau�on is that 
o�en the college goes down this path where 
everything works out, but CCSF s�ll can manage it 
and the college itself is already under-staffed, so 
this project brings up a lot of cau�on. 
Leslie Simons responded that they would cost-out 
what opera�ons would entail and assume that the 
endowment fund would hire classified staff that will 
be funded through the endowment. Leslie Simons 
added that this project is very different than 
anything the college has done, and it could raise 
posi�ve aten�on to the college but there needs to 
be more conversa�on with specific details to what it 
entails. 

J-Dawgert Carlin commented that this project 
seems very short-term and are elimina�ng all 
flexibility in the Student Union as nobody knows 
what will happen if the building needs renova�on or 
if future students want to have their space back. 
They added that this needs to consider the students 
of the future and the mission of CCSF as a whole 



       
   

   
    

 
        

      
 

 
     
      

     
        
    

      
      

        
     

         
      

 
     

      
  

      
      

      
    

     
 

      
     

      
         

   
 

  
      

      
 

       
       

     
      

and the values the school holds. J-Dawgert Carlin 
added that there should be student art being 
displayed not white-centered art that represents 
the coloniza�on of the land. 

Mo�on to extended �me for 10 minutes. Moved by 
Cynthia Dewar, second by Elizabeth Smith. 
Mo�on passed. 

Leslie Simon commented that to answer most of 
those ques�ons, further explora�on would be 
needed but as for ques�ons on the grant, it would 
consist of $1000 for Ann Wetrich and $1000 for 
herself to con�nue forward with further explora�on 
and 10% of that would go to the Grants Office. 
Leslie Simon added that they are not a�er the 
money but rather want to try to explore more and 
voiced they do hear the concerns but reminded that 
there has been a lot of support from all the 
cons�tuencies expressing interest for this project. 

Malinalli Villalobos commented that the Execu�ve 
Council did decide to move forward with the 
explora�on but emphasized that the decision was 
solely to explore. Malinalli Villalobos added that 
since then, there has been concerns about the 
Student Union and the spaces in the new Student 
Success Center which the Execu�ve Council will 
have further discussion on. 

Elizabeth Smith commented she understands the 
fundraising aspect and wan�ng to get outside 
support to raise money but added that the college 
has other academic and facility priori�es to focus on 
instead of this feasibility study. 

Cynthia Dewar commented that the council 
members seem very split on this project and 
ques�oned whether they even need to act on this. 

Angelica Campos commented that if ac�on is taken, 
it allows the council to ins�tu�onalize the work into 
whichever cons�tuency group that is in charge. She 
added the comments on the space at the Student 



      
     

     
    

      
       

      
    

      
        

 
    

        
      

       
      

    
       

  
       

        
      

 
    

       
        
       

      
     

        
      

     
        

         
       

 
       

      
        

       
         

      
         

Union Building and although there is a lot of 
concern on the student space, the Associated 
Students, the direct billing user popula�on, 
approved the project which shows the student 
interest in learning more about this. Angelica 
Campos added that a lot of the conversa�ons over 
the Ramaytush and Ohlone people do not take 
student voices into considera�on at all, which plays 
a big factor as ul�mately the students want 
recogni�on and support not some of art. 

Alan D’Souza commented that the project 
essen�ally does not cost to college anything to 
explore more and does understand the need for 
more aten�on towards the campus ameni�es they 
already have, but does not see the problem if 
someone decides to invest in the art. Alan D’Souza 
added that the art could be used by various 
departments and if there is a way to excite the 
public about coming to campus and becoming 
interested in enrolling in the college, he does not 
oppose the idea of endorsing further explora�on. 

Amelia Khong commented that as an interna�onal 
student who has no knowledge of the model expect 
from the Execu�ve Council, all she knows is that 
there are students that are in favor of suppor�ng 
the model. Amelia Khong added that although there 
are lots of problems around the college and 
concerns about money for funding the project, if we 
don’t allow the opportunity to find informa�on, we 
won’t be able to find conclusions. Amelia Khong 
added that they also believe there will never be a 
right �me to start this because there will always be 
uncertain�es that worry us for the future. 

