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1 SanFrancisco, California, Tuesday, October 23, 2001 1 vague and ambiguous.
2 9:36 am. - 12:01 p.m. 2 Dr. Haught, I'll be objecting fromtimeto
3 3 time, and you'll till have to answer the questions but
4 DONALD G. HAUGHT, Ed.D., 4  I'mjust putting my objectionsin --
5 having been first duly sworn, was examined and testified 5 THEWITNESS: Oh, | see. | waswaiting for
6 asfollows 6 theruling.
7 7 MR. HERRON: No ruling. That will come later, but
8 EXAMINATION 8 I'mjust stating my objection to the question on the
9 BY MR.JACOBS: 9 record.
10 Q Mr. Haught, as | mentioned before, my nameis 10 MR. HAJELA: I'll rule on them.
11 Michad Jacobs. I'mwith Morrison & Foerster, and we 11 THE WITNESS: Would you restate the question?
12 represent the plaintiffsin this case against the State 12 BY MR.JACOBS:
13 andits agency defendants concerning the conditionsin 13 Q Sure. Canyou pleasetdl me briefly your job
14 certain Cdifornia public schools. 14 history and education?
15 In order to make sure that you understand 15 A | commenced as a dassroom teacher teaching
16 what's happening today, | want to just go over the rules 16 science and socid studies, and for ashort time | wasa
17 of the deposition with you and seeif you're comfortable 17 basketbal coach. And then | graduated into
18 with that. 18 school-level administration, assistant principal -- high
19 Firgt of dl, have you ever had your deposition 19 school principal, and then | was assistant
20 taken before? 20 superintendent for personndl, deputy superintendent for
21 A Yes 21 instruction, and superintendent, and then currently I'm
22 Q Ina-- hasyour deposition beentakenina 22 the executive director of the commission.
23 capacity associated with WASC? 23 Q Starting at the beginning, when did you first
24 A No. 24 become an assistant principa?
25 Q Wasit aschools-related deposition? 25 A Approximately 1965.
Page 7 Page 9
1 A Yes. | usedto beaschool superintendent. 1 Q What schoal isthat?
2 Q Wherewasthat? 2 A Barstow High School.
3 A In San Diego County; deputy superintendent in 3 Q Had you been teaching at that high school
4 Poway, and superintendent in Ramona Unified. 4  before you became assistant principal there?
5 Q Soyou know the basic procedure. If | ask a 5 A Yes
6 question, if you don't understand the question, you 6 Q And then you moved from assistant principaship
7 answer. And you understand that this will be recorded 7 toaprincipaship?
8 inatranscript that we may be ableto use at tria for 8 A Yes, but not a the same schoal.
9 certain purposes? 9 Q What year wasthat that you --
10 A Yes 10 A 1970.
11 MR. HERRON: Mike, | think you may have misspoken. | 11 Q Andwhat school was that?
12 | think you said if you don't understand the question, 12 A LagunaBeach High Schoal.
13 you answer. 13 Q Wasyour next move to the position of assistant
14 BY MR. JACOBS: 14 superintendent?
15 Q If you don't understand the question, please 15 A Correct.
16 ask meto clarify the question -- 16 Q What year was that?
17 A Oh, okay. 17 A 1975.
18 Q -- sothat we have aclear record. 18 Q What digtrict was that?
19 A Glad you restated that. | thought | was 19 A Poway Unified School Didtrict.
20 working with the board. 20 Q What year did you move to adeputy
21 Q Lettherecord reflect laughter al around. 21 superintendent seet?
22 A Y ou do confuse these, you know. 22 A Approximately 1982.
23 Q Could you briefly give me your job history and 23 Q Wasthat dso at Poway?
24 education? 24 A Yes
25 MR. HERRON: Objection; calsfor anarrative, 25 Q Andwhat was your area of responsibility as
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1 assstant superintendent? 1 Q Who wasthat?
2 A Asassstant superintendent | was in charge of 2 A Don Halverson.
3 personnel administration, selecting staff, disciplining 3 Q And how long before you did Mr. Halverson
4 daff, developing rules and regulations concerning 4 hold--
5 personnd relations, negotiating contracts. 5 MR. HERRON: Objection; callsfor --
6 Q And by "staff,” were you including -- did you 6 BY MR.JACOBS:
7 meantoinclude-- 7 Q --that position?
8 A Classified and certificated. 8 MR. HERRON: I'm sorry, Michadl. Objection; cdls
9 Q Andby "classified and certificated,” youre 9 for speculation.
10 referring -- in the certificated area, you're referring 10 THE WITNESS: I'm not sure. | think approximately
11 to certificated teachers? 11 sevenor eight years.
12 A Teachers, principas, every person that 12 BY MR.JACOBS:
13 requires acertificate to hold their job. 13 Q The-- your business card says "Accrediting
14 Q And by "certificate,” you're referring to a 14 Commission for Schools, WASC."
15 certificate from a State credentialing authority? 15 A Right.
16 A Yeah, credential. 16 Q What isthe digtinction between the Accrediting
17 Q And with respect to classified staff, you're 17 Commission for Schools and WASC, if any?
18 referring to administrative and maintenance staff, those | 18 A WASC isthe corporation. Western Association
19 categories, correct? 19 of Schoolsand Colleges, that corporation has three
20 A Right. All other support staff. 20 branches: senior colleges, junior colleges, and
21 Q Asdeputy superintendent did you have 21 schools, and each of those three branches has a
22 paticular areas of responsibility? 22 commission, and I'm responsible for the schools
23 A Yes. | wasin charge of theingtructional 23 commission. I'm the executive director of schools
24  program. | was deputy superintendent and director of 24 commission.
25 ingruction for the ditrict. 25 Q Youdo have asuperior & WASC?
Page 11 Page 13
1 Q Then you became superintendent? 1 A No.
2 A Correct. 2 Q Soyou report to whom?
3 Q Andinwhat year? 3 A | report to the commission, the schools
4 A 1986. 4 commission.
5 Q Andwasthat alsoin Poway? 5 Q Isthere aboard of directors of the Western
6 A No. That wasin Ramona Unified School 6 Association of Schools and Colleges?
7 Digtrict. 7 A Yes, thereis.
8 Q Whereisthat? 8 Q Doesit have achairman?
9 A That'sin San Diego County. It's coterminous 9 A Yes, it does.
10 with Poway. 10  Q Whoistha?
11 Q And how long did you hold that superintendency? | 11 MR. HERRON: Objection; calls for speculation.
12 A Sevenyears. 12 THE WITNESS: At the moment | can't remember who
13 Q Didyou moveto Western Association of Schools | 13 it-- whatis-- whoitis. The board of the Western
14 and Colleges after that? 14 Association of Schools and Collegesis made up of three
15 A Correct. 15 representatives from each of the commissions.
16 Q Soisthatin1993? 16 BY MR.JACOBS:
17 A Correct. 17 Q Okay.
18 Q And did you immediately become the executive 18 A And then they elect their own chair. And the
19 director? 19 current chair is a gentleman from the senior commission,
20 A Right. 20 and| -- they just changed and | don't remember his
21 Q Andyouve held that position since then? 21 name.
22 A Correct. 22 Q How are the commissioners sdlected?
23 Q Your predecessors -- was there an executive 23 A They are selected by -- they're recommend --
24 director before you at WASC? 24 they're selected by the commission itself, but they are
25 A Yes 25 recommended -- nominated and recommended by the agencies
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1 whomwe serve. Each agency that we serve recommends 1 A They recommend three; we take one. So for each
2 three candidates, and from those three candidates the 2 vacancy they have, they recommend three, and we take
3 commission selects amember to fill any vacancy that has 3 one
4 occurred, and they serve three-year terms and -- with a 4 Q Except for the ex officio --
5 maximum of two consecutive terms. So they generally 5 A Correct, which serves as a condition of their
6 servesixyears. 6 position.
7 Q And with respect to the accrediting commission 7 Q -- member, of course?
8 for schools, who are the agencies that you serve that 8 MR. HERRON: Doctor, it might be helpful if you let
9 youwerereferring to? 9 himfinish his question before you respond.
10 A Wel, the public schools of California, the 10 THE WITNESS: All right.
11 independent schools of California, represented by the 11 BY MR.JACOBS:
12 Cdifornia Association of Independent Schools, Seventh 12 Q Isthere an executive committee of the
13 Day Adventist Schools, Cathalic high schools and 13 accrediting commission for schools?
14 eementary schoals, the public schools of Hawaii, the 14 A Yes
15 Hawaii independent education association of schools, the 15 Q What is-- whoison that committee?
16 Cathalic schools of Hawaii, the public and private 16 A Thechair of the commission and the vice chair
17 schoalsin the pacific idands, Guam, Samoa and the 17 andme
18 Marianas, and the independent schools in Southeast Asia 18 Q Whoisthe current chair of the accrediting
19 Q Sowith respect to thefirst category, public 19 commission for schools?
20 schoolsin Cdifornia, isthere an agency that matches 20 A John Fitzpatrick.
21 that constituency? 21 Q How was he nominated? By whom was he nominated
22 MR. HERRON: Objection; vague and ambiguous. 22 asamember originaly?
23 THE WITNESS: The -- thereisnot an agency thet is 23 A The Association of California School
24 probably an umbrellathat goes over, so public schoal 24 Administrators.
25 representatives come from PTA. CaliforniaPTA 25 Q Thevice char iswho?
Page 15 Page 17
1 recommends members. Cdifornia School Board Association 1 A Chrigtine-- Chrigtina Dyer.
2 recommends members. Cdlifornia assoc- -- the 2 Q How was she originally nominated to the
3 Association of California School Administrators 3 commission?
4 recommends members. The CTA, California Teachers 4 A | guessan omission in my listing of where they
5 Association, recommends a member, the American 5 come from, we have dso three public members, and sheis
6 Federation of Teachersor | guess the CFT, Cdifornia 6 apublic member.
7 Federation of Teachers, recommends amember. And | 7 Q How arethe public members nominated?
8 think that comprises where the public school 8 A The-- we solicit nominations from the
9 representatives come from. They come from those 9 commissioners themsalves and other agencies that we work
10 sources; al of those people recommend members. 10 with. They nominate potential public members, and then
11 We have atotal of 12 that come from the 11 the commission has a nominating committee that reads
12 public -- California public constituency, and then 12 over these nominations and selects them from that pool.
13 Hawaii, and Hawaii -- the Hawaii administrators union 13 Q Arethe commissioners paid for their services?
14 recommends a member, Hawaii teachers union recommendsa | 14 A No.
15 member, and then we have one member, ex officio member 15 Q Including the public members?
16 from each of the departments of Ed, California 16 A No, noneare paid.
17 department of Ed and Hawaii Department of Ed. 17 Q Arethey compensated for expensesincurred in
18 BY MR.JACOBS: 18 doing commission work?
19 Q Thetota membership of the schools commission 19 A Yes theyare.
20 iswhat? 20 Q So, for example, travel and hotel and the like?
21 A 25. Actudly, scratch that. It's 26. We have 21 A Travel and hotdl.
22 onevacancy. So 25 acting. 22 Q And how about for meeting attendance? Arethey
23 Q Sointhe case of the California school 23 compensated for that?
24 recommenders, do they each recommend three and you take 24 A Just for expenses.
25 three, or do you make a selection from them? 25 Q When -- have you had occasion to estimate the
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1 amount of time amember of an accrediting commission 1 committee reportsin advance of the meeting, and they
2 spendsasacommissioner? 2 cal the chairs of the visiting committeesif they have
3 MR. HERRON: Objection; vague and ambiguous, calls 3 guestions and make notes.
4 for speculation. 4 Then at the meeting they meet in these reading
5 THE WITNESS: No, I haven't specificaly sat down 5 groups, discuss the reports they've read, make a
6 and calculated how much time each member does. 6 determination if they agree with the visiting
7 BY MR.JACOBS: 7 committeg's findings, and if they disagree, they bring
8 Q Indiscussing with a potential member their 8 that to the attention of the entire commission, which we
9 potential service, do you give them some sense of what 9  will make copies then for the entire commission to
10 the commitment represents? 10 review prior to that discusson. And then they
11 MR. HERRON: Objection; vague and ambiguous, 11 determine -- the commission as a group votes on the
12 assumesfacts not in evidence. 12 termsto be assigned.
13 THE WITNESS: Wetdl them how many daysthe 13 BY MR.JACOBS:
14 commission meets, and we tell them that they're expected 14 Q Thevisiting committee in the ordinary case
15 tobe on one schoal visit for every two years, and that 15 meakes arecommendation asto what the term of
16 that takes at least four days. 16 accreditation should be?
17 BY MR.JACOBS: 17 A Correct. Correct.
18 Q How many days does the commission meet per 18 Q Andthenif thereading -- didwecdl ita
19 year? 19 reading committee or reviewing committee?
20 A Six. 20 A Commission reading group. | think that's what
21 Q Wheat are the duties of the full commission of, 21 wecdlit. Reading group, yeah.
22 inthis case, the accrediting commission for schools? 22 Q If the commission reading group agrees with
23 (Ms. Kaatz enters the room.) 23 that recommendation, the commission reading group
24  MR.HERRON: Objection; callsfor anarrative. 24 reportsthat to the full commission?
25 THE WITNESS: The commissionis-- actsasthe 25 A Correct.
Page 19 Page 21
1 board of directors for the commission. So they do 1 Q Andintheordinary case, | imagine the full
2 things such as approve the budget, hire the executive 2 commission doesn't discuss the recommendations that
3 director, evauate the executive director, establish 3 the-- where the commission reading group has agreed
4 policiesthat relate to the business of the commission, 4 with the visiting committee; isthat correct?
5 approve documentsthat are used in reviewing and 5 A That's correct.
6 accrediting schools, and findly, read the reports from 6 Q Andif the commission reading group disagrees
7 thevisiting teams and assign terms of accreditation to 7  with the recommendation of the visiting committee,
8 theschools. 8 would, inthe ordinary case, the full commission discuss
9 BY MR.JACOBS: 9 that disagreement and make a decision about which view
10 Q Could you discuss the process with respect to 10 to adopt?
11 thelast step? And just to focusthe question alittle 11 MR. HERRON: Objection; asked and answered.
12 hit, let's assume that the visiting committee has 12 THE WITNESS: Correct. That's correct.
13 completed dl of itswork and al those steps leading up 13 Isthere any water?
14 tothat have been completed. What happens at the 14 MR. JACOBS: Off therecord.
15 commission leve in terms of reading the reports from 15 (Off the record.)
16 thevisiting teams and assigning terms of accreditation? 16 BY MR.JACOBS:
17 MR. HERRON: Objection; compound, vague and 17 Q You have aperson undernesth you, correct, asa
18 ambiguous, incomplete, and improper hypothetical. 18 paid staff person?
19 THE WITNESS: We dividethe commissonintosix | 19 A Yes
20 reading groups of four each, and since we -- our 20 Q Andthat's Ms. George?
21 devise -- or, you know, there are 25 people, so we have 21 A Correct.
22 oneleft over, so the chair doesn't participate in this 22 Q Andhertitleis?
23 activity directly. 23 A Associate executive director.
24 And then al of the reports are divided up 24 Q What other professiond staff are assigned to
25 among those six teams, and they read al the visiting 25 theaccrediting commission for schools?
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1 A There's another associate executive director 1 regarding schools weve dealt with in the past, and |
2 whois-- histitleis associate executive director for 2 answer those questions if | know.
3 operations. 3 Q What are your duties as executive director?
4 Q Arethere any other professiona staff? 4 A Wadl, I'mthe CEO of the organization, so I'm
5 A No. 5 responsible for planning the budget, preparing the
6 Q What istherole of the professional staff at 6 budget, presenting it, carrying it out, hiring and
7 the stage we were just discussing; thet is, where there 7 evaluating staff, scheduling the schools for -- or
8 hasbeen arecommendation from avisiting committee and 8 seeing that the schools are scheduled for accreditation
9 now the visiting committee recommendation is under 9 inatimely manner, assigning committee members to go
10 review by the commission? 10 and review schools, recruiting committee members,
11 A If thereis aneed for additional research, 11 training chairs for visiting teams, and maintaining
12 they would do that research or at least accept the -- 12 public relations with our various constituent groups.
13 assist the commission reading group in doing the 13 MR. HERRON: That'salot of duties.
14 research. 14 THE WITNESS: Y eah, there are a couple more, but |
15 Q Isthere-- doesthe professional staff -- and 15 can't remember them. I'm on drugs.
16 by that I'mincluding you -- play any roleinthe 16 BY MR.JACOBS.
17 process by which a commission reading group decides 17 Q Actualy, | should ask you about that. Are you
18 whether to agree or disagree with avisiting group 18 on medication today because of your accident?
19 recommendation? 19 A Yes. Yeah, Motrin.
20 MR. HERRON: Objection; vague and ambiguous. 20 (Mr. Seferian enters the room.)
21 THEWITNESS: Our intentionisnot to. Our 21 BY MR.JACOBS:
22 intention isto act as staff and provide support; let 22 Q Inyour judgment, is that affecting your
23 thecommission act asajury. 23 ahility to answer the kinds of questions we've discussed
24 BY MR.JACOBS: 24 sofar?
25 Q Doesthe professiona staff play any rolein 25 A | don't think so, but | generally give myself
Page 23 Page 25
1 atempting to achieve consistency between different 1 anA 0.
2 reading groups? 2 Q Do you -- one of your dutiesisto recommend
3 MR. HERRON: Objection; vague and ambiguous. 3 palicy changesto the organization?
4 THEWITNESS: Inthe way that weve st up the 4 A Yes itis.
5 processfor review, weve attempted to set up a 5 Q And haveyou, in fact, recommended policy
6 dructure that would encourage the commission treating 6 changesto the organization during your tenure?
7 dl the schodls in an even-handed manner, and in doing 7 A Yes | have.
8 theresearch about the schoal, if were asked to do 8 Q What's the most recent example that comes to
9 research, they might ask usto research sSmilar 9 mind?
10 stuations. We would present that, and then wed trust 10 A Themost recent that comesto mind iswe had a
11 the commission to make objective assessments. 11 procedure for schoolsthat got a three-year term of
12 BY MR.JACOBS: 12 accreditation, limited term of accreditation for three
13 Q Do you persondly attend the commission 13 years, and the requirement was that they got a
14 meetings a which the reports of the commissionreading | 14 three-year term and they had to go through afull
15 groups are discussed? 15 sdf-study inthreeyears. Going through a self-study
16 A Yes 16 isaveryarduousprocess. It takesayear and ahalf
17 Q Doesthe commission turn to you periodicaly 17 totwoyearstoredly doit, and it involvesalot of
18 and ask you for your thoughts on whether acommission 18 environmental scanning, getting stakeholder involvement,
19 reading group recommendation should be adopted? 19 having aplethora of meetings with various constituency
20 A No. 20 groups, collecting alot of data, doing analysis. It's
21 Q Do you ever offer your views on that question 21 avery, very arduous process.
22 a commission meetings? 22 If aschool gets athree-year term, they've got
23 A No, not specificaly. 23 tostart inthe day they find out their term to get
24 Q Inagenea sense do you give recommendations? | 24 ready for the next time. And the reason they're getting
25 A Sometimes they ask me historical questions 25 athree-year term is because there's something wrong
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1 withthe school that needs to be repaired, that needsto 1 Q And| takeit that the Focus on Learning

