
March 16, 2012 
 
National Advisory Committee on Institutional Quality and Integrity 
c/o Carol Griffiths 
Acting Executive Director 
1990 K Street NW, Room 8073 
Washington, DC 20006 
 
Dear Committee Members: 
 
The Accrediting Commission of Career Schools and Colleges (ACCSC) appreciates the opportunity to 
continue to participate in the extended dialogue with the National Advisory Committee on Institutional 
Quality and Integrity (NACIQI) about the current system of recognition, accreditation and student aid 
eligibility, and the opportunity to provide comment on the February 8, 2012 NACIQI Draft Final Report: 
Higher Education Accreditation Reauthorization Policy Recommendations. 
 
Given that ACCSC has been continuously recognized by the U.S. Department of Education (the 
Department) as a reliable authority on quality education since 1967, it goes without saying that our 
Commission is committed to the important role that accreditation plays in advancing quality education for 
students and in fulfilling its role as a gatekeeper to help ensure the continued integrity of the Title IV 
federal student financial aid programs. Accordingly, ACCSC expresses its full support of NACIQI’s 
recommendation to retain accreditation in the institutional eligibility process. Additionally, ACCSC 
finds itself in agreement with many of the positions taken by NACIQI in the final draft report, including: 

• The accreditation system serves as a critical element in providing information about academic quality 
to satisfy the federal interest in assuring the appropriate use of federal funds; 

• Accreditors are the most experienced source of information about academic quality and should 
continue to establish and assure consistency with academic quality standards in the determination of 
eligibility; and 

• There is value in sustaining the determination of quality as a non-government function. 
 
On this last point, ACCSC believes that on matters of academic quality assessment, federal intervention 
into the relationship between accreditors and institutions should be minimal. However, it appears that 
despite NACIQI’s recognition of the value of “determining quality as a non-government function,” many 
of the recommendations advanced in this draft final report leave the impression that the federal 
government should play a more significant and distinct role in the design of accreditation. Instead of 
increasing governmental involvement in the accreditation process, ACCSC suggests that NACIQI focus 
its recommendations on the need for continued discussion regarding the relationship between the triad 
members and on a common set of definition of terms (not metrics) related to success and outcomes, a 
more efficient and coordinated set of disclosure requirements for institutions, and better understanding of 
the accreditors’ current role in evaluating such information (Recommendations 16-20). ACCSC looks 
forward to being involved in those discussion areas.  
 
In order to maintain the integrity of accreditation, accreditors, as the most experienced source of 
information on academic quality, must be given ample trust to establish and enforce the standards and 
practices that best align with the institutions they serve. As NACIQI keenly observed in its draft report, 
accreditation attracts and deploys extraordinary academic talent in the service of quality assurance. 
Although ACCSC recognizes that accreditation has room for enhancement and improvement, the 
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Commission also believes that accreditation can be strengthened while retaining the positive qualities and 
the expertise that peer-review captures without federally mandated intervention into accreditation affairs. 
This sentiment seemed to resonate with NACIQI when noting that, “[w]hile some may consider that 
accreditation has not been sufficiently publicly accountable, it is notable that, as a function of its 
engagement in the federal aid eligibility process, the accreditation system has moved in the direction of 
greater accountability…”  
  
With respect to the recommendations captured in the NACIQI draft final report, ACCSC agrees that it is 
prudent not only to clarify and articulate common understandings about the responsibilities of each 
member of the triad (federal, state and accreditor), but also recognizes that by increasing communication, 
there is an opportunity to better understand the responsibilities and common concerns of each member of 
the triad (Recommendations 1 & 2). In a number of different instances, the current Criteria for 
Recognition of Accrediting Agencies under 34 CFR Part 602, which are statutorily mandated under 
Section 496 of the Higher Education Act, reinforce these shared gate-keeping responsibilities by requiring 
communication and collaboration among the triad partners. For example, accrediting agencies are 
required to inform the states, the Department, other accrediting agencies, and the public when an 
institution receives accreditation, is placed on probation, or has accreditation denied or withdrawn (34 
CFR §602.26). In addition, accrediting agencies are expected to take into account the decisions of states 
and other accrediting agencies in their own decision-making (34 CFR Section §602.28) and to cooperate 
with the states and the Department whenever an institution or program closes and students need assistance 
in continuing their education (34 CFR §602.24(c)(3)). The point here is that the oversight of higher 
education as set forth in current law and regulation is a shared responsibility and each member of the 
regulatory triad has an essential role to play in the oversight of institutions. Thus, a more clear set of 
expectations for each member of the triad in the minds of all stakeholders and policymakers is essential as 
we move forward.  
 
