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Steps for Analyzing Evidence
Step 1:

Review the specific standard section to be analyzed.  

Step 2:
Read and review the suggested questions identified from the Self-Study Guide about the evidence needed to make a strong case.  

Step 3:
Carefully review the evidence several times before drawing conclusions or making judgments.

Step 4:
Draft a brief one or two paragraph description of what the College is doing to address the standard and its related questions focusing on the facts.

Step 5:
Provide a rating of how well the College is addressing the specific standard (see below for scoring rubric).Draft a one or two paragraph explanation for this rating based upon your assessment of the College’s activities in relation to the standard. Pay particular attention to the quality of our involvement and interventions since the last WASC self-study report. 
Step 6:
Conclude with comments and suggestions relative to the College’s response to the standard.
Scoring Rubric
	Superior
	College has worked on this issue/area and considerable improvement is noted

	Satisfactory
	College has taken some actions to address the issue/area and some improvement is noted.

	Needs Improvement
	College has not adequately addressed the issue/area.


Step 1:
 Review the Specific Standard Section
Standard 4.A.4:  The institution advocates and demonstrates honesty and integrity in its relationships with external agencies. It agrees to comply with Accrediting Commission standards, policies, and guidelines, and Commission requirements for public disclosure, self study and other reports, team visits, and prior approval of substantive changes. The institution moves expeditiously to respond to recommendations made by the Commission. 
Step 2: Read and Review Self-Study Questions

Suggested questions from the Self-Study Guide to help you think about how best to address the standard:  

· What does documentation of the institution’s past accreditation history show about integrity in its relationship with the commission – has it responded expeditiously and honestly to recommendations, are there citations indicating difficulty, etc.? 
· Are the institution’s communications of institutional qualities or effectiveness to the public accurate? 
· What is the institution’s track record in its relationship with the U.S. Department of Education? 
Step 3:
 Review the Evidence
· See correspondence between CCSF and Accrediting Commission staff, 1988 to 2004 (consult with Bob Gabriner)
· See Martha Lucey for public communications to residents of SF regarding CCSF programs and services, 2000 to 2004.
· Consult with Grants Office (Kristin Hersbell) on record of relationships with US Department of Education;  also consult with Jorge Bell for financial aid track record with US Department of Ed;  consult with Phyllis McGuire for CCSF relationship with US Department of Education in the area of VTEA and Perkins funds.
Step 4: Briefly describe how CCSF is addressing this standard
Step 5: Provide rating of how well College meets the standard.  Provide written explanation of why you gave that rating.
My rating (see p. 1) is: 
The reason I gave this rating is:

Step 6:
 Comments and suggestions relative to the College’s response to the standard
Standard 4.A.4 


Section:  The institution advocates and demonstrates honesty and integrity in its relationships with external agencies. It agrees to comply with Accrediting Com-mission standards, policies, and guidelines, and Commission requirements for public disclosure, self study and other reports, team visits, and prior approval of substantive changes. The institution moves expeditiously to respond to recommendations made by the Commission. 
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