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New Accreditation Standards
Here’s a riddle:
What began in 2009, involved a number of informal and formal comment periods with
stakeholders, underwent several revisions and was finally approved in April 2012?
If you answered a local development
or your neighborhood
comprehensive plan, you
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Date
would be wrong. Drum roll please… it was the revised PAB accreditation standards,
which were officially approved on April 14, 2012 at the APA Conference in Los Angeles.

N

aturally, as accreditors, it is
incumbent that we stay current
not only with the trends in planning, but also higher education and the
world of accreditation. While there have
been a few revisions of the standards in
the past, none were as comprehensive as
these. Upon the urging of our Site Visitors
and Program Administrators who were
frustrated with the outdated, lengthy and
redundant standards, the PAB standards
committee worked relentlessly to identify:
key standards; the basic level of knowledge, skills and values needed by professional planners; and ways the standards
could provide a more meaningful selfevaluation for the program thus contributing to self-improvement.
As may sound familiar to you,
revising a document of this magnitude
through the participatory planning process
can be lengthy and challenging. Yet, the
board was up for the challenge and maintained an open and transparent process
throughout. They sought input from our
vast Site Visit pool members and from our
sponsoring organizations (AICP/APA and
ACSP). The committee also looked to fellow specialized and professional accreditors to ensure that the new standards
were current with accreditation practices
and national trends in higher education.

A formal comment period was opened to
all stakeholders, including University
Presidents, unaccredited programs and
other accreditors, in November. The
numerous and wide-ranging comments
received formed the basis for the PAB’s
continued discussion and refinements to
the proposed standards. Drafts were
shared online and at ACSP and APA
conferences in 2010 and 2011. The final
standards were approved at the recent
APA conference in Los Angeles.
The new standards, which
become effective January 1, 2013, are
streamlined to focus on principles, outcomes and accountability. After all, the
role of accreditation is to assure and
improve education: assure the internal
and external constituencies that the
basic level of education has been met,
while also encouraging improvement
through self-evaluation. PAB,
planning programs, and planning professionals share the
same goal of ensuring future
planners have the knowledge,
skills and values to function
properly as professional planners, which will ultimately lead
to the success and sustainability of our communities.
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Standards and Policy Update
Criterion 7D: Public Information
“Higher Education is under scrutiny as the public demands
greater accountability regarding both cost and educational
outcomes. Again, accreditation must be a means for responsible examination and reinforcement of professional
program quality.” Letter from the Chair, PAB Newsletter,
January 1994.

O

ver the last two decades, the national trend in
higher education has centered on outcomes and
accountability. While PAB’s older standards briefly
touched on outcomes, our standards were lagging those of
the national movement and other accreditors. In fact, the
Council of Higher Education Accreditation, the organization
that formally recognizes institutional and programmatic
accreditors, cited PAB for the lack of a policy or standard
that demonstrated sufficient accountability.
As you’ll notice, the new standards have a dramatic
shift towards outcomes and accountability, rather than programmatic inputs. Educational outcomes have been elevated from a criterion to a separate standard (Standard #6
will be discussed in the next issue of the newsletter) and an
entirely new criterion regarding public information was introduced in the new standards - criterion 7D. As PAB is
expected to be transparent and accountable to our constituents, we expect our programs to hold to the same values.

Criterion7D: Public Information:
The program shall routinely provide reliable
information to the public on performance. Such information shall appear in easily accessible locations including program websites. Information shall include, but not
be limited to:
1. student achievement as determined by the program;
2. the cost (tuition and fees) for a full-time student for
one academic year;
3. student retention and graduation rates, including
the number of degrees produced each year, the percentage of master’s students graduating within 4 years,
and/or the percentage of bachelor’s students graduating within 6 years;
4. the percentage of master’s graduates who pass the
AICP exam within 3 years after graduation and/or the
percentage of bachelor’s graduates who pass the AICP
exam within 5 years of graduation; and
5. the employment rate of fulltime graduates in a professional planning or planning-related job within 1 year
of graduation.
All PAB-accredited programs are required to be in compliance with this criterion by January 1, 2013.