With regard to NACIQI’s stated goal of developing models for triad articulation and to promote greater 
engagement and consistency across states (Recommendation 5), ACCSC agrees that increased 
coordination amongst the members of the triad, particularly between accreditors and states, could result in 
a reduction of the unnecessary duplication of effort without impacting the quality assurance mechanisms 
currently in place. Several states have implemented, or are considering, “licensure by means of 
accreditation” on some scale. For example, in Florida, license by means of accreditation was included in 
the statutory amendments approved by the Florida Legislature in 2002. Qualifying institutions, which are 
accredited by accrediting agencies that have been approved by the state Commission for Independent 
Education (and recognized by the Department), are granted state licenses which are valid for the same 
period as their current grant of accreditation. This process has worked exceedingly well and ACCSC 
believes that state use of accreditation to fulfill licensure requirements has freed up significant resources 
at the state level without sacrificing the emphasis on educational quality. By partnering with accreditation 
in this capacity, states have reduced duplicative efforts in the licensure process and have had more 
opportunities to engage in consumer protection functions (Recommendation 3) and the accountability of 
institutions and programs providing education within the state (Recommendation 7).  
 
ACCSC also shares NACIQI’s focus on accountability and stated belief that accreditors accept the 
responsibility of demonstrating adequate rigor in accountability to assure that all accredited institutions 
meet reasonable standards of educational performance, and that accreditors must ensure that unacceptably 
weak institutions are not eligible for student aid. Additionally, ACCSC believes that NACIQI, whose 
primary function is to provide recommendations to the Secretary concerning whether an accrediting 
agency’s standards are sufficiently rigorous and effective in their application, can also reinforce the 
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critical role of accreditation by helping to ensure that unacceptably weak accrediting entities are not 
recognized by the Secretary. 
  
ACCSC believes that all accrediting agencies must continually evolve and explore opportunities to 
improve. As such, ACCSC is interested in further discussion regarding systems for expedited review 
(Recommendation 11), streamlining approval processes, as well as to offer more gradations in 
accreditation decisions (Recommendation 12). As mentioned above, ACCSC supports the need for a 
community discussion regarding how institutional disclosure of data might be better and more efficiently 
collected, reported and evaluated. While NACIQI mentions the need for greater transparency, those 
concepts could not be implemented without resolution regarding the definition of terms used for 
disclosure. For example, ACCSC cautions NACIQI to take into account that transparency of 
accountability measures such as graduation rates are only useful when there is uniformity in the data 
reported. As it is now, accreditors, institutions, and the federal government define metrics for graduation 
rates in such disparate ways that requiring institutions to disclose this information would only lead to 
greater confusion and be counterproductive to NACIQI’s policy aims. 
 
In conclusion, ACCSC is keenly aware of the important role that accreditation plays as a gate-keeping 
entity in the triad and the impact that that role has on ensuring the reliability of our nation’s current higher 
education oversight system. ACCSC looks forward to continuing the dialogue with NACIQI and future 
opportunities to strengthen accreditation and the validity and reliability accreditation is intended to 
convey regarding education quality, as well as to ensure that accreditation continues to fulfill its role as a 
gatekeeper of the Title IV federal student financial aid programs. 
 
Respectfully submitted,  
 

 

Michale S. McComis 
Executive Director 
ACCSC 