Emilio Gomes commented that as an Associate 
Students member, this project should have a total 
revisit due to the complexity of the concerns and to 
con�nue to inform the students of the discussions 
that arose from this topic. Emilio Gomez added that 
the Associated Students are s�ll going to support 
the concept but will share the ideas and dialogue he 



   
  

 
   

     
     

   
    

       
           

  
 

    
      

      
    

   
 

       
  

      
      

        
     

      
   

       
  

     
  

        
        

  
        
  

 
      

         
 

     
      

     
      

  

has heard in the mee�ng for students to take into 
considera�on in their decisions. 

Fanny Law commented that this model could 
benefit the college in many ways, but everyone 
should not forget the reoccurring topic of the 
facili�es maintenance, although not en�rely 
connected, s�ll very important. Fanny Law added 
they support the further explora�on of the model 
to see the pros, cons and impacts it will have to the 
college. 

Malinalli Villalobos commented the Execu�ve 
Council, although many concerns have arisen about 
the model, will con�nue to approve the explora�on 
un�l they choose it isn’t something they want to 
support anymore. 

J-Dawgert Carlin asked how the feasibility study 
would be completed as it was said in a previous 
mee�ng that the study is completed. 
Leslie Simons responded that they had completed 
the goal for the semester which was to start the 
conversa�on about the model such then lead to the 
council asking for further explora�on. Leslie Simons 
added that through the further explora�on they are 
willing to get all the specifics for the council but 
men�oned that student voices and conversa�ons 
have opened even more since the beginning of this 
topic. 
J-Dawgert Carlin asked if there is a way for the 
council to see feasibility study Phase 1, to assure 
everyone that they are not star�ng with nothing. 
Leslie Simons responded that it will be possible for 
them. 

Cynthia Dewar mo�oned to have this item moved 
to the next PGC mee�ng to read the phases report. 

Angelica Campos commented the are against 
tabling the conversa�on but does think more 
informa�on will the conversa�on and pushed for 
the approval to have ins�tu�onalized feasibility 
research. 



 
      

        
    

     
   

 
      

      
       

        
      

        
         

     
   

 
      

       
     

       
      

      
   

 
      
    

     
        

      
      

 
     

 
  

     
  

 
   

    
    

    
     

       

Alan D’Souza commented that this item has been 
brought up to PGC mul�ple �mes already and as it 
would have no cost to the college, they would be 
against having this conversa�on moved to another 
mee�ng again. 

Leslie Simons added that there is a document that 
was not approved yet to present it to PGC that 
shows all the possibili�es and has the answers to 
many ques�ons available for them to see. 
Alan D’Souza clarified that the feasibility study was 
solely to find a space for the project. 
Leslie Simons agreed and added that it always was 
to start to conversa�on with all cons�tuencies at 
the college. 

Malinalli asked Lisa Cooper Wilkins to reread the 
mo�on due to lack of clarity. 
Lisa Cooper Wilkins responded that the current 
mo�on is to delay the vote today unit council 
members can read the documents on the feasibility 
study that has already been done and then the vote 
would happen next mee�ng. 

Amelia Khong commented that the building being 
used is the Student Union building, and the 
students have already allowed for further 
explora�on, so there is no reason to further 
postpone the explora�on if the owners of the 
building already agreed to con�nue. 

Lisa Cooper Wilkins withdrew the mo�on. 

Mo�oned to approve the Scale Model resolu�on. 
Mo�on moved by Angelica Campos, seconded by 
Amelia Khong. Mo�on passed. 