New Substantive Change Policy
At the June 26 board meeting, the PAB approved the revision of the Substantive Change policy. The policy is reproduced below.
A Substantive change is any organizational and/or programmatic change that may affect the Program’s ability to comply
with one or more of the pre-conditions to accreditation, and/
or any of the PAB accreditation standards and criteria.
Substantive Changes include, but are not limited to:
• the withdrawal, or risk thereof, of institutional accreditation;
• a change or variation in the name of the Program and/or
Degree title;
• a change or variation in the length of the Program (i.e.
minimum of 2 and 4 years of full-time study for graduate and
undergraduate degrees, respectively);
• a change or variation in the Program’s primary focus;
• a change in location or administrative unit for the Program;
• a significant change in curriculum requirements, credit
hours, and/or the method of delivery of courses;
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the appointment of a program administrator or interim administrator who does not have tenure, or who
does not have an educational background or substantial
experience in planning;
• an increase or decrease of 20% or more in the number of enrolled students;
• a decrease of 20% or more in the number of teaching
faculty;
• a decrease of 50% or more of the number of minority
or female faculty;
• a change in resources affecting the ability to deliver
the Program, including the addition of a new degree program.
•

Programs must report a Substantive Change in the Annual Report. Programs are encouraged to notify PAB
prior to the occurrence of a Substantive Change and
demonstrate how the change(s) will allow for continued
compliance with the standards. The Board may, at its
discretion, request additional information.

New PAB-Accredited Programs

School Spotlight

Indiana University of Pennsylvania
The Bachelor of Science in Regional Planning at Indiana University of Pennsylvania (IUP) is the new kid on the block, having been granted initial accreditation at the PAB April 2012
meeting in Los Angeles. The Program is one of only 15 accredited undergraduate programs and the only accredited
undergraduate program in Pennsylvania. Located in the
Department of Geography & Regional Planning in the College of Humanities & Social Sciences, the Bachelor of Science
in Regional Planning degree has been in existence since
1972. The program’s mission is to provide opportunities for
its students, planning professionals, and citizens of a diverse
regional community to master fundamental and innovative
planning principles. The program trains students to become
professional planners through a process that emphasizes conceptual knowledge, experiential learning, innovative planning skills, and civic engagement.
The program prepares students to work in public
agencies at the local, county, and state levels as well as
private planning and engineering firms through two tracks –
Environmental Planning and Land Use/Geographic Informa-

Temple University
Last May, Temple University’s Community and Regional
Planning Department (CRP) celebrated its 10th anniversary
by honoring the award winning work of the Philadelphia
Corporation for Aging (PCA) which has successfully advocated an aging focus in planning and community development. Speakers reflecting regional, county, aging and public
health perspectives considered what can be learned from
PCA and applied throughout the metropolitan region. The
program was thought-provoking and stimulating with a
strong message that we need to create built environments
that support independence and quality of life for everyone
as they age.
To this end, aging will be the focus of CRP’s teaching
and service over the 2012-13 academic year. Every CRP
course will give explicit attention to aging. The spring 2013
planning studios will each involve community planning for
aging. Next April, the Department will host a day long Planning Institute at the Temple Harrisburg campus offering planners, policy makers and legislators insights as to the various
ways in which planners can meet the needs of older adults at
the community level. Practitioners will share best management practices and students will report the results of their
studio projects. The Pennsylvania Chapter of the American
Planning Association will co-host the Institute.
Contact:
Deborah Howe, Ph.D., FAICP, Chair
dhowe@temple.edu
Dept. 267.468.8301
http://www.temple.edu/ambler/crp/