2 befixed, so the kids can have a better opportunity to 2 required achangein the identified standards for

3 learn. 3 accreditation?

4 So | recommended that we change that; that 4 A Yes

5 poalicy not require schools with three-year termsto go 5 Q And the current standards are the Focus on

6 throughafull salf-study dmost as a punitive action, 6 Learning standards; isthat correct?

7 but rather require them to fix what the problem s, and 7 A Correct.

8 giveusareport a the end of three years asto 8 Q Have there been any changesin the standards

9 progress they've made on dedling with the issues that 9 sincethe adoption of the Focus on Learning approach?
10 caused themto get the three-year termin the first 10  MR.HERRON: Objection; asked and answered.
11 place. 11  THEWITNESS: Inthe standards, no. Intheway the
12 And then making progress on that would be a 12 dandards areinterpreted, yes.
13 condition of having another three-year term assigned, 13 BY MR.JACOBS:
14 and then they would be back into the six-year 14 Q Andwhat isthat change?
15 assgnment. And there are gradations of this. If they 15 A Sincewe adopted Focus on Learning -- this
16 did very little, they could get, you know, onemoreyear | 16 relates only to Californiapublic schools. Sincewe
17 and two more years and so forth, but the maximum 17 adopted Focus on Learning, the State has adopted content
18 would bethree. 18 standards, and we have merged those content standards
19 So | think, you know, that's a recent and 19 into our criteria-- what we cdl our "standards
20 fairly significant policy change. 20 criterid” into our criteria. And so they fit in okay,
21 Q And| takeit the commission adopted that 21 but we've been more specific in indicating what part of
22 recommendation? 22 thecriteria
23 A Yes, dfter the third recommendation of it. 23 Q Hasthere been any change since the adoption of
24 Q Have there been any changesin policy since 24 Focus on Learning in the standards as they relate to the
25 you've been executive director with respect to 25 accreditation term? In other words, have the standards

Page 27 Page 29

1 accreditation standards? 1 with respect to getting athree-year termversus a

2 A Yes 2 six-year term changed?

3 Q Canyoutdl uswhat those have been? 3 A There hasn't been a specific conscious

4 A Widl, we actualy have changed the entire 4 statement of change, but the number of schoals,

5 protocol for accreditation, and the title that we chose 5 percentage of schools getting limited terms has

6 for the new processreflects | think to some degree the 6 increasedinthelast four or five years. Not

7 direction were going. Thetitle of the processis 7 dramatically, but each year it is creeping up.

