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it appears that this is not the case, as we could have easily offered the prerequisite course or 
performed the right assessment.  

x The prerequisite or requisite is being applied in a discriminatory manner.  There is no allegation 
of such and, even if there were, Title 5 would still require these students be assessed properly. 

x The prerequisite violates the provisions of the State Education Code.  Again, this does not apply 
per the same reasoning as above.  

We are convinced that these actions evidence a certain and conscious disregard of College policies 
in favor of promoting high school classes and students over Mt. SAC classes and students.  Not only are 
such actions unfair and potentially infringe on Title 5, they violate the spirit of our Administrative 
Procedure on Enrollment Priorities and potentially subject the College to risks from faculty and students 
injured by these decisions.  These actions also raise questions about the overall administration of this 
program and other instances in which assessment policies and applicable laws may have been violated. 
 

When the Dual Enrollment Joint Task Force met, it was agreed, for all intents and purposes, that 
these courses would be equivalent to the courses taught on the College campus.  Instead, we have now 
seen that, not only were assessments waived in three sections but there appears to be a restricted enrollment 
process and a skirting of enrollment policies to ensure that these sections go forward.  The task force also 
agreed unanimously that any assessments and prerequisites required by the College would remain in force 
and be applied to high school students in the same way as regular Mt. SAC students.  See Administrative 
Procedure 5011.   
 
 The Senate Executive Board is deeply troubled that these students may be underprepared to 
succeed in these courses.  In the race to build a dual enrollment program, mistakes were made and students’ 
futures and our academic standards have been compromised.  
 
 While Dual Enrollment Mutual Agreement Committee works to investigate the full scope of 
problems in the administration of this program, the Senate Executive Board formally requests that the 
College place a hold on developing new partnerships and any new course offerings in the dual enrollment 
program until such time as we send a follow-up letter indicating our concerns have been addressed. We 
further request that the College refrain from pursuing an Early College High School partnership with local 
districts until such time as a Senate task force can be convened to establish appropriate consultation and 
oversight with regard to academic components and report to the Senate and the Board of Trustees.   
 

We also request that Resolution 17-09 In Support of AB 288 Partnerships be reviewed by the 
College and that future partnerships follow that model. Under this legislation, Mt. SAC is given the 
flexibility to hold classes throughout the day and to deliver not only college-level coursework but 
developmental education courses as well.  As you are well aware, the spirit of AB 288 intends to make 
college a possibility for underserved populations and those interested in vocational or CTE fields.   
 

We also request a review of the placement testing oversight process for all of placement 
examinations held off campus, and that all future dual enrollment program placement exams be overseen 
or attended by a full-time Mt. SAC faculty member from the appropriate academic department.  
 




