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AGENDA

Agenda of the ATS/COA 47th Biennial Meeting

Wednesday-Friday, June 23-25, 2010

The Future Has Arrived:
Changing Theological Education in a Changed World

Wednesday, June 23

7:30 a.m.

8:30-10:00 a.m.

9:30 a.m.-1:30 p.m.

10:00 a.m.—Noon

Noon-1:30 p.m.

1:45-3:00 p.m.

3:00-3:30 p.m.

PC(USA) THEOLOGICAL EDUCATION BREAKFAST . . Huronie AB~Niveau Plaza Level
(by prior registration)
Convener: Lee Hinson-Hasty

BREAKFAST AND DISCUSSION OF NEW INITIATIVES

OF KERN FAMILY FOUNDATION (by invitation) . . . Maisonneuve D~36th Floor
REGISTRATION . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . LowerLobby
OPEN FORUM. . . . . . . . .Viger ABC~Lower Lobby

Discussion of Proposed Changes to Institutional Stan-
dards and Accrediting Procedures, and Proposed ATS
Policy Guidelines

AFRICAN AMERICAN PRESIDENTS'LUNCH . . . . . . . . .Habitation B
(by prior registration)

FELLOWSHIP OF EVANGELICAL SEMINARY . . . . . . . . . HuronieAB
PRESIDENTS’ LUNCH
Convener: Bryan Chapell

OPENING PLENARY SESSION. . . . . . . . . . Salle De Bal~Lower Lobby
Hymn and Prayer ~ Donald Senior
Call to Order and Welcome ~ John Kinney
Greetings ~ Ellen Aitken and John Simons
Opening Address ~ Daniel Aleshire

BREAK



AGENDA

3:30-5:00 p.m.

5:30-6:30 p.m.

7:00 p.m.

BUSINESSSESSIONI . . . . . . . . . . . . . SalleDeBal~Lower Lobby
Joint Association and Commission Business
John Kinney, President of the Association
Anne Anderson, Chair of the Commission
Adoption of Rules for the Conduct of Business
Appointment of Parliamentarian
Appointment of Committee on Reference and Counsel
Nominating Committee Reports
for the Association ~ Myron McCoy
for the Commission ~ Barbara Mutch
Treasurers’ Reports
for the Association ~ Mary McNamara
for the Commission ~ Chris Meinzer
Association Business
John Kinney, President of the Association
Board of Directors Report
President’s Report
Presentation and action on applicants for Associate
Membership
Presentation and action on applicants for Affiliate Status

WELCOMING RECEPTION . . . . . . . . . Salons Maisonneuve~36" Floor
Hosted by the Faculty of Religious Studies at

McGill University, Montreal School of Theology,

and the Kern Family Foundation

BANQUET

o Salle de Bal~Lower Lobby
Presentation of Distinguished Service Award



AGENDA

Thursday, June 24
7:00-7:45 a.m. CONTINENTAL BREAKFAST . . . . . . . . . . Salle De Bal~Lower Lobby

8:00-9:30 a.m. WORKSHOPS 1

1. Outcomes Assessment
John VerBerkmoes, Grand Rapids Theological Seminary of Cornerstone University
Laceye Warner, Duke University Divinity School

2. The Choices We Made to Stay Alive and Flourish in the Lean
Years

David McAllister-Wilson, Wesley Theological Seminary

Myron McCoy, Saint Paul School of Theology

3. Delivering Quality Academic Programming with Fewer Resources
Gail O’Day, Candler School of Theology of Emory University
Michael Martin, Golden Gate Baptist Theological Seminary

4. A Missional Model of Education
Richard Mouw, Fuller Theological Seminary
Donald Senior, Catholic Theological Union
Leanne VanDyk, Western Theological Seminary

5. Stabilizing a Tuition-Driven Institution
Bryan Chapell, Covenant Theological Seminary
Howard Wilson, Ambrose Seminary of Ambrose University College

6. Declaring Financial Exigency
James Johnson, Lexington Theological Seminary
Molly Marshall, Central Baptist Theological Seminary

7. Strategies for Enhancing Institutional Capacity to Support Racial/
Ethnic Diversity
Nancy Ramsay, Brite Divinity School at Texas Christian University

8. Creative Resource-Sharing Among Schools
Angela Bauer-Levesque, Episcopal Divinity School
Nick Carter, Andover Newton Theological School
James Donahue, Graduate Theological Union

9:45-10:45 a.m. MORNING HYMN AND PRAYER ~ Tite Tienou . . . . Salle De Bal~Lower Lobby

BUSINESS SESSION II
Association Business
John Kinney, President of the Association
Election of ATS officers, directors, and committees
Presentation of proposed policy actions

10:45-11:00 a.m. Break

11:00-11:45 a.m. Commission Business
Anne Anderson, Chair of the Commission
Board of Commissioners Report
Election of Commission board and committees
Standards and Procedures Revision Phase I: Presen-
tation of proposed changes to Procedures



AGENDA

11:45-1:30 p.m.