8 caled Focuson Learning. 8 Q What doesthat reflect?

9 Previoudly we primarily reviewed inputs, what 9 MR. HERRON: Objection; vague and ambiguous.
10 teacherswere doing, what their credentids were, what 10 THE WITNESS: | don't understand.
11 facilities were available and so forth, and we've 11 BY MR.JACOBS:
12 changed to afocus on outputs, trying to get to the 12 Q Doesthat reflect achange of viewpoint at the
13 point wherewere looking at our students learning. Is 13 level of the commission asto how the term of
14 the school adding value through its program? And the 14 accreditation should be used?
15 bottomlineof it dl is, "Are students learning more 15 MR. HERRON: Objection; vague and ambiguousin use
16 and better, or not?' without regard to what all the 16 of theterm "that." Callsfor speculation.
17 processes are, because that's the bottom line. 17 THE WITNESS: Committees focus more specificaly
18 So that's the generd thrust of the policy, the 18 onthe degreeto which students are learning. | think
19 process change that welve made since |'ve been the 19 they're coming with evidence, more evidence that the
20 executivedirector. 20 school needsto work harder to ensure that all kids
21 Q That wasin approximately 19957 21 learn, and that's being reflected in the terms. And
22 A Yesh. We gtarted using that new systemin 22 thatis, infact, my estimation. | don't have factsto
23 1995, and have continued to try to make in-flight 23 support that.
24 correctionsto get a bit more focused and more efficient 24 BY MR.JACOBS:
25 sdincethat time. 25 Q Maeaning that that's your estimation of what the
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1 committeeisthinking, or that's -- 1 themselvesfor potential accreditation and going through
2 A Astowhythisis happening, why the visiting 2 thatinitial screening, do you have arough breakdown of
3 committees are recommending more limited terms. 3 what the mix is of schools as between independent
4 Q Intermsof the number of outright denials of 4 schools, charter schools, typicd public schools, other
5 accreditation, have there been any numerical trendsin 5 categories?
6 that category since you've been executive director? 6 MR. HERRON: Objection; vague and ambiguous asto
7 A | don't -- no, there's been no significant 7 time and vague and ambiguous as phrased.
8 changeinthat. A cavesat that once the school is-- has 8 THE WITNESS: | redly don't know offhand.
9 initial accreditation, isit initialy admitted asa 9 BY MR.JACOBS:
10 WASC school. My former statement is correct. 10 Q What would you say is the percentage that would
11 What has happened is we've become much more 11 beassigned to regular public schools that nominate
12 rigorousin our initial reviews as to whether to alow 12 themselves -- that have nominated themselves over the
13 theschool to participatein WASC a al or not. Weve 13 last -- since you've been executive director?
14 eiminated many more from the beginning because we don't 14 MR. HERRON: Objection; asked and answered. The
15 want to encourage failure, and aso we don't believe 15 question before asked for him to speculate.
16 they can become accredited if they try, soweliketo 16 THE WITNESS: | couldn't give an answer that |
17 useour initia review asthe primary screen-out point. 17 would feel comfortable asto being correct.
18 Q If youlook back on the period in which you've 18 BY MR.JACOBS:
19 been executive director, can you estimate for me how 19 Q Isthereaway to find out that answer from
20 many initia reviews have been of Californiapublic 20 documents at WASC?
21 schools? Solet me clarify what I'm asking you. 21 A Yes
22 There are new schools coming into the WASC 22 Q What would those documents be?
23 system. 23 A Actuadly, those turned down, we wouldn't have a
24 A Mm-hmm. 24 record of that. Of those accepted, we have documents
25 Q And | would guess that many of those are 25 that would alow usto research that.
Page 31 Page 33
1 independent schooals; isthat correct? 1 Q And when you say you have no record of those
2 A That's correct. 2 turned down, do you literally mean you have no record or
3 Q And there may be new charter schools that come 3 that there's no public record?
4 up for accreditation; isthat correct? 4 A When -- if they don't associate with us, we
5 A That's correct. 5 takethem out of our record. And if we don't approve
6 Q And actualy, let me pausethere. How do you 6 them for accreditation, we don't keep contact with them.
7 treat charter schools? Do you treat them as otherwise 7 Wedon't keep any record of that.
8 ordinary Cdifornia public schools? 8 Q Soif they come back next year, you don't have
9 MR. HERRON: Objection; vague and ambiguous, 9 afileto go back to?
10 compound. 10 A Widl, if they come back next year, we would,
11 THE WITNESS: We -- charter schools comein sucha 11 but if they don't come back next year, it expunges
12 variety, it's hard to answer, give a generdized answer 12 itsdf.
13 dowetrest them as Cdifornia public schools. We trest 13 Q Soliterdly you have a one-year record
14 them aswe would treat aschool of that genre, whether 14 retention policy with respect to --
15 it waspublic or private. 15 A | believeregarding thosg, | believe that's
16 BY MR.JACOBS: 16 correct.
17 Q So, for example, what? 17 Q Andyou maintain no list of who's approached
18 A Wl there are lots of small independent 18 thecommission for accreditation and who's been turned
19 schoolsthat arejust private. They're not connected to 19 down?
20 theStateat al. If we had asmall charter school that 20 A No.
21 wassimilar to that, that's the process we would usein 21 Q Isthat -- isthere areason -- apolicy reason
22 reviewing it rather than comparing it to a public 22 why you do that?
23 school, per se. 23 A Storage space.
24 Q Inlooking at the mix of schools that have come 24 Q Anyother?
25 into the WASC -- come into WASC's purview by nominating | 25 A Not that | know of, except that it has no
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1 particular valueto us. 1 send them apacket of communications, ask them for more
2 Q When you turn down a school at the screening 2 information about their school, and they fill that out
3 dage-- isthat what you had referred to it as, a 3 andsendit back to us. Wereview that and then we
4 "screening stage,”" or what's the terminology you used? 4 assign acommittee to go and actually review the school.
5 A That works, yeah, screening stage, initid -- 5 Q And how does that committee relate to the --
6 initia requedt, initia review. 6 let mestart over again.
7 Q What is-- with respect to aninitid review, 7 Istheinitial review committee a standing
8 isthe school given an explanation of why it did not 8 committee of the commission --
9 passinitia review? 9 A No.
10 A Yes 10 Q --orisitmoreanadhoc --
11 Q Anddoesthat -- isthere aformet for that 11 A It'sad hoc.
12 that you use consistently acrossinitia reviews? 12 Q Andisthere astanding committee of the
13 A Wadl, whentheinitia review is done, the 13 commission that reviews recommendations of theinitial
14 initid review committee makes recommendationsfor the | 14 review committee?
15 school, and those recommendations would identify the 15 A Thecommission itself does that.
16 aeaswherethey were ddficient. And if those 16 Q Caorrect. Thewhole commission.
17 deficiencies were so greet as to make them indligible, 17 A Mm-hmm.
18 that would be their reasons, and we send them that 18 Q And doesthe staff play arole in the substance
19 report. 19 of the recommendation to the full commission?
20 Some, however, simply do not mest the WASC 20 MR. HERRON: Objection; vague and ambiguous.
21 charter for being accredited by us, whichisavery 21 THE WITNESS: The recommendation as to whether the
22 common reason. 22 school be accredited or become amember of WASC?
23 Q That reason would not apply to a Cdifornia 23 BY MR.JACOBS:
24 public school; isthat correct? 24 Q Yes
25 MR. HERRON: Objection; argumentative, assumes | 25 A Would you restate the question?
Page 35 Page 37
1 factsnotinevidence, cdlsfor speculation. 1 Q Sojusttobeclear, | asked you before about
2 THE WITNESS: It could. 2 therole of the staff in recommendations from reading
3 BY MR.JACOBS. 3 committeesto the full commission.
4 Q Inwhat case? 4 A Mm-hmm.
5 A Widl, WASC charter provides that we accredit 5 Q Andnow | was asking about the role of the
6 institutions, and the commission has defined 6 oaff in recommendations from the initial review
7 inditutions' as a comprehensive education program. So | 7 committee to the commission, and I'm asking about the
8 if there were a Cdlifornia public ingtitution -- | guess 8 substantive involvement.
9 wewouldnt call it aschool -- apublic agency that 9 A Doesthe staff play arole? Yes. When these
10 onlytrained studentsin computer technology, for 10 reportscomein, | read them or one of the associates
11 example, then that would not be digible for 11 do, and we put them on the agenda with a recommendation
12 accreditation by WASC. 12 toapproveor not approve.
13 Q Andinthat case youwould -- | teke it they 13 Q And are those recommendations discussed at a
14 would get ardatively brief letter that would say, 14 meeting of the commission that would also be discussing
15 "Heresthebasic digihility criteriafor 15 recommendations from review committees as to existing
16 accreditation. You dont fal into that category"? 16 accredited schools?
17 A Exactly. 17 MR. HERRON: Objection; very long.
18 Q And then with respect to -- 18 THEWITNESS: Yes.
19 A And it's often done by a phone call, actualy. 19 BY MR.JACOBS:
20 Q Thenwith respect to schools that pass that 20 Q Do you keep records of the recommendations for
21 initia "do you fal within our purview step” -- 21 approva or not approval that you make with respect to
22 A Mmhmm. 22 reportsfrom theinitial review committee?
23 Q -- what isthe communications vehicle for 23 MR. HERRON: Can| ask what "you" isin that
24  getting back to them? 24 sentence, Michad? Isit the commission?
25 A We-- if they fal within our purview, then we 25 BY MR.JACOBS:
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Q Ithinkit'sclear.

MR. HERRON: No, | think itisn't. Objection;
vague and ambiguous.

THE WITNESS: Ask methat question again, please.
BY MR. JACOBS:

Q Sure. Do you keep records of the
recommendations to the commission for approval or not
approval that the staff people make based on theinitia
review committeg's reports?

MR. HERRON: Objection; vague and ambiguous.

