Summary of the Evaluation Report

INSTITUTION: De Anza College
DATE OF VISIT: October 24-27,2011
TEAM CHAIR: Dr. Radl Rodriguez, Chancellor

Rancho Santiago Community College District

An eleven-member accreditation evaluation team visited De Anza College from October 24
through October 27, 2011 to accomplish several tasks. Foremost among these was to determine
whether the institution is meeting the Commission’s Eligibility Requirements and the 2002
Accreditation Standards. Other major purposes of the visit were to evaluate how well the college
is achieving its stated purposes as delineated in the college mission statement, to provide
recommendations for quality assurance and institutional improvement, and to make a
confidential recommendation to the Accrediting Commission for Community and Junior
Colleges (ACCIC) regarding the accredited status of the college. The accreditation evaluation
team originally consisted of twelve members, but one team member withdrew prior to the site
visit.

In preparation for the site visit, the team chair attended a training session for team chairs on
August 30, 2011. All of the team members, including the team chair, attended a one-day training
orientation and study session on September 7, 2011 at the Oakland Airport Hilton. The team
chair and team assistant conducted a pre-visit to De Anza College in Cupertino on September 8,
2011 and to the Foothill-De Anza Community College District Office in Los Altos Hills on
September 9, 2011.

Prior to the visit, the team reviewed the De Anza College Institutional Self Study Report (2011),
the evaluation report of the team that visited De Anza College in 2005, the Focused Midterm
Report submitted by the college in 2008, the Follow-Up Report submitted by the college in 2009,
the Follow-Up Report submitted by the college in 2010, and the correspondence over the last six
years between the college and the ACCJC. The team also reviewed college documents, such as
the 2010-2011 College Catalog and the 2011 Fall Class Listing, as well as evidence cited in the
self study that could be accessed through the college website.

Based on responses to a questionnaire sent out by the team chair, the members of the visiting
team were assigned to one of the four accreditation standards. Further, four individuals from the
team were assigned the duty of serving as a lead team member for each one of the four standards.
Lead team members made work assignments to each member of the work team for their
particular standard. As part of the overall duties of serving on the visiting team, each team
member completed two written assignments prior to the visit. These team assignments assessed
the college self study, the responses to the recommendations of the previous evaluation team, and
the college planning agendas.

Commendations
The visiting team identified six areas for commendation:
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