1:30-3:00 p.m.

3:00-3:30 p.m.

3:30-5:00 p.m.

5:00-6:00 p.m.

6:00-7:30 p.m.

EVENING

8:00-10:00 p.m.

OPTIONAL LUNCH FOR ALL BIENNIAL REGISTRANTS

(by prior reservation) . e Cartier ABC~Main Lobby Level
Plenary Presentation of Research on Women in Leadership

Barbara Brown Zikmund

BUSINESS SESSIONIII . . . . . . . . . . . . Salle DeBal~Lower Lobby
Commission Business
Anne Anderson, Chair of the Commission
Standards and Procedures Revision Phase I: Presen-
tation of proposed changes to Standards 1-9

BREAK

WORKSHOPS II
Repeat of Thursday morning workshops 14 plus the following:

9. What Have We Learned about Distance Learning?
Gregory Bourgond, formerly of Bethel Seminary of Bethel University

10. Presidential Leadership that Works
Anthony Ruger, Auburn Center for the Study of Theological Education

11. Mission-Focused and Margin-Aware: Building Boards for Good
Governance in Demanding Times

William Cahoy, St. John's University School of Theology-Seminary

Byron Klaus, Assemblies of God Theological Seminary

Christa Klein, In Trust

12. Educating Racial/Ethnic Students
Dorcas Gordon, Knox College
Alvin Padilla, Gordon-Conwell Theological Seminary

13. Training for Prospective Accreditation Evaluation Team Members
Alice Hunt, Chicago Theological Seminary

ATS Accrediting Staff
RECEPTION FOR IN TRUST MEMBER SCHOOLS . . Maisonneuve D~36" Floor
RECEPTION FOR WOMEN PRESIDENTS AND DEANS . . . Maisonneuve BC

(by prior registration)
Convener: Phyllis Anderson

RECEPTION AND DISCUSSION OF NEW INITIATIVES

OF KERN FAMILY FOUNDATION (by invitation) . . . . Cartier A~Main Lobby
Free Time
Room Available for Informal Participants” Gatherings. . Huronie AB~Niveau Plaza Level



Friday, June 25

7:00-7:45 a.m.

8:00-8:15 a.m.

8:15-9:45 a.m.

9:45-10:00 a.m.

10:00-11:30 a.m.

11:45 a.m.

AGENDA

CONTINENTAL BREAKFAST . . . . . Viger ABC~Lower Lobby
CANADIAN SCHOOLS BREAKFAST (by prlor reglstratlon) Neufchatel~Main Lobby
Conveners: Dorcas Gordon and Anne Anderson

MORNING HYMN AND PRAYER ~ Cynthia Campbell . . Salle De Bal~Lower Lobby

BUSINESS SESSION IV
Association Business
John Kinney, President of the Association
Action on Policy Proposals
Commission Business
Anne Anderson, Chair of the Commission
Action on Standards and Procedures Revision Phase I

BREAK

FORUM OF KEY EDUCATIONAL ISSUES . . . . . Viger ABC~Lower Lobby
Commission Business
Anne Anderson, Chair of the Commission
Standards and Procedures Revision Phase II:
Beginning to Evaluate the Educational Issues Under-
girding the Degree Program Standards
Benediction ~ Richard Mouw
Adjournment

HTIC GENERAL COUNCIL MEETING
Convener: Joanne Rodriguez



PARTICIPANTS IN THE PROGRAM

Participants in the Program

Ellen Aitkin, Faculty of Religious Studies, McGill University

Anne Anderson, University of St. Michael’s College Faculty of Theology
Phyllis Anderson, Pacific Lutheran Theological Seminary

Angela Bauer-Levesque, Episcopal Divinity School

Gregory Bourgond, formerly of Bethel Seminary of Bethel University
William Cahoy, St. John's University School of Theology-Seminary
Cynthia Campbell, McCormick Theological Seminary

Nick Carter, Andover Newton Theological School

Bryan Chapell, Covenant Theological Seminary

James Donahue, Graduate Theological Union

Dorcas Gordon, Knox College

Lee Hinson-Hasty, PC(USA)

Alice Hunt, Chicago Theological Seminary

James Johnson, Lexington Theological Seminary

John Kinney, Samuel DeWitt Proctor School of Theology

Byron Klaus, Assemblies of God Theological Seminary

Christa Klein, In Trust, Inc.