THE WITNESS; Wdl, if we -- no, | don't think we
do. We keep records of what the commission does, their
actions, but not what our recommendations are.

BY MR. JACOBS:

Q If aschool passestheinitia "doesit fall
within our purview" test --

A Mmhmm.

Q -- doesthedenid of accreditation require
commission action?

A No.

Q How canaschoal -- what process steps can lead
to adenia without commission action?

A If the -- we have the commission policy on
schools they accredit, and the staff reviews the school
against those and advises the school that they don't
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four-day mesting that there is a concentrated mesting at
which alot of work is done of the commission; is that
correct?

MR. HERRON: Objection; misconstrues prior
testimony.

THE WITNESS: Yeah, | didn't mention afour-day
mesting.
BY MR. JACOBS:

Q Maybe you said four days of meetings. |Is
that --

A | said six days of meetings.

Q Six days of mestings.

A And they happen in three different settings.

Q Okay. Sothree different settings of two days
each?

A Correct.

Q Andwasthere -- what was the most recent
commission meeting?

A Late June of this-- of 2001.

Q Andwhat isthe agenda of -- what's the format
of the agenda for a commission meeting?

MR. HERRON: Objection; vague and ambiguous.

THE WITNESS: Format of the agenda? We have action
items, discussion items, consent calendar items,
executive committee executive session items, and other.

©CooO~NOULE, WN B
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meet those criteria, and they'refairly smple. And if
aschool should believe they do, they could apped it.

Q Istherea-- what do you cdll adenia of an
accreditation that you just described?

A | don't know if | have aword for it. "You
don't meet the criteriato be accredited by our agency.”

Q Andthisisaset of criteria different from
the "do you fdl within the purview" test?

A | thought that's what we were talking about,
from the purview test.

Q Okay. Sonow they've passed that filter --

A Oh, okay.

Q -- and then they've passed the --

A Oh, now they'rein the purview. And now the
guestion is?

Q Istherea-- doesthe denia of accreditation
require commission action?

A Yes

Q And so of the schools that fall within the --
that fall within the purview of the commission, the
records of the commission would show which schools were
and were not accredited; isthat correct?

A Correct.

Q Inthe-- interms of the process of the
commission, | gathered from your comments about a
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BY MR. JACOBS:

Q Andwith respect toinitia review committee
recommendations, would some of those be assigned to
various of those categories on the agenda?

MR. HERRON: Objection; vague and ambiguous.

THE WITNESS: Theyd be onthe agenda. | wasjust
outlining the general nature. Y es, they would.

BY MR. JACOBS:

Q Maeaning that some might be --

A -- on the consent and some might be on the
action.

Q Atthelast meeting of the commission, how many
individual -- and by “individua," | mean
school-by-school recommendations -- whether initia or
otherwise, were on the agenda of the commission?

MR. HERRON: Objection; calls for speculation.

THE WITNESS: How many school -- names of schools
with action related to them --

BY MR. JACOBS:

Q Yes

A -- was on the agenda, the last agenda?

Q Yes

A | don't know specifically.

Q Inarough sense, doesit -- isthere apattern
in terms of how many are on the agenda of each meeting?
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1 MR. HERRON: Objection; calls for speculation. 1 school?
2 THE WITNESS: The pattern goes like this: In 2 A Yes, | think that communicates.
3 January there are not very many, and that's primarily a 3 | don't have in mind what theratios are. I've
4 meeting where we deal with policy and forward thinking, 4 never even thought of it like that.
5 those kinds of things. Who moved your cheese and those 5 Q Do you havein mind how many new schools have
6 kinds of questions. 6 comeinto the WASC system over the last severa years?
7 April, we have more -- it becomes 7 MR. HERRON: Objection; calls for speculation.
8 predominantly reviewing schools and examining the 8 THE WITNESS: We usudly increase about two percent
9 tentative budget. June, it is predominantly reviewing 9 peryear.
10 schools and approval of the budget. That's kind of how 10 BY MR.JACOBS:
11 theflow of the business goes in the year. 11 Q And the current number of schools?
12 BY MR.JACOBS: 12 A Isnear 3,000.
13 Q Andis-- and then the cycle begins again with 13 Q Theseare-- and these 3,000 schools include
14 the next January meeting; is that correct? 14 independent schools and Seventh Day Adventist schools
15 A Yes 15 and schools like that, correct?
16 Q Soin the June meeting roughly how many schools | 16 A Correct.
17 areconsidered? 17 Q Soof the 3,000, do you have arough sense of
18 MR. HERRON: Objection; asked and answered, calls | 18 how many of them are California public schools?
19 for speculation. 19 MR. HERRON: Objection; calls for speculation.
20 THE WITNESS: Did you say "roughly"? 20 THE WITNESS: | don't know how many there are.
21 BY MR.JACOBS: 21 What | would say would just be aguess. | don't know.
22 Q Yes 22 BY MR.JACOBS:
23 A 200. 23 Q Onceoneisaccredited, does one pay afeeto
24 Q And of those 200, some of them would be 24 WASCto -- as sort of amembership fee?
25 re-accreditation and some of them would be initia 25 A Correct.
Page 43 Page 45
1 accreditation? 1 Q And doesthat fee vary based on school
2 A Correct. 2 characterigtics?
3 Q AndinApril about how many schools are 3 A Yes; secondary versus elementary.
4 considered? 4 Q What'sthe fee for a secondary school?
5 MR. HERRON: Objection; cdlls for speculation. 5 A $575 per year.
6 THE WITNESS: 180. 6 Q And for eementary schools?
7 BY MR.JACOBS: 7 A $300 per yesr.
8 Q AndinJanuary? 8 Q What are the other sources of revenue for the
9 MR. HERRON: Same objection. 9 WASC accrediting commission for schools other than those
10 THE WITNESS: 50. 10 fees?
11 BY MR.JACOBS: 11 A When we send teams out to review the school,
12 Q AndinJune, rough breakdown of initia versus 12 theschools pay the expenses for that. They pay us, and
13 re-accreditation? 13 we pay the expenses, but, you know, itsa-- it'sa
14 MR. HERRON: Objection; cdlls for speculation. 14  wash-through.
15 Y ou don't need to guess, Dr. Haught. If you 15 Q It'sareimbursement?
16 haveabasis, you should answer. 16 A Correct, mm-hmm.
17 THE WITNESS: | don't know the answer to that. 17 Q What other sources of revenue are there?
18 BY MR.JACOBS: 18 A Wadll, interest on investmentsis a small
19 Q How about, over the course of ayear, what's 19 amount, and then that'siit.
20 therough breakdown between initial accreditation and 20 Q Sothe constituencies you identified, such as
21 re-accreditation? 21 Seventh Day Adventist or Catholic high schoals, public
22 MR. HERRON: Objection; cdlls for speculation. 22 schools of Hawaii, they don't pay amembership fee?
23 BY MR.JACOBS: 23 A Theschools do.
24 Q Frstof dl, is"re-accreditation" a proper 24 Q But at the organization level they do not?
25 termto use for the review of a previoudy accredited 25 A No, the organizations do not. Andwe --
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there's one other -- we got asmall stipend from the
State Department -- U.S. Department of State to
facilitate assisting schools in Southeast Asiathat
serve embassy students.

Q Would you like to take a couple-minute break?

A Arewe getting pretty close to the end?

Q No. Just hour by hour, | liketo giveyou a
shot.

A Okay. Sure.

(Recesstaken: 10:33 until 10:45 am.)

BY MR. JACOBS:

Q I'dliketo show you a couple of documents that
we printed out in preparation for your deposition from
the WASC website. Well mark these as -- |et's go off
the record for aminute.

(Discussion off the record.)

BY MR. JACOBS:

Q Sowell mark as Deposition Exhibit 150 a page
caled "More about WASC" that's got a printout date of
October 11th, 2001 onit.

And well mark as 151 a page marked "Magjor
Accrediting Actions, 1999-2000," with a printout date of
10/23/2000.

And well mark as 152 an eight-page document
headed "Frequently Asked Questions,” with a printout
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high schools," do you see that?

A Yes

Q Do you see"Cdifornia, 826"?

A Right.

Q Asof the date thiswas prepared, which | take
it was the year 2000, does that indicate that there were
826 Cdlifornia public comprehensive high schools that
had been accredited by WASC?

A Correct.

Q And then you see down toward the bottom it
says, "19 Cdlifornia public middle/intermediate
schools*?

A Oh, yes, | do, mm-hmm.

Q And doesthat indicate that WASC has accredited
19 Cdiifornia public middle or intermediate schools?

MR. HERRON: Objection; calls for speculation.

THE WITNESS: | presume o, but that has a question
mark after it, so | don't know.

MR. JACOBS: | think the question mark arises out
of the formulation of the "Did you know that WASC
accredits’ --

A Oh, oh, okay. Yes, it meansthat we accredited
19 public intermediate schoals.

Q Just to tag down -- tap down that tent flap,
how isit that WASC accredits intermediate or middle

©CooO~NOULE, WN B
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date of October 22, 2001.
If you'd take alook at Exhibit 150, sir.

MR. HERRON: The way thisworksisyou get an
opportunity to review the entire document until you fed
like you're comfortable answering questions abot it.

(Deposition Exhibits 150 - 152 were marked.)
BY MR. JACOBS:

Q Could you briefly explain the categories of
accreditation that are listed on that page?

MR. HERRON: Wadll, | object that the document
speaks for itsalf, and you haven't given him opportunity
to even review it.

THE WITNESS: And what was your question?

MR. JACOBS: Would you read it back, please?

(The record was read as follows:
"Question: Could you briefly explain the
categories of accreditation that are listed on
that page?")

MR. HERRON: Objection; vague and ambiguous in the
use of the term "categories.”

THE WITNESS: | don't think this speaksto
categories of accreditation. It speaksto types of
schoolsthat are credited.

BY MR. JACOBS:
Q Looking at "Accredited public comprehensive
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schools?

MR. HERRON: Objection; vague and ambiguous.

THE WITNESS: Any school that wantsto be
accredited can apply to us for accreditation.

BY MR. JACOBS:

Q Andyou havethe -- and it passesthe first
filter of "Doesit fall within our purview" even if --

A Right.

Q --evenifit'sanintermediate or middle
school ?

A Correct.

Q Andisthe procedure for accrediting a public
middle or intermediate school substantially the same for
accrediting a high school?

A Yes

Q Isthisan areathat WASC is activein trying
to promote its accreditation services; that is, isWASC
indicating to middle and intermediate schoolsin an
affirmative way, "Were available for potentialy
accrediting you"?