tion Systems (GIS). These specializations reflect the expertise of the faculty, as well as address particularly important issues in western Pennsylvania and northern Appalachia. Graduates of the program are employed as planners in metropolitan areas and more rural communities
across the United States, and in particular throughout the
Mid-Atlantic. As part of their coursework, students work on
real-world problems and intern with professional planners
who deal with problems on a daily basis. Planning students are trained to take a comprehensive view, hear and
speak for all citizens, reconcile controversy, and propose
alternatives that can guide community decision making in
allocating scarce resources to create better places to live.
Contact:
Calvin Masilela, Ph.D., Regional Planning Director
cmasilela@iup.edu
Dept. 724.357.2250
http://www.iup.edu/regionalplanning

PAB Calendar
September 2012
15 : SSR due for Programs with spring 2013 Site Visits
30-Oct.2: APA Federal Policy and Program Briefing,
Washington, D.C.
October
1 : PAB fiscal year 2013 begins; Annual Fee invoices
mailed to Programs. Annual Fee due December 1
November
1-4: ACSP Conference in Cincinnati, OH and PAB Fall
Board Meeting
• Sat, 3rd at 9:45-10:45am: Where’s the Diversity?
PAB roundtable session. Room tba
December
1: Annual Fee Due; Annual Report available online at
http://pab.civicore.com
January 2013
New Standards become effective. All programs must
be in compliance with Criterion 7D
31: Annual Report Due
April
13-17: APA National Conference in Chicago, IL and
PAB Spring Board Meeting.
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Site Visit Corner
2012 Outstanding Site Visitor Award
Congratulations to this year’s award recipient’s:

Gary Sands, Ph.D., AICP
Professor Emeritus, Wayne State University

Site Visitor Recognition
Thank you to all of the PAB Site Visitors for all of
your hard work and dedication to PAB’s mission of
ensuring high quality planning education. We would
like to give a special thank you to the following individuals who have retired from the SV pool. Thank you
for your many years of service to PAB and your contribution to the field of planning.
Educators
Ernesto Arias, Ph.D.

Nancy Leathers, AICP

Professor Emeritus, University of Colorado at Denver

Former Director of Community Development,
City of Sandy Springs (GA)

Edward Bergman, Ph.D.
Professor and Chair, Vienna University
Richard Brail, Ph.D.
Professor Emeritus, Rutgers
Jay Chatterjee, Ph.D., FAICP
Professor, University of Cincinnati
William Harris, Ph.D., FAICP
Adjunct Professor, Augusta State University
Edward Hill, Ph.D.
Professor, Cleveland State University
Jesus Hinojosa, FAICP
Professor Emeritus, Texas A&M University
Marcia Marker Feld, Ph.D., AICP

Harvard University Site Visit 2012: (left to right) John Landis, Ph.D.; Susan
Harden, AICP; Alan Garber, MD, Ph.D., Provost, Harvard University; and
Anthony Catanese, Ph.D., FAICP

Professor Emeritus, University of Rhode Island
Donald Miller, Ph.D., AICP
Professor, University of Washington
David Phillips, Ph.D., AICP
Professor Emeritus, University of Virginia
Peter Salins, Ph.D., FAICP
Professor, Stony Brook University
Practitioners
Mary Anne Bowie, FAICP
President, Bowie Urban Planners (FL)
Sergio Rodriguez, FAICP
[retired] Vice President, Real Estate

Alabama A&M University Site Visit 2012: (left to right) Mulatu Wubneh,
Ph.D.; Chukudi Izeogu, Ph.D., Program Chair; Gary Sands, Ph.D., AICP; and
Russell Fricano, Ph.D., Program Faculty. Michael Harper, FAICP (practitioner
of SVT) not shown.
If you would like to contribute an article or photos from past Site Visits, please
contact Jesmarie Johnson at JJohson@planningaccreditationboard.org

University of Miami (FL)
Dave Siegel, FAICP
Senior Associate, OTAK (OK)
Larry Smith, AICP
Director, Central MS Planning and Development
District (MS)