Penny Long Marler, Samford University

Molly Marshall, Central Baptist Theological Seminary

Michael Martin, Golden Gate Baptist Theological Seminary

Janet Maykus, Austin Presbyterian Theological Seminary

David McAllister-Wilson, Wesley Theological Seminary

Myron McCoy, Saint Paul School of Theology

Mary McNamara, United Theological Seminary of the Twin Cities
Richard Mouw, Fuller Theological Seminary

Barbara Mutch, Carey Theological College

Gail O'Day, Candler School of Theology of Emory University

Alvin Padilla, Gordon-Conwell Theological Seminary

Nancy Ramsay, Brite Divinity School

Robert Reber, Bexley Hall Seminary

Bruce Roberts, Christian Theological Seminary (retired)

Joanne Rodriguez, Princeton Theological Seminary

Anthony Ruger, Auburn Center for the Study of Theological Education
Donald Senior, Catholic Theological Union

John Simons, Montreal School of Theology

Tite Tienou, Trinity Evangelical Divinity School

Leanne VanDyk, Western Theological Seminary

John VerBerkmoes, Grand Rapids Theological Seminary of Cornerstone University
Laceye Warner, Duke University Divinity School

Howard Wilson, Ambrose Seminary of Ambrose University College
Barbara Brown Zikmund, Women in Leadership Research Project Director

Staff participants are listed on the following page.



OFFICERS AND PROFESSIONAL STAFF

Association Officers

President
John Kinney

Dean, Samuel DeWitt Proctor School of Theology

Richmond, Virginia

Vice President
Richard Mouw
President, Fuller Theological Seminary
Pasadena, California

Secretary
Laura Mendenhall
The Texas Presbyterian Foundation
Irving, Texas

Treasurer
Mary McNamara
President, United Theological Seminary of the
Twin Cities
New Brighton, Minnesota

Commission Officers

Chair
Anne Anderson
President, University of St. Michael’s College
Faculty of Theology
Toronto, Ontario

Vice Chair and Treasurer
David Draper
President, Winebrenner Theological Seminary
Findlay, Ohio

ATS Professional Staff

Daniel O. Aleshire
Executive Director

Helen M. Blier
Director, Student Information and Organizational
Evaluation

Eliza Smith Brown
Director, Communications and External Relations

Janice Edwards-Armstrong
Director, Leadership Education

Stephen R. Graham
Director, Faculty Development and Initiatives
in Theological Education

Tisa Lewis
Director, Accreditation and Institutional Evaluation

Carol E. Lytch
Assistant Executive Director

Chris A. Meinzer
Director, Finance and Administration

William C. Miller
Director, Accreditation and Institutional Evaluation

Chris Olsztyn
Director, Information Technology

Lester Edwin J. Ruiz
Director, Accreditation and Institutional Evaluation



ATS PRESIDENTS

ATS Presidents

1918 —

1920—C. A. Barbour, Colgate Rochester Divinity School

1921—W. D. Mackenzie, Hartford Seminary

1922 —Daniel D. Fraser, Presbyterian College of Montreal

1924 —Charles M. Stuart, Garrett-Evangelical Theological Seminary
1926 —George B. Stewart, Auburn Seminary

1928 —Luther A. Weigle, Yale University Divinity School

1930 —Shailer Mathews, University of Chicago Divinity School

1932 —Warren J. Moulton, Bangor Theological Seminary

1934 —Richard Davidson, Emmanuel College of Victoria University
1936 — Arlo A. Brown, Drew University Theological School

1938 —Lewis ]. Sherrill, Louisville Presbyterian Theological Seminary
1940 — Albert W. Beaven, Colgate Rochester Divinity School

1942 —Henry P. Van Dusen, Union Theological Seminary

1944 —Sanford Fleming, Berkeley Baptist Divinity School

1946 —Conrad Bergendoff, Augustana Theological Seminary

1948 —John A. Mackay, Princeton Theological Seminary

1950 —John K. Benton, Vanderbilt University Divinity School

1952 —Edward H. Roberts, Princeton Theological Seminary

1954 —Charles L. Taylor, Episcopal Divinity School

1956 —Walter N. Roberts, United Theological Seminary
1958 — Ernest C. Colwell, Claremont School of Theology

