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Background and Authorization

The Standards Review Subcommittee was established by a formal vote of the Committee on Accreditation (COA) at the Fall 2005 COA regular meeting in Chicago.  The Subcommittee was charged with implementing an earlier COA vote mandating review of the Standards at five-year intervals.  

Impetus for the establishment of the Subcommittee arose from three major inputs:  1) expressions of concern from the field, 2) a July 15, 2002 report from an ad hoc Standards Review Subcommittee, which included assessment of a poll of external review panel members that solicited their views on targets for revision, and 3) the collective experience of COA members regarding points of recurring points of confusion or failure of programs to address the standards in a satisfactory manner.

An initial updated draft of the Standards was prepared by the Subcommittee and presented to COA at the Spring 2006 regular COA meeting in Chicago.  Consultations with the community took place at an open meeting sponsored by COA at the 2007 ALA Midwinter Meeting and at

an ALA COE Forum on Library and Information Studies Education at the 2007

ALA Midwinter Meeting.  These consultations were complemented by a Web-form survey to solicit constituent input and commentary.  E-mail invitations to comment, including links to the draft update and survey were sent to key constituent groups, including:

a. The ALA Committee on Education (COE)

b. The Education Committees of ALA divisions, chapters, and roundtables

c. The Boards of Directors or equivalent governance bodies of ALA divisions, chapters, and roundtables), with explicit authorization to such bodies to seek input from the constituents of those units

d. The Boards of Directors or equivalent governance bodies of sister organizations in the United States and Canada (to be identified), with explicit authorization to such bodies to seek input from the constituents of those organizations

e. Subscribers to the Jesse listserv, an open discussion forum for individuals interested in library and information studies education

f. Administrators of accredited and non-accredited master’s programs in library and information studies.

At its fall 2007 meeting, COA agreed to make the following recommendations to ALA Council.

Recommendations

COA has identified five prominent targets for updating the language of the Standards.  These updates are designed to improve the overall effectiveness of the Standards in communicating essential values, concerns, and commitments of the library and information professions.  The updates apply across all six Standards.  A marked-up version of the proposed text is attached.

1. That Council approve the enhanced emphasis on systematic planning as an essential component in the accreditation process, as expressed in the new paragraph comprising lines 61-70 of the Foreword and in lines 118,167, 366, 391 and 500.  

Rationale: The essential nature of planning is encapsulated in the Standards statement that “institutions seeking accreditation of master's degree programs in library and information studies have an obligation to use the results of their evaluations for broad-based, continuous program planning, assessment, development, and improvement” (Standards Foreword)  COA has for some time been concerned that programs have failed to completely integrate systematic planning for program success into the Program Presentation and related documentation of program activities.  This failure to adequately address systematic planning can lead to noncompliance with Standard I.  The section of the Standards that addresses the nature of planning has been expanded and added to the Foreword to the Standards. 


2. That Council approve incorporation of terminology linking compliance with the Standards to student learning outcomes in lines 1 to 8, 56 and 97 of the Foreword and line 123.   
Rationale: The use of the term outcomes was emerging at the time of the drafting of the 1992 Standards, but had not yet been established as standard terminology.  The expression used in the 1992 Standards is “educational results to be achieved.”  Both the 2002 Subcommittee report and the collective experience of COA suggested the need to incorporate terminology reflective of the universal adoption of the term outcomes.


3. That Council approve updating the language related to diversity through the paragraph at lines 107 to 111 of the Foreword and lines 147-51, 187, 237, 273-4, and 483-85. 

Rationale:  The 1992 Standards include consistent use of the expression “multicultural, multiethnic, and multilingual.”  COA and the Subcommittee found this expression, while sweeping, to nonetheless lack inclusiveness.  The updating process concluded that any enumerative approach to describing diversity would not be as inclusive as is ALA’s policy 60, in particular, 60.5.

4. That Council approve replacing the term “evaluation” with “assessment,” at lines 30 and 59 of the Foreword, and line 251.

Rationale:  “Assessment” is the current term for describing quality assurance in learning environments, particularly in reference to the achievement of student learning outcomes.  

5. That Council approve the version of the Standards with explicitly numbered paragraphs. Rationale.  This version has been available from the ALA Web for quite some time and has proven useful to COA, to programs, and to external review panels. 
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