MR. HERRON: Objection; vague and ambiguous,
compound.

THE WITNESS: We haven't done any big public
relations project to recruit public eementary schoals.
BY MR. JACOBS:
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1 Q Or intermediate or middle? 1 BY MR.JACOBS:
2 A Orintermediate or middle. Except in the case 2 Q And that'sthe WASC fisca year? Isthat --
3 of middle schools when they are in high schoal districts 3 A Right.
4 tha are made up of grades 7 through 12, we advocate 4 Q -- what you meant to say?
5 that they accredit the middle schools or junior high 5 Areyou familiar with the materia on the
6 schools aong with their high schools for articulation 6 website?
7 purposes. ‘ 7 A Notall of it. | mean| don't think there's
8 Q And by "aticulation," what do you mean? 8 anything up there that would surprise me, but |
9 A Widll, they have acommon basis for developing 9 havent -- | don't regularly go through and reread it.
10 their school improvement programs, conversation among | 10 Q Isthere one of your staff peoplewho is
11 the staff, rather than severd different improvement 11 responsiblefor updating the website?
12 drategies. 12 A Yes
13 Q Do you have an understanding of how the -- all 13 Q Whoisthat?
14 or substantialy dl of these 19 Cdlifornia public 14 A George Bronson.
15 middle or intermediate schools happen to fall within 15 Q Ishethe operations assistant, assistant
16 WASCsorbit? 16 director?
17 MR. HERRON: Objection; assumesfactsnot in 17 A Correct.
18 evidence, vague and ambiguous. 18 Q Canyou go through these and explain briefly
19 THEWITNESS: No, | don't know. 19 what the different accrediting actions there represent?
20 BY MR.JACOBS: 20 Whatisafull six-year -- what isfull-six year review,
21 Q Wereany of them first accredited while you 21 et cetera?
22 were executive director? 22 A Okay. Full six-year meansthat avisiting
23 MR. HERRON: Objection; calls for speculation. 23 committee has recommended -- has generally recommended,
24 THEWITNESS: | don't know. 24 and the commission, after reading the reports, agrees
25 BY MR.JACOBS: 25 that the school is deserving of afull six-year term of
Page 51 Page 53
1 Q Youdon't recal oneway or the other whether 1 accreditation.
2 any new Cdlifornia public intermediate schools have been 2 Six-year with review means that they get a
3 accredited during your tenure? 3 six-year term of accreditation, but in the middle of
4 A No, | don't know. 4  that six-year term, usually at the end -- towards the
5 MR. HERRON: Dr. Haught, can | ask that you wait 5 end of thethird year they would present areport on
6 until he's done before you answer so | can abject if | 6 progressthey're making on their action plan and on the
7 needto? 7 aressidentified for improvement, and asmall team would
8 THE WITNESS: Oh. Sorry. 8 gototheschool and review that report and then review
9 MR. HERRON: That'sfine. 9 the school and make areport back to the commission.
10 BY MR.JACOBS: 10 And then less than six years means that the
11 Q Could | ask youto look at Exhibit 151, please? 11 school got alimited term, three, one or two, and that
12 Now, | takeit that Exhibit 151 is reporting 12 meansthat the committee and the commission believe the
13 onthe actions of the commission during an academic 13 school was -- had some serious deficienciesin its
14 vyear? Isthat what '99 to 2000 represents? 14 educationa or operationa program, or they didn't have
15 A Yes 15 confidence in the school maintaining itself into the
16 MR. HERRON: Sorry. | object. | don't think 16 future, maintaining aquality program.
17 you've given him enough timeto look at it. 17 MR. HERRON: Wasthat lessthan six years?
18 THEWITNESS: Yes. 18 THE WITNESS: That's lessthan six years, yeah.
19 BY MR.JACOBS: 19 Denidl of accreditation means that the
20 Q And so thisenvisions something like a 20 commission did not believe the school and/or the
21  September-through-August cycle; isthat correct? 21 visgiting team did not believe the school met the
22 MR. HERRON: Objection; assumesfactsnot in 22 criteriafor accreditation well enough to maintain
23 evidence, vague and ambiguous. 23 membership.
24 THE WITNESS: It assumesthat fiscal year July 1st 24 BY MR.JACOBS:
25 through June 30th. 25 Q Canl just stop there you there? Isdenia of
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accreditation, the reference to four there, is that for
schools that had previoudy been accredited --

A Yes

Q -- who werethen denied?

A Right.

Then approved substantive change; if a school
makes a significant change in its operation, movesto a
new Ste, adds grades to its curriculum, and, in the
case of private schools, changes ownership, those
things, that's a substantive change and that requires a
vigt and areview to determineif the school should
continue to be accredited. Basicaly theissueis, Did
the change depreciate the quality of the program to such
an extent that they are no longer digible for
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Schools that receive interim accreditation
would likely, for example, bein a public school
district where they're opening up a new high school and
they're transferring most of the curriculum that they
already have in the digtrict over to the school; staff
isof smilar quality as the other schoolsin the
district; and we have aready accredited schoolsin the
district so there's some level of confidence in the
district itself. Those schools would likely be -- would
be candidates for interim accreditation. So that would
be the most common.

Occasionally a nonpublic school that has been
in business for along time and has established a good
reputation and has the capacity to sustain itself into

