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Judy also pointed out that six vacant positions are also being eliminated.  With 
regard to the two Adaptive Learning faculty positions being eliminated, Judy 
indicated that although the positions are being eliminated there are other possible 
teaching assignments available for those faculty. 
 
Judy encouraged everyone to support the people that they know who are affected by 
these reductions. 
 
Judy also mentioned that the REACH program is going away. She will meet with 
students and faculty and discuss possible ways to reinvent this program, perhaps 
through community education. 
 
Shirley also discussed the process the cabinet went through in arriving at the 
reduction list, how difficult it was and how much thought went into the process; she 
also called for people to support one another as we go through this multi‐layered 
process. 
 
Shelley Schreiber asked for clarification about the P.E. Facilities and Equipment 
Assistant position that is listed as vacant. Judy indicated this was a position held by 
Fidel Arreola, who had passed away. 
 
Ahmed Mostafi asked for clarification on a rumor regarding the Pass the Torch 
program going away, and also regarding the idea of one person replacing one 
another in a bumping process that was troubling to him.  Judy indicated the Pass the 
Torch program is not going away—a single position is being eliminated.  She, and 
Rose Myers and others explained to Ahmed how the bumping process works. 
 
David Garrido asked to know more about the reorganization process going on in 
relation to the layoffs.  Judy mentioned specifically that there was a reorganization 
of duties happening in the Bio/Health Division, as well as in Student Services area. 
She also indicated that in many cases, it was not so much a reorganization as a 
decrease in services, e.g. a cutback in lab hours or tutorial services. 
 
Chris White asked when the lists of reductions from DeAnza and Central Services 
would be available.  Judy indicated the district should be posting the lists on the web 
soon. 
 
Karen Erickson asked if the rumor mill page is still on President’s website, in case 
rumors should surface.  Judy indicated it was still there, and that HR will also be 
putting up a FAQ section on their website. 
 
Sindy Olsen said that people have been leaving meetings without a lot of 
information which might be helpful to them, and asked when will this information 
will be coming out?  She mentioned that she had spoken with Shirley, specifically 
about issues in regards to filing for EDD, Cobra benefits, etc.  Judy indicated that 
passing along questions to cabinet regarding information needed is great and that 





She specifically mentioned ACE participation with regard to assigning members to 
planning groups and voting rights, such as her position on the PaRC council not 
being a voting member, but only ex officio. She further indicated that ACE has 
specific knowledge of the contract, and whenever their members are affected, they 
should be included.  Judy indicated that she is aware that the District is responding 
to the letter from ACE’s attorney, and that we may be on a different page as to 
bargaining unit roles and that ACE’s interpretation of the Education Code is being 
considered. Judy also felt there could be discussion about bargaining unit roles on 
PaRC and other Foothill committees, however there are further larger issues that 
District is addressing with regard to things like hiring committees. 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PLANNING UPDATE – PECK 
 
Daniel updated the council regarding the work by Strategic Initiative committees. 
He went over the new simplified flowchart, as well as the timelines for Strategic 
Initiatives and the Educational Master Plan.  He also spoke about how resource 
allocation will move forward.  He indicated that May 5 will be PaRC’s first discussion 
about priority rankings and that it will follow a process similar to our earlier voting 
process regarding faculty positions.  He indicated the method that is being used 
allows for communication and has multiple stages for input.   
 
Karen Erickson asked when and how the Operations Planning Committee comes in?  
Daniel responded that the Operations Planning Committee will be screening for 
proper funding protocols, and may identify grants or other funding.  Judy also 
mentioned the possibility of divisions revisiting old funding requests from previous 
years that were possibly covered by bond measures, and a reconsideration of those 
requests. 
 
Judy talked about a shift with regard to how and where we are seeking funding.  She 
mentioned Obama’s plans and economic development, and the idea of seeking out 
federal appropriations, congressional earmarks, etc. She indicated that there are 
dollars out there.  They are looking for funding of a half million or more, and Richard 
Galope will be traveling to Washington in an effort to obtain this kind of funding for 
the college.  She also felt that with Richard’s changing role, it would be necessary to 
relinquish him from his role as Accreditation Officer.  Judy indicated that Kurt Hueg 
would be stepping into this role. 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ACCREDITATION UPDATE – MINER/GALOPE/HUEG  
 
Judy indicated that she had just received a response from the Accrediting 
Commission office, and that while the office has accepted Foothill’s report, they are 
requiring a follow‐up report in October with a request for further information.  She 
indicated that they are asking for more with regard to institutional outcomes.  Judy 



pointed out the FRAMEs work that has already been done will likely help in 
addressing this further request from the Commission. 
 
Richard Galope gave an update about where we are at in planning for the 
accreditation visit in 2012. He indicated that 43 members had signed up for the 
various committees.  Training of chairs will begin in March, he mentioned March 5 
as being a possible date for training.  He indicated that there was a great deal of 
behind the scenes work already happening to prepare for the self‐study, particularly 
the Office of Institutional Research has been gathering materials. 
 
Kurt Hueg followed up with comments on accreditation, indicating that we are in a 
good place.  He will begin work immediately to fill in all tri‐chair and committee 
positions.  Kurt shared the letter from the Accrediting Commission with the PaRC 
group. 
 
Follow up discussion from Dolores Davison and Rose Myers indicated that many 
colleges were having problems in working with the Accrediting Commission.  Rose 
mentioned that the state Chancellor’s Office had asked for ways to improve the 
working relationship between the Commission and the colleges, and that initially, 
the Commission had refused his request to speak with them. 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GENERAL DISCUSSION'
'
Ahmed—Indicated that the March in March moved to March 22nd.  He indicated that 
San Francisco City College will have 5000 students in attendance.  He said that 