Public Comments: 
Student Trustee Heather Brandt commented that 
the discussion had been very thorough and have 
believes that there is s�ll �me and space to get the 
informa�on people have doubts on and to support 
the explora�on, especially as the students have 



   
    

        
       

        
      

    
      

      
     

 
     

  
 

 

      
        

     
 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 

     
  

  

 
   

 
       

      
    

       
      

      
     

      
   

       
      

    
     

        
       

      
       
    

         
       

    

thoroughly discussed and approved the explora�on 
already. Heather Brandt added regarding ge�ng 
more art, the college has someone bringing them 
the opportunity to get this piece of art and we 
should give them a chance to get all the informa�on 
before making a final decision. Heather Brandt 
added that everyone should work on not having 
such binary frames of thinking and work to discuss 
all the possibili�es and outcomes, not just focus on 
one and deny the rest. 

c. Lacta�on Policy Possible 
Revision (Informa�on 
Item) 

Lisa Cooper Wilkins commented that there were 
two items that address the language about the one-
year policy but were not highlighted. 

9 New Business 

a. Harry Brit Naming 
Proposal First Read 
(Ac�on Item) 

Presenter: Kris�n Charles 

• Proposing to name the Mu�-Use Building 
(MUB) a�er Harry Brit, which was originally 
proposed by the Board of Trustees in 2020 

• The Facili�es Commitee has conducted a 
first read of the resolu�on and will be 
conduc�ng a second read soon, where they 
are expec�ng a recommenda�on for the 
proposal, which would then come to PGC on 
12/7 for approval. 

• Harry Brit was a former San Francisco 
supervisor, who was a significant ac�vist in 
San Francisco for LGBTQ+ rights. 

• Through feedback, many comments have 
been made of emphasizing that he was an 
educator to show he does have a connec�on 
to the college as he encouraged the first 
openly gay Board of Trustee, Tim Wolfred, to 
run for a seat on the Board. 

• There has been concern on naming an en�re 
building a�er someone that has more of an 
indirect connec�on to the college but there 



        
      

   
 

    
       

       
   

 
       

       
       

    
  

 
       

          
     

      
      

          
   

 
     

         
   

     
        

     
      

 
 

   
       

         
        

     
     

  
  

  
  

 
  

 
     

       

s�ll has been lots of support and it’s up to 
the Facili�es Commitee ul�mately to see 
what they decide. 

Angelica Campos thanked Kris�n Charles for 
bringing this up as he does seem to have 
connec�on to CCSF and added she is excited to see 
where this goes. 

J-Dawgert Carlin commented that Harry Brit is a 
very important LGBTQ+ ac�vist locally and on a 
state-level and so their minimal connec�on to the 
college doesn’t mean they haven’t had a profound 
impact on this ins�tu�on. 

Malinalli Villalobos thanked AVC Charles and asked 
if Harry Brit’s family has been no�fied and if they 
have had any comments on the proposal. 
Kris�n Charles responded that they haven’t and are 
unsure if the Board had reached out but will 
certainly find out what they can and bring it back in 
the next mee�ng. 

Fanny Law asked what the cost would be for re-
naming the building and if there are any dona�ons 
associated with the building. 
Lisa Cooper Wilkins responded that is informa�on 
Kris�n Charles will need to come back with. 
Kris�n Charles responded that they do not know of 
any dona�ons now but will ask her colleagues about 
it. 

Public Comments: 
Frederick Teddy commented that naming a building 
as big as MUB to Harry Brit seems dispropor�onate 
as he was minimally connected to the college and 
men�oned hearing a counter proposal of naming a 
smaller facility a�er him which seems like a much 
beter op�on. 

b. Student Conduct Board 
Policies Informa�on 
Item (Possible Ac�on) 

Presenter: Amy Coffey 

Amy Coffey asked for change about a different 
Board Policy, in the Student Conduct Board Policies. 