15 accreditation? 15 the future might also receive interim accreditation.
16 Let'ssee. And | guessif they denied i, 16 BY MR.JACOBS:
17 then-- 17 Q Isit possiblefor aschoal to go through that
18 Q Then that was the conclusion reached? 18 initial accreditation process and become afull six-year
19 A Thecondusion. 19 accredited school ?
20 Awarded candidacy status. That's schools who 20 A No.
21 have applied to become members and now they are 21 Q Sothereisaninterim step --
22 candidates for accreditation. They're not accredited 22 A Maximum length of time on that is three years.
23 but they've been gpproved to be in the group of schools | 23 Q Andisthat an interim status?
24  that could be reviewed in the future for accreditation. 24 A Yes
25 And denied candidacy status, those are schools 25 Q Sowhen aschool first comesinto the WASC
Page 55 Page 57
1 who actually we had ateam go out and review them and 1 system, the highest leve it canfirst attainisinterim
2 thereport came back negative and so they weren't given 2 datus; isthat correct?
3 candidacy status. 3 A Correct. Correct.
4 Interim accreditation status means that the 4 Q Andthen below that is candidacy?
5 school was of such -- reached a standard of quality and 5 A Correct.
6 confidence that it would maintain a quality for at least 6 Q And presumably below thet is denid?
7 three years that the team recommended that they have 7 A Yeah
8 interim accreditation, which is a higher status than 8 Q Andwith respect to the four denidsthat are
9 candidacy. 9 indicated here, how many of those were California public
10 And then extension of limited terms. If a 10 schools?
11 school gets alimited-term accreditation, as | was 11 MR. HERRON: Objection to the extent it calls for
12 describing to you earlier, and then they're reviewed 12 speculation.
13 again and the term is extended to afull term or at 13 THE WITNESS: | don't remember.
14 least for some period, that's what that refers to. 14 BY MR.JACOBS.
15 Q How do the candidacy and interim statuses 15 Q Youdont recal the schools --
16 relate to your description of the procedure by which a 16 A No.
17 school isinitialy accredited with the school falling 17 Q -- that were denied accreditation?
18 within the purview of the commission and then assigning | 18 A No.
19 aninitia review committee? 19 Q Doyourecal any of them?
20 MR. HERRON: Objection; vague and ambiguous. 20 MR. HERRON: Objection; asked and answered.
21 THE WITNESS: Both candidacy and interim are part | 21 THE WITNESS: | don't -- no, | don't.
22 of theinitia review, come undernesth the initial 22 BY MR.JACOBS:
23 review, and schools that receive candidacy are perceived | 23 Q How about, what is the number that would -- if
24 to beless well-prepared to be fully accredited than 24 this chart were updated for the 2000-2001 fiscd year?
25 schools that receive interim accreditation. 25 A 2000-2001? Yesh.
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1 Q What would be the number associated with denid 1 So sometime later tonight I'll probably
2 of accreditation? 2 remember one or two of those, but at the moment | don't.
3 MR. HERRON: Objection; cdlls for speculation. 3 BY MR.JACOBS:
4 THE WITNESS: | don't know. | don't know. | 4 Q Do you make public adenid of accreditation?
5 sugpect that's on our web page somewhere, but | don't 5 MR. HERRON: Objection; vague and ambiguousin use
6 know. 6 of theterm "make public."
7 BY MR.JACOBS: 7 THE WITNESS: Wetdl the school what their status
8 Q Are-- 8 is. Wedon't tell the public.
9 A | dont think it will change alat. 9 BY MR.JACOBS:
10 Q Aredeniadsdiscussed a commission meetings? 10 Q Andit'sup to the school then to decide
11 A Yes 11 whether or not it's going to make that communication
12 Q Andyou are a those meetings? 12 public?
13 A Yes 13 A Correct.
14 Q Soit would seem to me that adenia would -- 14 Q With respect to accreditation, you list the
15 wadl, let meask you this. Do deniadstakeup a 15 accredited schools on your website, correct?
16 disproportionate share of the discussiontime at a 16 A Correct.
17 commission mesting? 17 Q Isthere-- isit amatter of commission policy
18 A No. 18 asto the treatment of deniads?
19 Q They take up the same amount of time givento a 19 MR. HERRON: Objection; vague and ambiguous.
20 denia as adiscussed approva ? 20 THE WITNESS: Commission palicy isto list the
21 MR. HERRON: Objection; calls for speculation. 21 schoolsthat are accredited and not to list the schools
22 THE WITNESS: It's-- it varies with the particular 22 that used to be.
23 schoal that we'reinvolved with. A limited term and a 23 BY MR.JACOBS:
24 denid are both -- you know, both take up time. 24 Q Hasthe palicy been discussed at the commission
25 BY MR.JACOBS: 25 level since you've been executive director?
Page 59 Page 61
1 Q Andisthereusualy a-- when aschool is 1 MR. HERRON: Objection; callsfor speculation.
2 denied accreditation, does that typically -- does that 2 THE WITNESS: In one form or another it has, yeah.
3 typicaly occasion communication afterwards between WASC 3 BY MR.JACOBS:
4 and the school ? 4 Q When you say "in one form or another," what do
5 A Yes 5 youmean?
6 Q And are you involved in those communications? 6 A Widll, the question has come up about listing
7 A Yes, usudly. 7 thelength of the term of the last accreditation, and it
8 Q Sol guess|'mwondering, given the 8 wasdetermined to just list when their next term comes
9 dignificance of adenia and how few there are, why they 9 up rather than the specific length.
10 don't stand out in your mind as you sit here today. 10 Q Wastheideathat if you listed the last term,
11 MR. SEFERIAN: Objection; argumentative, asked and 11 you couldinfer that a-- that they had not been
12 answered. 12 re-accredited --
13 MR. HERRON: Badgering, quite frankly. 13 MR. HERRON: Objection; assumes facts --
14 THE WITNESS: We process about 400 schools ayear 14 BY MR.JACOBS:
15 for accreditation, and then we have mid-term reviews and 15 Q -- or do | misunderstand your description of
16 that sort of process, so we have 6- or 700. And any one 16 what the proposal was?
17 of those activities can create a firestorm if a person's 17 MR. HERRON: Objection; assumesfactsnotin
18 not happy with the finding. For example, this year's 18 evidence, vague and ambiguous, compound. Sorry.
19 school got a6R, which isafull term except areview, 19 THE WITNESS: If you -- are you through?
20 andI've had at least seven phone calls and 12 20 MR. HERRON: Y eah, I'mthrough. | was apologizing.
21 correspondences by -- in writing from the principal. 21 THE WITNESS: If you look on the website and seea
22 So the volume of work is such that, one, | 22 school was reviewed in 1999 and the term goes through
23 don't remember it al in detail, and two, sometimes 23 2002, you can make your inference about the length of
24 denids, they know they deserveit so they take awalk 24 accreditation.
25 and| don't hear from them, soit's not abig dedl. 25 BY MR.JACOBS:
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1 Q $So-- andthe decision in the end was to show 1 report. Let me start alittle bit back a step.
2 justthe-- I'msorry. | missed your answer. What is 2 A Okay.
3 ithow? 3 Q Weve taked about the commission procedure for
4 A The schoadl isaccredited to 2002. 4 reviewing reports of the visiting commission -- visiting
5 Q And did you make arecommendation that more 5 committees, and then we talked about the reading group
6 information should be given? 6 and the recommendation to the commission, and then
7 A No. ‘ 7 commission action.
8 Q Didyou express an opinion on that topic? 8 A Mm-hmm.
9 A | probably did. 9 Q Soonce commission action istaken, what isthe
10 Q Andwhat wasit? 10 form of the communication regarding accreditation?
11 A | don't recal what it was. 11 A |see
12 Q Hasthe board decided to change the palicy at 12 MR. HERRON: Objection; asked and answered, in
13 all, or just keep with the then-existent policy? 13 part.
14 A Atthetimethey weren't listing the end of the 14 THE WITNESS: We send the school aletter advising
15 accreditation, and they choseto now list the 15 them of the accreditation status of their school.
16 information showing when your accreditation ended. 16 BY MR. JACOBS:
17 Q Do you have asort of rule-of-thumb answer to 17 Q Doesthat letter have with it accompanying
18 the question, "How many Cdifornia public high schools | 18 materials?
19 arenot accredited? 19 MR. HERRON: Objection; vague and ambiguous.
20 A No, I don't, but -- there aren't very many, but 20 THE WITNESS: I'm not certain.
21 | don't know how many there are. 21 BY MR.JACOBS
22 Q When -- in denying an accreditation, do you 22 Q Doesthe-- go ahead. Sorry.
23 report the denid to any entity other than the school ? 23 A | don't -- we send them a certificate, but |
24 o, for example, do you report it to the State 24 don't think it goes with the letter.
25 Department of -- Cdifornia Department of Education? | 25 Q And how about areport of the visiting
Page 63 Page 65
1 MR. SEFERIAN: Objection; no foundation. 1 committee? Does that get sent to the school with the
2 MR. HERRON: Callsfor speculation, vague and 2 accreditation letter?
3 ambiguous. 3 A The visiting team leaves a copy of the report
4 THEWITNESS: Interestingly enough, I'm not sure of 4 withthe school. If the school says for some reason
5 that. We used to share information with CDE, and the 5 they don't have afina copy, we send them a copy.
6 complications of their system and our system were such 6 Q And isthere any other report that WASC during
7 that I'm not sure whether we still do that or not. 7 the accreditation process provides to the school in the
8 BY MR.JACOBS: 8 ordinary case?
9 Q Complications, meaning what? 9 MR. HERRON: Objection; calls for speculation,
10 A We sent the datain one format and then they 10 vague and ambiguous in the use of the term "the ordinary
11 couldn't get it on to their system in that format, and 11 case”
12 soitwasdifficult for them to get it al put together 12 THE WITNESS:. That's a pretty broad question. Any
13 because we didn't have compatible systems. But they 13 report we send them during the accreditation process?
14 have an ex officio member on our board. 14 BY MR.JACOBS:
15 Q Whenthereisadenia of accreditation, is 15 Q Yes
16 there areport associated with the denia? 16 A Sometimes a school asks us for a copy of their
17 A A report for whom? 17 previous report. We send them a copy of that.
18 Q Wi, inthe case of an accreditetion, thereis 18 Q | mean -- maybe my question isn't focused
19 areport of the -- of WASC on the accreditation, 19 enough. The visiting committee report you explained is
20 correct? 20 left behind typically by the visiting committee,
21 MR. HERRON: Objection; assumesfactsnotin 21 correct?
22 evidence. 22 A Right.
23 THEWITNESS: A report to whom? 23 Q And then isthere any other report that's
24 BY MR.JACOBS: 24  prepared dong the way? For example, the reading --
25 Q A report of the form that's the schools 25 doesthe reading group report get shared with the
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1 schoolsthat it has reviewed? 1 In the case of appedsit is sent to the gppedl
2 MR. HERRON: Objection; compound, vague and 2 committee, the team that's going to be reviewing the
3 ambiguous. 3 schoal's appedl.
4 THE WITNESS: If aschool getsalimited term, we 4 Q Andjust to test that answer, is the visiting
5 send them aletter saying that they got alimited term 5 teamreport ddlivered to the digtrict-leve officids as
6 and we reiterate for them what they needto doin 6 opposed to school-levd officiasin the schoal district
7 preparation for their next report, their three-year 7 of the school in question?
8 report. 8 MR. HERRON: Objection; cdlls for speculation.
9 And if aschool gets less than athree-year 9 BY MR.JACOBS:
10 term, atwo-year term, we send them the information 10 Q ByWASC.
11 about what arevisit is going to amount to, what the 11 A Interestingly enough, | don't know that for
12 nextsepis. 12 sure. We send copies of lots of documents, lots of
13 BY MR.JACOBS: 13 communications to the superintendent that we send to the
14 Q Isthat information embodied within the letter 14 principal, but in the case of the visiting committee
15 that is sent to them or isit an attachment to the 15 report, I'm not sure but | don't think so.
16 letter? 16 Q And how about the letter that is sent following
17 MR. HERRON: Objection; vague and ambiguousin | 17 decision by the commission? Does that go to personne
18 "that information." 18 other than the school-leve officials?
19 THEWITNESS: Inthefirgt instanceit's embodied 19 MR. HERRON: Objection; cdlls for speculation.
20 intheletter. Inthe second instanceit'san 20 THEWITNESS: Yes. Yes.
21 attachment. 21 BY MR.JACOBS:
22 BY MR.JACOBS: 22 Q Andtowhomdoesit go?
23 Q Andsointhecaseof -- to sumup, in the case 23 A To the superintendent.
24 of afull accreditation, no review, accreditation with 24 Q Doesit goto anyone else?
25 review, accreditation -- six-year accreditation with 25 A No, | don't think so.
Page 67 Page 69
1 review, limited-term accreditation, or denia of 1 Q Sototest that, to the best of your knowledge,
2 accreditation, the substance of the communication from 2 based on current practices, it's not sent to anyone at
3 the commission is the report of the visiting committee, 3 the Cdifornia Department of Education?
4 and then the letter to the school with or without 4 MR. SEFERIAN: Objection; no foundation.
5 atachments depending on the case; is that correct? 5 MR. HERRON: Calls for speculation.
6 MR. HERRON: Objection; argumentative, vague and 6 THEWITNESS: To the best of my information, but
7 ambiguous, hard to follow. 7 remember my earlier conversation that I'm not absolutely
8 THE WITNESS: | think that's correct. 8 sureof what that connection is right now.
9 BY MR.JACOBS: 9 BY MR.JACOBS.
10 Q Isthereport of the visiting committee 10 Q Andit'snot ordinarily made available on your
11 provided to anyone out -- leaving aside the internal 11 website; isthat correct?
12 delivery of it to committee members, isit provided to 12 A That letter?
13 anyone other than the school itself? 13 Q Yes
14 MR. HERRON: Objection; vague and ambiguous in 14 A No, itisnot onthe website.
15 terms of "visiting committee." 15 Q Andif somebody caled you up and asked for it,
16 BY MR.JACOBS: 16 amember of the public, do you have a policy for
17 Q | guessit'svisiting team, actualy, isn't it? 17 handling such acal?
18 Isthat what you call it? 18 A Yes wedo.
19 A Yeah. Thereport isnot provided -- you're 19 Q What isthat policy?
20 talking about the visiting team report? 20 A They should go to the schooal for it.
21 Q Correct. 21 Q Isit provided to -- if aresearcher
22 A Yeah. Exceptinthe case of appealswherea 22 researching the conditions in California public schools
23 school is appealing their term of accreditation, the 23 called you up and said, "I'd like a set of your
24 visiting committee report is not provided to other 24 communications for the last year," what would your -- do
25 people 25 you have apolicy on handling that query?
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1 MR. HERRON: Objection; incomplete and improper 1 governance. We haveto comply with their governance
2 hypothetical, vague and ambiguous, cals for 2 expectations: the type of people we have, how we choose
3 speculdion. 3 them, the public representation, those issues.
4 THE WITNESS: Communication to individua schools? 4 It has abearing on our complaint procedures,
5 BY MR.JACOBS: 5 andinfact the requirements of the department apply to
6 Q Correct. 6 our total operation.
7 A | don't think that's happened, but -- and if it 7 Q And does that include the accreditation
8 did, | don't know how wewould handleit. I'm almost 8 standardsthat you apply to secondary schools; thet is,
9 certain wewouldn't give them the data with the school 9 doesthe fact that you're accredited as an entity have a
10 identified. 10 bearing on your standards for accrediting secondary
11 Q Andisthat approach to the handling of 11 schools?
12 school-by-school information embodied in formal 12 MR. HERRON: Objection; vague and ambiguous, calls
13 commission policy? By "forma," | mean some written 13 for speculation.
14 policy regarding how that information will be handled. 14 THE WITNESS: They reviewed our materials and
15 A Yes | thinkitis. | couldnt citethe 15 commented on them. Whether or not that's the basis for
16 policy, but | know it's been along practice. 16 their recognition of us, | don't know.
17 Q Andisthereany -- isthat amatter of 17 BY MR.JACOBS:
18 interna governance of the commission, or istherein 18 Q If you wereto change your accreditation
19 the commission, inyour view, some externa reason why 19 sandards for secondary schools, would that trigger any
20 that's-- why the information is handled that way? 20 processthat you would have with the Office of
21 MR. HERRON: Objection; compound, argumentative, 21 Education?
22 vague and ambiguous. 22 MR. SEFERIAN: Objection; cals for speculation.
23 THE WITNESS: | think the externd reason would be 23 MR. HERRON: Vague and ambiguous.
24 that theinformation is for the school, and therefore we 24 THE WITNESS: Based on past practice, we would
25 communicate with the school their information. And 25 advise them of the change.
Page 71 Page 73
1 werenot inthe newspaper business. Werein the 1 BY MR.JACOBS:
2 education business, serving the schools, so we 2 Q And based on past practice, would they consider
3 communicate with the schools that we serve. 3 what you do at the secondary level in deciding whether
4 BY MR.JACOBS: 4 to accredit you -- to recognize you as a recognized --
5 Q IsWASC itsdlf accredited by any outside 5 what did you cdll it?-- recognized accrediting agency?
6 organization? 6 MR. SEFERIAN: Objection; calsfor speculation.
7 A Wearenot accredited. We're recognized by the 7 THE WITNESS: Based on past practice, that would
8 U.S. Office of Education as an accrediting -- as a 8 depend on the consultant they assigned to our case.
9 recognized accrediting agency. 9 BY MR.JACOBS:
10 Q And 1 will confess we spent alittle time 10 Q That'stheir practice, to assign a consultant
11 trying to sort that out. Does that apply to WASC's 11 toreview your operations?
12 secondary school accreditation or just post secondary? 12 A Yeah