1960 —James A. Jones, Union Theological Seminary in Virginia

1962 —Stanley B. Frost, McGill University Faculty of Religious Studies
1964 —Olin T. Binkley, Southeastern Baptist Theological Seminary
1966 —Robert V. Moss, Lancaster Theological Seminary
1968 — Arthur R. McKay, McCormick Theological Seminary

1970— Allix B. James, Virginia Union University School of Theology
1972 —Joseph D. Quillian, Perkins School of Theology

1974 —Frederick W. Whittaker, Bangor Theological Seminary

1976 —David A. Hubbard, Fuller Theological Seminary

1978 —James I. McCord, Princeton Theological Seminary

1980 —Harvey Guthrie, Episcopal Divinity School

1982 —Vincent Cushing, Washington Theological Union

1984 —C. Douglas Jay, Emmanuel College of Victoria University
1986 —Barbara Brown Zikmund, Pacific School of Religion

1988 —Russell H. Dilday, Jr., Southwestern Baptist Theological Seminary
1990 —James L. Waits, Candler School of Theology

1992 —Robert E. Cooley, Gordon-Conwell Theological Seminary
1994 —James H. Costen, Interdenominational Theological Center
1996 —Diane Kennedy, Aquinas Institute of Theology

1998 —Luder G. Whitlock, Jr., Reformed Theological Seminary
2000—Martha J. Horne, Protestant Episcopal Theological Seminary in Virginia
2002—David L. Tiede, Luther Seminary

2004 —Cynthia M. Campbell, McCormick Theological Seminary
2006 —Donald Senior, Catholic Theological Union

2008 —John Kinney, Samuel DeWitt Proctor School of Theology



Agosto, Efrain
Aitken, Ellen B.
Akkerman, Jay
Aleshire, Daniel O.

Alexander, Kimberly Ervin E.

Anderson, Anne T.
Anderson, Christopher Colt
Anderson, Kenton C.
Anderson, Phyllis
Attebery, Philip
Attridge, Harold W.
Aune, Michael B.
Aymer, Albert

Bader, Jennifer
Bailey, Mark L.
Banks, Nadine
Barber, Ray G.
Barfield, Virginia (Ginger)
Barnes, Jay H.
Barstad, Joel

Bartelt, Andrew H.
Bauer-Levesque, Angela
Beckerdite, Susan D.
Benefiel, Ron
Beresford, Eric
Bernard, David K.
Black, Mark C.
Blaising, Craig A.
Blier, Helen M.
Bliese, Richard
Blossom, Jay

Blount, Brian K.
Bode, Kyle

Bonner, Steven
Booth, Steven C.
Bosso, Stephen C.
Bottoms, Robert G.
Bourgond, Gregory W.
Bowers, James P.
Boyd, Marsha Foster
Briley, Terry

Brink, Mary Louise
Britton, Joseph H.
Brown, Eliza Smith
Brown, J. Alistair
Brown, Timothy L.
Cahoy, William J.
Callahan, Sharon
Campbell, Cynthia M.
Cannada Jr., Robert C.
Canoy, Robert W.

MEETING REGISTRANTS

Meeting Registrants

Hartford Seminary

McGill University Faculty of Religious Studies
Individuals

The Association of Theological Schools
Pentecostal Theological Seminary
University of St. Michael’s College
Washington Theological Union

Associated Canadian Theological Schools
Pacific Lutheran Theological Seminary
Baptist Missionary Association Theological Seminary
Yale University Divinity School

Pacific Lutheran Theological Seminary
Hood Theological Seminary

Boston College School of Theology and Ministry
Dallas Theological Seminary

The Association of Theological Schools
Chapman Seminary

Lutheran Theological Southern Seminary
Bethel Seminary of Bethel University

St. John Vianney Theological Seminary
Concordia Seminary (MO)

Episcopal Divinity School

The Association of Theological Schools
Nazarene Theological Seminary

Atlantic School of Theology

Urshan Graduate School of Theology
Hazelip School of Theology

Southwestern Baptist Theological Seminary
The Association of Theological Schools
Luther Seminary

In Trust, Inc.

