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Accreditation Keep Pace

se! No way!

ause a new Accreditation “is
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ng.” doomed to fail.”
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decade of concern (1)

TA: Can College Accreditation Live Up to Its
mise?

llings Report seeks “transformation of
reditation”

TA: Why Accreditation Doesn’t Work and W.
icymakers Can Do About It

EA: U.S. Accreditation and the Future of Quc
urance (Peter Ewell)

DE Inspector General recommends “limiting
pending, or terminating” the status of the




decade of concern (2)

ter for College Affordability and Productivi
ates Running the Asylum?

ClQl report’s “alternative recommendation
cribe “a broken system”

E: Assuring Academic Quality in the 21t Ce
~-regulation in a New Age

sident Obama suggests consideration of “a
rnative to accreditation”




hat are the issues?
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goes to college”
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ducation itself has evolved

nt kinds of institutions

ew faculty majority”
chnologies

proaches to academic credit
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itation’s mandate has expan

“What is a college?”
transfer of credits

g institutions for federal studen
e

ng institutional and programmati
ening

g greater accountability




... SO have concerns about accreditation

“It’s a ‘You scratch my back . ... system.”

“Specialized accreditation is coercive: ‘Increase this
program’s funding or else!””

“The costs of accreditation outweigh its benefits.”

“A protective insistency on confidentiality trumps the
public’s right to know.”

“Some parts of accreditation’s mandate are in
competition with other parts.”

“Trivial differences among accreditors in process and
vocabulary confuse the public unnecessarily.”



reditation has responded

izing quality documented by
tability loops”

ing process to offer greater efficie

Y

platforms for encouraging and
Innovation

ng visibility
Ing governance and participation




Sufficiently?

Nothing more
eeds to be done?




There are indications to the contrary

Opinion leaders and the public remain poorly
informed and often confused about the
accreditation process

Information needed to compare institutions
remains insufficient and opaque

Many institutions regard accreditation as
pburdensome rather than helpful

Affordability has emerged as an urgent issue



your consideration . .
me areas that may
erve further attentio




nsensus and alignment

ifferences among standards,

S, actions, and vocabularies are
ful?

ould be eliminated in favor of g
derstanding?

ould be preserved and explaine




Credibility

tical reforms could enhance cred
he accreditor community?
accreditors and the accredited?
accreditors and the USDE?
accreditors and opinion leaders
accreditation and the public?




Efficiency

gies not now in use might pre
) quality oversight while redu
ss, frequency, and cost?




gility and creativity

might accreditation do to resp
and creativity?

might accreditation do to anti
age innovation and creativity?




Decisiveness and transparency

e How can accreditation expedite its processes
while avoiding any compromise of due
process?

* How can accreditation increase the visibility of
Its processes and results while protecting the
objectivity of peer review and honoring
necessary assumptions of confidentiality?



A shared vision

itation assume a lead role in

a vision of higher education th
rincipled, and forward looking
e all of what 215t century stude




A starter list to prompt discussion

Create greater comparability of accrediting
standards, procedures, actions, terminology?

Secure greater transparency regarding actions?

Increase efficiency to promote cost-savings for
Institutions and programs?

Increase flexibility to recognize quality differentials?
Increase attention to affordability and productivity?

Accommodate, encourage, and evaluate new
approaches to creating and affirming learning?



Advantages remain advantageous

e U.S. higher education accreditation remains
Independent of federal control

* Peer review offers an economical, collegial,
relatively efficient, and knowledgeable
approach to institutional and programmatic
evaluation

e The structure of accreditation mirrors that of
the academy



tion that has been a




ditation the Best Poss
Quality Assurance for
Higher Education?




In theory?

Perhaps not.




In practice

ducation accreditation has offer
, respected, economical and effi
e and stimulus for more than a

tion has evolved in important
tion continues to evolve




In brief

han a century, higher education
on has fulfilled a critical, compl
efficiently, economically, and
nd has demonstrated the capa
oing so effectively.
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