13 A Post secondary, but since we do some post 13 Q That consultant -- has that been a process
14 secondary work -- let me start that again. 14 you've gone through as executive director?
15 We're dligible for recognition and need to be 15 A Mmhmm.
16 recognized by the U.S. Office of Education becausewedo | 16 Q Whenwasthelast time that happened?
17 some post secondary work, but when they recognize us, 17 A | think our last approva was two years ago.
18 we'rejust one unit, so we're recognized as an 18 Q And the consultant, do you recall who that was?
19 accrediting association by their agency. 19 A No.
20 Q Doesthat have any bearing on the activities of 20 Q What was the procedure that WASC had to undergo
21 WASC at the secondary level, the fact that you are 21 to beaccredited in that two-year -- two-year-ago
22 accredited by the Office of Education? 22 review?
23 A Yes 23 A Itwasvery similar in many ways to what we
24 Q Inwhat way? 24 take schools through when we accredit them. We had to
25 A Wadl, first of all, it has a bearing on our 25 send -- first of al, they had their guidelines or
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1 regulations-- they cal them "regulations’ -- that you 1 BY MR JACOBS:
2 haveto comply with, and they had advised us of the 2 Q You should probably scan the whole document
3 regulationsthat we were not in compliance with. And so 3 just soyou can see what elseisin this question and
4 we had to comeinto compliance with those and makethe | 4 answer.
5 argument that we had, go back to Washington, D.C. and 5 MR. HERRON: Waell, should we take a break for that
6 presentthecase. And then they sent us back to make 6 purpose, seeing it's single-spaced pages?
7 additiona adjustments, and so you have this ongoing 7 MR. JACOBS: No, | don't think so.
8 conversation for quite awhile. Then eventualy they 8 THE WITNESS: Y our question related to that
9 haveaboard that decides yes or no whether or not 9 paragraph that starts "Accreditation certifies'?
10 youl'l be recognized. 10 BY MR.JACOBS:
11 Q And do they have gradations of recognition, 11 Q Correct.
12 like six-year, three-year or something like that? 12 MR. HERRON: Sorry. What is the question again?
13 A | think they do, but I'm not exactly sure how 13 MR. JACOBS: | think the witness hasiit.
14 itworks. They recognized usfor four yearsand | was 14 Q Doyou--
15 under the impression that that's how long it was, but 15 MR. HERRON: Wéll, | don't. | request it be
16 then| heard somebody got recognized for five years, so 16 reread.
17 I'mnot sure exactly what their grade -- but | think 17 (The record was read as follows:
18 thereare some. | know some people can be on probation | 18 "Question: What are the established criteria
19 withthem. 19 and/or standards that are being referred to in
20 Q Andinthe course of providing information to 20 that answer?")
21 the Office of Education for the review we were just 21 THE WITNESS: It'sreferring to the standards that
22 discussing, you included information about your 22 that institution advertises.
23 secondary school procedures; is that correct? 23 Part of our criteriais that every institution
24 A Yeah, because our palicies are not segregated 24 hasto have a statement of purpose or mission and that
25 except where they -- sometimes it's specific about a 25 they advertise that to the public so that when customers
Page 75 Page 77
1 typeof school. Sowe have our whole policy -- all of 1 arechoosing aschoal, they have notice asto what the
2 our bylaws, policies, et cetera, are al integrated. 2 schoal isabout, what its mission is, what it attempts
3 Q Sojust taking one example that you mentioned, 3 todo.
4 does Focus on Learning apply to post secondary schools? 4 And then we review that school against its
5 A Yes 5 dated purpose, whether or not it's doing what it says
6 Q Takealook, please, at Exhibit 152. 6 it does, and how well it'sdaing it, aswell as against
7 MR. HERRON: Isthere any particular portion you 7 our criteria.
8 wantusal toreview? It's eight pageslong. 8 So thisisreferencing that ingtitution's
9 BY MR.JACOBS: 9 dated purposes and objectives.
10 Q Could you please look at the -- first of dll, 10 MR. HERRON: | wish to note that even though you
11 "What isaccreditation?' question and answer. Do you 11 asked him to scan the entire document, you've not given
12 seethat? 12 either him or any of us an opportunity to do so.
13 A Mm-hmm. 13 BY MR.JACOBS:
14 Q Do you seewhereit says"Accreditation 14 Q Thereareactudly two clauses to that
15 certifies, to other educational institutions and to the 15 sentence. It says, "that an ingtitution meets
16 generd public, that an institution meets established 16 established criteriaand/or standards, and is achieving
17 criteriaand/or standards and is achieving its own 17 itsown gtated objectives." Do you see that?
18 stated objectives." Do you see that? 18 A Yes
19 A Mm-hmm. 19 Q Anddid your answer apply to the "and is
20 Q What are the established criteria and/or 20 achieving its own stated objectives'?
21 sandardsthat are being referred to in that answer? 21 A Actualy, | started with that, and ended with
22 MR. HERRON: | think you asked him three questions, 22 thefirst part.
23 and | haven't been ableto get through this. | know I'm 23 Q Okay. Sothefocusof my question isthe
24 adow reader, but can we have an opportunity to get 24 “established criteriaand/or standards." | assume that
25 through this portion? 25 means standards or criteria of WASC as --
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1 A Correct. 1 Kkeep them more consistent with the standards as they are
2 Q -- asopposed to standards set for an 2 published and developed by the California Department of
3 organization by itself? 3 Education.
4 A Correct. 4 Q Soisthere some current process under way that
5 Q Sowhat are those established criteria and/or 5 vyou'rereferring to on amore general sense that --
6 dandards? 6 A It'samore genera sense.
7 MR. HERRON: Objection; cdls for speculation, 7 Q Andwho actualy is responsible for -- in your
8 vague and ambiguous, callsfor anarrative. 8 organization for looking at the criteriaand deciding
9 THEWITNESS: | don't think | can cite those per se 9 whether to initiate some active consideration of a
10 without referencing our documents, which | presumeyou | 10 criteriarevision?
11 have. Let's start with that they have avision, 11 MR. HERRON: Objection; assumes facts not in
12 leadership, and culture, powerful teaching and learning, 12 evidence, vague and ambiguous.
13 process for collecting, assessing performance, student 13 THE WITNESS: The person most likely to lead the
14 support and -- 14  task, that responsibility would be Dr. George,
15 BY MR.JACOBS. 15 particularly asit relates to public schools.
16 Q Well pull out the document. That's basicaly 16 BY MR.JACOBS:
17 what | wanted to ask you, is whether there's a place one 17 Q Andjust so | understand her responsibility a
18 cango. 18 little better, the reference to public schools -- is
19 Okay. So let's mark this as Exhibit 153. 19 there some alocation of responsibility to nonpublic
20 (Depasition Exhibit 153 was marked.) 20 schoolsto othersin the organization?
21 BY MR.JACOBS: 21 A We're attempting to transition more of the
22 Q And Exhibit 153 is a severd-page -- severd 22 responsibility for nonpublic schools to Dr. Bronson, who
23 pages attached together. It starts with accreditation 23 hasn't been on the staff very long.
24 toals, and the printout is dated October 11th, 2001. 24 Q If youlook back at 152, the sentence we were
25 Thisisfrom your website. And thenit goestoan 25 reading before says that accreditation certifies that an
Page 79 Page 81
1 accreditation and school quality bibliography, and then 1 institution meets established criteria. Do you see
2 it goesto Focuson Learning, K-12 criteria 2 that?
3 MR. SEFERIAN: What's the date on that? 3 A No. Where are you looking?
4 MS. DUFFY: Thedateis off -- 4 Q Right under the sentence you were reading
5 MR. HERRON: Do we have a different document? 5 before. | think you underlined it.
6 MR. SEFERIAN: | have the 23rd. 6 A Oh, yeah. Okay. Mm-hmm.
7 MR. HERRON: Maybe I'm just not understanding the 7 Q Somy question is, Do you have a policy with
8 review. 8 respect to what you mean by "meets established criterid’
9 (Off therecord.) 9 inthesense-- inthissense: if you look at these
10 MR. JACOBS: So start over again. 10 criteria, asto each of them it seemsto methereisa
11 Q Exhibit 153 is a several-page document called 11 range of how well one would match up against that
12 "Focuson Learning: K-12 Criteria," downloaded from the 12 criteria
13 website, and the printed date is October 11th, 2001. 13 A Mm-hmm, right.
14 We actually have it as October 23rd because we 14 Q Andthere are avariety of criteria.
15 hadto reprint it out this morning. 15 A Right.
16 Does this document include the criteria you 16 Q Soasinany assessment process that's of this
17 werereferring to in your previous answer? 17 sort, it seems to me you haveto figure out how you're
18 A Yes, onpage 2 of 4, "Cdifornia Public High 18 goingto draw theline.
19 Schools Criteria," towards the bottom of the page. 19 A Right.
20 Q And, infact, are these the currently 20 Q And my questionis, Do you have a policy about
21 applicable criteria? The note refersto arevision. 21 how to draw the line between a school that at some level
22 A Yes, theyre currently applicable. 22 meets and is therefore accredited in some way versus
23 Q And arethey currently being revised? 23 does not meet?
24 A Wereawaysin aprocess of revising -- 24 MR. SEFERIAN: Objection; overly broad, vague and
25 in-flight correctionsiswhat | liketo cal it -- to 25 ambiguous, calls for speculation.
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1 MR. HERRON: Callsfor anarrative. 1 andif they don't have agood curriculum and they don't
2 THE WITNESS: The process we useis-- | guess has 2 have good teaching and learning, then it's going to be
3 severd parts. We have -- we ask the visiting committee 3 pretty hard for aschoal to -- you know, if they're
4 torate each of those criteria on a scale, the degree to 4 unsatisfactory in those, it's going to be pretty hard
5 which they meet that criteria. So individualy they 5 for them to be rated with anything less than a limited
6 ratethose. Then we ask them to rate the entire school 6 term of accreditation. So | think those are pretty
7 onthe accumulation of all of those, and to a great 7 important.
8 extent that's reflected in the term of accreditation 8 The vision, leadership, and culture in the long
9 that they receive. 9 termare probably asimportant but it's alittle harder
10 And then that information comes forward to the 10 to get your hand on, and sometimes a school continues to
11 commission, which reviews again the report and the 11 plod along, do a pretty good job, even though they've
12 team'sratings. And one of the things the commission is 12 got poor leadership, for along time. It'smorelikea
13 looking to is consistency of the rating with the 13 long-term investment.
14 narrative report that they've submitted. Anditis, 14 Q Sol want to digtinguish between -- | want to
15 &fter al, asubjective process, but nevertheless, those 15 ask you to refine your answer with respect to a
16 arethetoolsthat are used in doing that. 16 distinction between not accrediting a school and giving
17 Now, in advance of the teams going out and 17 italimitedterm. If | heard you right, you said you
18 reviewing schools, we do training, which includes 18 convey to thevisiting teams in training that if they
19 contemplation of what would meet the various rating 19 rateaschool ineffectivein afairly large number of
20 levels, and we have rubrics that give examples, but even 20 rubrics, the school could at best receive limited term
21 thenyou still have a considerable amount of 21 and at worst adenial.
22 subjectivity. 22 A Mmhmm.
23 BY MR.JACOBS: 23 Q Andmy questionis, What is the policy of the
24 Q And do you convey to the visiting team an 24 commission that leads to the conclusion that a school of
25 overdl sense of the -- of where you're drawing the line 25 such anature should be accredited at al?
Page 83 Page 85
1 between schools that in some way meet and are therefore 1 MR. HERRON: Objection; vague and ambiguous, calls
2 accredited versus schools that don't meet? 2 for speculation.
3 MR. HERRON: Objection; vague and ambiguous. 3 MR. SEFERIAN: Objection; assumesfacts not in
4 Object to the extent it cdls for speculation, too. 4 evidence
5 THE WITNESS: | think in the training they would 5 MR. HERRON: Vagueastotime.
6 get anction, if they wererating a school ineffective 6 THE WITNESS: A schoal isavery, very complex
7 inmost of those categories, that this would mean they'd 7 indtitution. Youreally cant wrapital up inthese
8 get alimited term of accreditation a best and maybe 8 fivecriteria. That's why we send teams out to take a
9 denid at worst. Then there are some of the criteria 9 look. And the commission hastwo objectives: Oneisto
10 which appear to be a bit more urgent than others, and 10 giveareading of how the school is for use of the staff
11 they probably bear more weight. 11 and the customer, and the other isto goad them to
12 BY MR.JACOBS. 12 improvement. And if they drop out, we're no longer
13 Q What arethose -- 13 thereto help themimprove.
14 A So, wdl, if you look at the -- 14 So if they're seeing some capacity commitment,
15 MR. HERRON: Which exhibit are you looking at? 15 commitment and capacity to improve, then they might
16 THE WITNESS: I'mlooking at 153. 16 stick with them on alimited term for alittle longer,
17 Under "Curriculum and Instruction, What 17 hoping that, anticipating really, that the school will
18 StudentsLearn," provides a challenging coherent -- I'm 18 improve.
19 sorry. Onthewrong category. 19 The commission has had a pretty good success
20 On the -- they are down where were talking 20 rae, when giving limited terms, of coming back and
21 about curricular paths -- 21 finding the school has actually improved itself because
22 BY MR.JACOBS: 22 of that -- cdling their attention to the problem and
23 Q Yes 23  letting them know what the issues are. So improvement
24 A -- and powerful teaching and learning. 24 isabig-- isanimportant part of our work, aswell as
25 Those are, you know, the guts of the schoal, 25 givingagrade.
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1 BY MR.JACOBS. 1 currency is accredibility, so we have to be credible.
2 Q Andinthe-- inyour answer you referred to 2 But you can have a decent schoal and not have a perfect
3 thecommission's successrate or track record in this 3 schoal. Infact, there probably aren't any perfect
4 regard. Hasthe commission done aretrospective 4 schools. So, you know, you get into those kinds of
5 analysisof that question? 5 conversations, and the indicators of whether a school is
6 A A few years ago they did areview, asto the 6 agood school or abad schoal, i.e., how does one
7 schoolsthat got limited terms, what happened next. And 7 decide arenot clear.
8 that was part of the study. Part of it has also been 8 Y ou know, there's tons of research oniit, and
9 anecdotal. 9 you can go in and do aquick-and-dirty test of some sort
10 Q Andthereview that you're referring to, was 10 and you find out what students can do or choose to write
11 that conducted by staff? 11 down onthat particular day, but you still don't know
12 A Yes itwas. 12 the nature of the totd institution because they're
13 Q Andembodied in areport? 13 very, very complicated and complex.
14 A Asl recdl, averbal report. | don't know if 14 Q Isthereacurrent commission direction on this
15 it wasawritten report or not. 15 issueof the-- I'll cal it the credibility of the
16 Q Istherearecognition at the commission that 16 cetification, using the word you used? Istherea
17 thereisatension between the certification function in 17 current commission gpproach or direction to that issue?
18 termsof what it saysto the -- to other educational 18 MR. HERRON: Objection; vague and ambiguous.
19 ingtitutions and to the general public that an 19 THEWITNESS: | don't think thereis a stated one.
20 indtitution meets established criteria and/or standards 20 BY MR.JACOBS:
21 onthe one hand and the goading to improvement on the 21 Q Soyou'renot -- the organization is not trying
22 other? 22 tomoveinaparticular direction on that issue?
23 A Yes 23 MR. HERRON: Same objection.
24 Q And]I takeit the commission has discussed that 24 THE WITNESS: | think thetension istoward
25 tension? 25 pressing schools harder to improve, and -- but | think
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1 A Alat. 1 thetensionismoreinterms of what we look at for
2 Q Andwhat'sthe -- doesthat discussion take 2 improvement.
3 predictable coursesin terms of what kinds of arguments 3 BY MR.JACOBS:
4  are advanced? 4 Q So, for example, whether test scores should be
5 MR. HERRON: Objection; cdlls for speculation, 5 factored more heavily into the weighing?
6 vague and ambiguous in the use of the term "predictable 6 A Student performance. Not narrowed to test
7 courses." 7 scores, but student performance in general.
8 THE WITNESS: No, it doesnt. 8 MR. HERRON: We've been going about an hour, if not
9 BY MR.JACOBS. 9 more.
10 Q Hasthere been arecent discussion of that 10 MR. JACOBS: Yeah.
11 issue? 11 MR. HERRON: Andit'stento 12:00. Should we take
12 MR. HERRON: Objection; cdlls for speculation. 12 abresk?
13 THEWITNESS: | don't think we've had one this 13 | don't know how you're fedling, sir, but
14 vyear. 14  whatever you want to do.
15 BY MR.JACOBS: 15 BY MR.JACOBS:
16 Q How about in the previous year? 16 Q It'syour -- we try to make you as comfortable
17 A Intheprevious year, | don't know. Somewhere 17 aspossible.
18 back there since I've been executive director weve 18 A How close are weto the end?
19 discussedit. 19 Q | think we're going to go all day.
20 Q Andisthediscussion aong thelines of, 20 A Doyourealy?
21 "Should we toughen up our standards and not accredit 21 Q Yes
22 more schoolsin theinterest of strengthening our 22 A Oh, wow.
23 ahility to certify?" 23 MR. HERRON: Depending on how you hold up.
24 A Yeah, | think that's the line of questioning. 24 THEWITNESS: | don't know. Let's do another 30
25 Alsotheline of thought is credibility. We -- our 25 minutes and see what we've got.