Union Presbyterian Seminary

The Kern Family Foundation

Individuals

Canadian Southern Baptist Seminary

St. Vincent de Paul Regional Seminary
Seabury-Western Theological Seminary
Individuals

Pentecostal Theological Seminary
Ecumenical Theological Seminary

Hazelip School of Theology

Seminary of the Immaculate Conception
Berkeley Divinity School

The Association of Theological Schools
Northern Baptist Theological Seminary
Western Theological Seminary

St. John's University School of Theology & Seminary
Seattle University School of Theology and Ministry
McCormick Theological Seminary
Reformed Theological Seminary

M. Christopher White School of Divinity



MEETING REGISTRANTS

Cara, Robert J.

Carl III, William J.
Carter, Nick

Chang, Peter M.
Chapell, Bryan
Chapman, Tasha
Childs, James M.
Choi, Kyunam

Choi, Won S.

Clader, Linda L.
Clark, Janet

Clifford, Catherine E.
Cloud, Rodney

Cole, Thomas W.
Conniry, Charles
Cooley, Robert E.
Cooper-White, Michael L.
Cortez, Marc A.
Cullum, Douglas R.
Culpepper, R. Alan
Currie III, Tom W.
Dalbey, Mark

Dale, Janet L.

Dirks, Dennis H.
Doubleday, William A.
Drumm, Curtis Scott
D’Souza, Mario O.
Duke, Russell

Dyer, Amelia J.
Earwood, Greg C.
Echols, James Kenneth

Reformed Theological Seminary
Pittsburgh Theological Seminary
Andover Newton Theological School

Washington Baptist Theological Seminary of Washington Baptist University

Covenant Theological Seminary
Covenant Theological Seminary
Trinity Lutheran Seminary
Individuals

Washington Baptist Theological Seminary of Washington Baptist University

Church Divinity School of the Pacific

Tyndale University College & Seminary
Individuals

Turner School of Theology of Amridge University
Interdenominational Theological Center
George Fox Evangelical Seminary

Individuals

Lutheran Theological Seminary at Gettysburg
Western Seminary

Northeastern Seminary at Roberts Wesleyan College
James and Carolyn McAfee School of Theology
Union Presbyterian Seminary

Covenant Theological Seminary

Alliance Theological Seminary

Talbot School of Theology

Bexley Hall Seminary

New Orleans Baptist Theological Seminary
University of St. Michael’s College

Haggard Graduate School of Theology
Virginia Theological Seminary

Baptist Seminary of Kentucky

Lutheran School of Theology at Chicago

Edwards, Wendy J. Deichmann United Theological Seminary

Edwards-Armstrong, Janice

Eliason, Leland V.
Ellis, Robert R.
Evans, Christopher
Fawcett, Bruce
Fitchue, Leah Gaskin
Fletcher, Wendy
Fredenburg, Brandon L.
Fuller, Thomas
Gardner, Harry
Gasque, W. Ward
Gaston, H. Neely
Gay, Craig M.

Gill, Jeffrey A.
Gilson, Ken
Gordon, J. Dorcas
Graham, Stephen R.
Gresham, John L.
Gropp, Douglas
Hadsell, Heidi
Hagan, G. Michael
Hahn, Roger L.
Hamilton, Mark W.

10

The Association of Theological Schools
Individuals

Logsdon Seminary of Logsdon School of Theology
Colgate Rochester Crozer Divinity School
Acadia Divinity College

Payne Theological Seminary

Vancouver School of Theology
Individuals

Beeson Divinity School of Samford University
Acadia Divinity College

Pacific Association for Theological Studies
Erskine Theological Seminary

Regent College

Grace Theological Seminary

Talbot School of Theology

Knox College

The Association of Theological Schools
Kenrick-Glennon Seminary

Individuals

Hartford Seminary

Sioux Falls Seminary

Nazarene Theological Seminary

Abilene Christian University



Harvey, John D.
Hayes, Alan L.
Hearon, Holly E.
Heidt, Sarah

Heille, Gregory
Henke, Donald
Hinson-Hasty, G. Lee
Hollinger, Dennis P.
Holmes, Charley
Hooten, Jon

Howell, Nancy R.

Hudnut-Beumler, James D.