      
      

     
     

         
      

  
 

        
  

  
    

  
 

      
    

      
    

 
  

 
 

 

 
    

 

    
 

 
    

  
    

    
        

      
     

   
    

      
      

  
    

     
       

     
     

    
    

• In Administra�ve Procedure (AP) 5.16, in 
sec�ons 26 and 27, in the Sexual Misconduct 
Viola�ons, there are Board Policies 
referenced that no longer exist. 

• The policy listed for sec�on 26 is 1.36 but 
would be 2.31 and in sec�on 27 2.09 would 
be 2.32. 

Amelia Khong asked if the mistakes are due to 
typos. 
Amy Coffey responded that they are just out of date 
policies that have been renewed and need to be 
changed. 

Mo�oned to accept the proposed changes or 
correc�ons to the Student Conduct Policy. Mo�on 
moved by Alan D’Souza, second by Angelica 
Campos. Mo�on passed. 

No public comments. 

10 Standing Commitee Reports 

• Accredita�on Steering 
Commitee Presenter: Kris�n Charles 

Report: 
• The Accredita�on Steering Commitee did 

adopt objec�ves for 2023-2024 
• These objec�ves were in dra� form prior to 

submi�ng the response to the core 
inquiries and focus site visit. 

• Regarding our progress, in the last report it 
was noted the commitee had reviewed and 
discussed the dra� response in July and the 
Board of Trustees later accepted some 
refined versions in August, and then 
submited the final responses in September. 

• Dr. Endrijonas congratulated the college 
regarding the work the commitee has been 
doing and the standards and progress they 
have made. Dr. Endrijonas noted that the 
Peer Review Team will be making three 
compliance recommenda�ons rela�ng the 



    
     

     
    

     
    

      
      

   
 

      
      

      
  

 
    

      
   

 
     
        

 
     

  
 

  
       

   
      

     
    

    
         

   
    

   
 

         
 

        
    

      

Board of Trustees long term financial 
planning, delega�on of authority by the 
Board to the Chancellor and the board 
adhering to its policies. 

• Dr. Endrijonas also men�oned two 
improvement recommenda�ons which were 
related to providing a safe and healthy 
learning environment at all the campuses 
and transparency in the Board adopted 
budget. 

• The Commission mee�ng will take place 
January 10th, where they will review the Peer 
Review Teams findings and act, regarding 
the accredita�on. 

No public comments. 
• Budget Commitee 

Presenter: John Al-Almin 

John Al-Almin thanked everyone’s comments on the 
work needing to be done in the facili�es and the 
campus have begun to take step sin trying to 
resolve and create a beter environment for 
students and employees. 

Report: 
• On November 28th there will be a “Budget 

Town Hall mee�ng” where financial staff will 
be making a presenta�on to inform the 
campus on how budgets are being 
developed and the thoughts and priori�es 
that go into budget considera�ons 

• We want to make sure that we address 
concerns and provide informa�on so that 
people will become knowledgeable about 
the different challenges faced in budge4t 
development. 

• The 311 reports for the State have been sent 
and forwarded. 

• We are also in the process of having out 
preliminary actuals reviewed by our 
auditors, so an Audit Report presented to 



     
  

        
      

     
     
       

      
   

     
 

   
  

   
 

 
       

 
 

 

 
   

 
    

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
      

     
 

     
 

both the Budget Commitee and PGC in the 
future. 

• We are on track with our Quarterly 
Report/Numbers and there are no significant 
concerns with the budget. There are a 
couple outstanding items such as bargaining 
with 2 of our labor groups but the District is 
working to find a solu�on, which will be 
seen in the Financial Reports when 
presented to the campus and Board. 

No public comments. 

• Diversity Commitee Moved to the next mee�ng due to no presenter. 

11 Future Agenda Items • Alternates who cannot atend mee�ng in 
person. 

12 Adjournment Mo�on to adjourn the mee�ng. Moved by Amelia 
Khong, seconded by Malinalli Villalobos. 

Mee�ng adjourned at 5:48 PM 