23 (Pages 86 to 89)




Page 90 Page 92
1 (Discussion off the record.) 1
2 (Recesstaken: 11:54 until 11:59 am.) 2
3 MR. JACOBS: Counsdl have conferred among 3 . B
4 oursdves, inview of the situation facing the witness 4 1, the undersigned, a Certified Shorthand
5 vis-avis hisown medica condition and the mediical 2 5;%?33 of the State of California, do hereby
e | 1 o Tt faaongprossirgsuee e
D . i 8 before me at the time and place herein set forth; that
8 Thasit. o 9 any witnessesin the foregoing proceedings, prior to
9 MS. KAATZ: I'min agreement. _ 10 testifying, were placed under oath; that a verbatim
10 MR HERRON: Yeeh, dl patiesareinagreement, | | 11 record of the proceedings was made by me using machine
11 think. 12 shorthand which was theresfter transcribed under my
122 1/ 13 direction; further, that the foregoing is an accurate
13 // 14 transcription thereof.
14 15 | further certify that | am neither
15 16 financially interested in the action nor arelative or
16 17 employee of any attorney of any of the partie_n
17 18 _IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have this date
18 ég subscribed my name.
19 21 Dated:
20 22
21 23
22
23 24 TRACY L. PERRY
24 CSR No. 9577
25 25
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1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9 I, DONALD G. HAUGHT, Ed.D., do hereby
10 declare under penalty of perjury that | have read the
11 foregoing transcript of my deposition; that | have made
12 such corrections as noted herein, inink, initialed by
13 me, or attached hereto; that my testimony as contained
14 Herein, as corrected, is true and correct.
15 EXECUTED this day of
16 2001, at
(City) (State)
17
18
19
DONALD G. HAUGHT, Ed.D.
20
21
22
23
24
25
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