Huffard, Evertt W.
Hunt, Alice W.
Irvin, Dale T.
Iverson, Cheryl L.
Jackson, Byron
James III, Frank A.
Jelinek, John A.
Jensen, Gordon A.
Jimena-Palmer, Jaretha Joy
Johnson, David H.
Johnson, H. Wayne
Johnson, James P.
Johnson, Jerry A.
Johnson, Robert E.
Jones, Barry A.
Jones, L. Serene
Jones, R. Clifford
Jost, Lynn

Kardash, Amy
Kasza, John C.
Katip, William J.
Kavlie, Lucas B.
Keathley, Kenneth D.
Kelley Jr., Charles S.
Kettner, Edward G.
Kim, Shalom Y.
Kinney, John W.
Klaus, Byron D.
Klein, Christa R.
Kleyn, Henk
Kosanke, Charles G.
Kovack, Ronald
Krause, Deborah D.
Krey, Philip D.W.
Lajiness, Todd J.
Land, Steven J.
Landrebe, Robert S.
Larson, Duane H.
Latcovich, Mark A.
Lawrence, William B.
Laytham, D. Brent
Leeds, Mark

Lemke, Steve W.

MEETING REGISTRANTS

Columbia International University - Seminary & School of Missions

Toronto School of Theology

Christian Theological Seminary

Ecumenical Theological Seminary

Aquinas Institute of Theology

Kenrick-Glennon Seminary

Presbyterian Church (U.S.A.)

Gordon-Conwell Theological Seminary

Baptist Missionary Association Theological Seminary
Claremont School of Theology

Saint Paul School of Theology

Vanderbilt University Divinity School

Harding University Graduate School of Religion
Chicago Theological Seminary

New York Theological Seminary

Oral Roberts University School of Theology
Pittsburgh Theological Seminary
Gordon-Conwell Theological Seminary

Moody Theological Seminary and Graduate School - Michigan

Lutheran Theological Seminary (SK)
International Theological Seminary
Providence Theological Seminary

Trinity Evangelical Divinity School
Lexington Theological Seminary
Midwestern Baptist Theological Seminary
Central Baptist Theological Seminary
Campbell University Divinity School
Union Theological Seminary

Seventh-day Adventist Theological Seminary
Mennonite Brethren Biblical Seminary

In Trust, Inc.

SS. Cyril & Methodius Seminary

Grace Theological Seminary

Moody Theological Seminary and Graduate School - Michigan

Southeastern Baptist Theological Seminary
New Orleans Baptist Theological Seminary
Concordia Lutheran Seminary (AB)
Shepherd University School of Theology
Samuel DeWitt Proctor School of Theology
Assemblies of God Theological Seminary
In Trust, Inc.

Individuals

SS. Cyril & Methodius Seminary

Knox Theological Seminary

Eden Theological Seminary

Lutheran Theological Seminary at Philadelphia
Sacred Heart Major Seminary

Pentecostal Theological Seminary
Gordon-Conwell Theological Seminary
Wartburg Theological Seminary

Saint Mary Seminary and Graduate School of Theology
Perkins School of Theology

North Park Theological Seminary
Southwestern Baptist Theological Seminary
New Orleans Baptist Theological Seminary

11
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Lescher, Bruce H.
Leung, Katheryn
Lewis, G. Douglass
Lewis, Tisa

Liebert, Elizabeth
Lingenfelter, Sherwood G.
Liu, Felix

Liu, Samuel
Lockwood, Daniel R.
Love, Jan

Lu, Jeffrey

Lytch, Carol E.
MacFarland, Randolph M.
Maddix, Mark A.
Mafico, Temba L.
Mangina, Joseph L.
Markuly, Mark S.
Marshall, Molly T.
Martin, John A.
Martin, Michael
Martin, Paul
Martinson, Roland D.
Mathew, Thomson K.
Mazuk, Melody
McAllister-Wilson, David F.
McAtee, Christopher J.
McCoy, Myron F.
McMahan, Oliver
McMillan, Mary M.
McNamara, Mary E.
Medenblik, Jul
Meinzer, Chris A.
Meyer, Dale A.

Miller, Glenn T.
Miller, Marcus J.
Miller, William C.
Milton, Michael A.
Mindling, J. Daniel
Mitchell, Margaret M.
Moody-Shepherd, Eleanor
Moore, James R.
Moore, Mary Elizabeth
Mouw, Richard J.
Mullen, Deborah F.
Mutch, Barbara H.
Neelands, David

Ng, Esther Y.

Oaks, Fred

O’Day, Gail R.

Oden, Amy G.

