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Diear Professor Seagrave:

[ write on behalf of the leadership team of our Department to express sirong supporl (or retention of ABET s
current prohibition of “dual-level accreditation” of engineering programs, The rule profubiting dual-level ac-
creditation has achieved the uniformity that exists in today™s aceredilabion landscape foe civil engineering pro-
grams. Of 211 aceredited civil engineering programs, 209 arc accredited at the BS level. By providing the core
competencies for licensure, the BS degree 1s now and will remain the attractive level for accreditation.

We antcipale [urther benefits of the current probibition rule will be realized as the implementation of ASCE
Policy 465 "raiscs the bar" for professional licensure to BS + MS/30. We very strongly support the tenets of
Policy 4635 and actively participate on the eurrent ASCE Body of Knowledge Committee, The implementaticn
of Policy 463 brings new complexity and the need for flexibility in evaluating the MS/30 — particularly the
“30." The "30 credit hours" aption creates a vast arvay of new possibilities to satisfy licensing requirements.
thus delying a principal goal of standardization that 1s achieved through accreditation. At worst, opening the
door o dual-level acereditation will be a direct assault on the intended flexibility of MS/30 because State li-
censing boards will have o reconcile accredited paths with non-accredited paths. If MS acereditation becomes
valued, then the non-aceredited paths available under the *30 eredit hours™ will be resisted, If hoth paths are
equally aceepted, then MS acereditation will serve no role. Consequently, we cannot envision that acereditalion
of boih BS and MS programs can ever accomplish a real benefit given that the "30 hours" aption will lie oul-
side the purview of accreditation processes.

The substantial uniformity present in loday's acereditation system should remain as lnghly valued and seen as
useful in this coming environmenl., I1' the rule is not retained, we believe the existing unifornuty across the ac-
creditation landscape will be cast inlo disarray. Dual-level accreditation will certamly create a large, new ad-
ministrative burden on universitics, and we remain unconvinced that the greater expense will provide any bene-
fits at all, On the conlrary, our cxpectation is that State licensing boards will find 1t satisfactory — and routine
— to recognize the very many existing, non-aceredited M3 degrees when the BS + MS/30 requirements are
fully implemented.

We strongly encourage ABET to retain the rule prohibiting dual-level accredilation.
Thank vou [or considering our comments.
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