Ogilvie, Kevin A.
Oliver, Shawn

Olson, Mark

Olsztyn, Christopher A.
Padilla, Alvin
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Jesuit School of Theology of Santa Clara University
Individuals

Individuals

The Association of Theological Schools

San Francisco Theological Seminary

Fuller Theological Seminary

Logos Evangelical Seminary

China Evangelical Seminary North America
Multnomah Biblical Seminary

Candler School of Theology of Emory University
Logos Evangelical Seminary

The Association of Theological Schools

Denver Seminary

Northwest Nazarene University School of Theology
Interdenominational Theological Center

Wycliffe College

Seattle University School of Theology and Ministry
Central Baptist Theological Seminary
Northeastern Seminary at Roberts Wesleyan College
Golden Gate Baptist Theological Seminary
American Baptist Seminary of the West

Luther Seminary

Oral Roberts University School of Theology
Palmer Theological Seminary

Wesley Theological Seminary

University of St. Mary of the Lake Mundelein Seminary

Saint Paul School of Theology
Pentecostal Theological Seminary

The Association of Theological Schools
United Theological Seminary of the Twin Cities
Calvin Theological Seminary

The Association of Theological Schools
Concordia Seminary (MO)

Bangor Theological Seminary

Lutheran Theological Southern Seminary
The Association of Theological Schools
Reformed Theological Seminary

Mount Saint Mary’s Seminary
University of Chicago Divinity School
New York Theological Seminary

Trinity Evangelical Divinity School
Boston University School of Theology
Fuller Theological Seminary

Columbia Theological Seminary

Carey Theological College

Trinity College Faculty of Divinity
Christian Witness Theological Seminary
The Kern Family Foundation

Wake Forest University Divinity School
Wesley Theological Seminary

Lutheran Theological Seminary (SK)
Ashland Theological Seminary

John Leland Center for Theological Studies
The Association of Theological Schools
Gordon-Conwell Theological Seminary



Palmer, Michael
Pannell, Randall
Panzer, Richard

Park, Elaine F.

Park, John

Pauley, Edward H.
Peluso-Verdend, Gary E.
Pence, Nadine S.
Pennington, J. Paul
Petersen, David L.
Pfrimmer, David
Pond, Eugene W.
Porter, Stanley E.
Potterveld, Riess W.
Pressley, Johnny
Radant, Kenneth G.
Ragsdale, Katherine H.
Rahn, James
Rajashekar, J. Paul
Ramsay, Nancy J.
Ramseth, Mark R.
Reber, Robert E.
Rector, Lallene ]J.
Redman, Jr., Robert R.
Reid, Barbara

Rhee, Edmund K.

Rhodes Henderson, Katharine

Richardson, W. Mark
Ridder, David A.
Riebe-Estrella, Gary
Rivera, Luis R.
Roberts, R. Philip
Ruger, Anthony T.
Ruiz, Lester Edwin ]J.
Rundell, Jay
Rylaarsdam, David M.

Samalot-Rivera, Yamil A.

Schenck, Ken
Schner, Joseph G.
Schoelles, Patricia A.
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Winebrenner Theological Seminary
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Trickett, David G. 1liff School of Theology
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Walter, Blake Northern Baptist Theological Seminary
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Werbylo, Walter M. St. Augustine’s Seminary of Toronto

Willard, Louis Charles The Association of Theological Schools

Willey, Stephen The United Church of Canada

Williams, D. Newell Brite Divinity School

Williams, David Taylor College and Seminary

Wilson, Howard G. Ambrose Seminary of Ambrose University College
Wimberly, Edward P. Interdenominational Theological Center

Wimmer, John R. Lilly Endowment Inc.

Winings, Kathy Unification Theological Seminary

Wondra, Ellen K. Seabury-Western Theological Seminary

Wong, Arch Ambrose Seminary of Ambrose University College
Woodward, Scott Oblate School of Theology

Wright, Travis Southeastern Baptist Theological Seminary
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Zylla, Phil C.
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RULES FOR THE CONDUCT OF BUSINESS

Rules for the Conduct of Business

Rules for the conduct of Association and Commis-
sion business are adopted by each Biennial Meet-
ing. They are designed to enable the assembly to
conduct its business not only openly and with sen-
sitivity to all sides of issues but also with efficiency
in the light of time constraints. The ATS Board of
Directors and the Board of the Commission on Ac-
crediting recommend the following set of rules for
the conduct of the 2010 Biennial Meeting.

1.

Unless otherwise stipulated, the business of
the Association and the Commission shall be
conducted according to the most recent edi-
tion of Robert’s Rules of Order.

Each member institution of the Association
and the Commission shall be entitled to one
vote on issues before the respective corpora-
tion with the vote cast by the person autho-
rized by the member institution.

This meeting will involve actions related to
four new policy guidelines proposed by the
ATS Board of Directors and changes to the
Procedures and Standards of Accreditation
proposed by the Board of Commissioners of
the Commission on Accrediting. These docu-
ments will be presented for discussion on
one day of the Biennial Meeting and be voted
on the following day. Motions to change the
proposed policy guidelines, Procedures or
Standards of Accrediting may be referred by

the presiding officer to the Committee on Ref-
erence and Counsel to assess the full implica-
tions of a motion in light of existing policies,
procedures, and standards. The Committee on
Reference and Counsel will present its report
at a subsequent business session, but in no
case later than the business session at which
the policy, procedure, or standard is scheduled
for action in the agenda as adopted or amend-
ed by the body. The presiding officer may elect
to refer other items that come from the floor to
the Committee on Reference and Counsel. The
parliamentarian(s) may assist the presiding
officer in deciding when referrals would be
appropriate and helpful to the deliberations of
the body. After consideration, the Committee
on Reference and Counsel will bring to the full
body a recommendation for discussion and
vote at a subsequent session.

The process for nominations from the floor
and voting on the slate of the Association and
the Commission shall follow the procedures
referenced in each of the Nominating Commit-
tee reports in this book.

The Committee on Reference and Counsel
and one or more parliamentarians shall be
appointed by the president of the Association
and the chair of the Commission at the begin-
ning of the Biennial Meeting.
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MINUTES

Minutes of the 47" Biennial Meeting

The Association of Theological Schools in the United States and Canada
The Commission on Accrediting of the Association of Theological Schools
June 23-25, 2010

Time and Place

The forty-seventh Biennial Meeting of The Asso-
ciation of Theological Schools in the United States
and Canada and the Commission on Accrediting
of the Association of Theological Schools was
called to order by the president of the Association,
John Kinney, and the chair of the Board of Com-
missioners, Anne Anderson, Wednesday, June 23,
2010, at 1:50 p.m., at the Marriott Montreal Cha-
teau Champlain Hotel in Montreal, Quebec.

Meeting Registrants

There were 325 registrants present: 266 from 173
member schools; 17 representing 11 new member
schools; 26 representing affiliate organizations,
consortia, and other guests; 2 representing a new
affiliate organization; and 14 ATS staff. A quorum
was present for the conduct of business.

Wednesday, June 23, 2010
OPENING PLENARY SESSION

The meeting opened with a hymn, “Praise the
Source of Faith and Learning,” and Donald Senior
offered the opening prayer.

Ellen Aitken of McGill University Faculty of
Religious Studies and John Simons of Montreal
School of Theology offered words of welcome to
Montreal. Simons offered greetings in both French
and English.

Opening address
Daniel Aleshire offered the opening address (ap-
pended).

BUSINESS SESSION I

Joint Association and Commission Business
John Kinney and Anne Anderson convened a joint
business session of the Association and the Com-

mission. The president explained that all schools
would have a vote during the joint session using
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voting cards, red cards for schools that are mem-
bers of the Commission and the Association (ac-
credited and candidate schools) and blue cards for
schools that are members of the Association only
(associate member schools). He further explained
that subsequent business sessions during the Bien-
nial Meeting would convene as either Association
business sessions or Commission business ses-
sions.

Adoption of Rules for the Conduct of Business
VOTED to adopt the “Rules for the Conduct of
Business” as set forth in the Programs & Reports
book for the meeting.

Appointment of Parliamentarians

The Association president and Commission chair
appointed Daniel Mindling (Mount Saint Mary’s
Seminary) and Nancy Ramsay (Brite Divinity
School) as parliamentarians.

Appointment of Committee on Reference and
Counsel

The Association president and Commission chair
appointed Dennis Dirks (Talbot School of Theol-
ogy), Myron McCoy (Saint Paul School of Theol-
ogy), Elaine Park (Mount Angel Seminary), Gary
Riebe-Estrella (Catholic Theological Union) as
chair, Gordon Smith (public member, Commission
on Accrediting), Robin Steinke (Lutheran Theo-
logical Seminary at Gettysburg), Laceye Warner
(Duke University Divinity School) to the com-
mittee on reference and counsel. The president
explained that either the Association president

or the Commission chair may refer matters to the
committee.

Nominating Committee Reports

Myron McCoy (Saint Paul School of Theology)
made the report of the Association Nominating
Committee, calling attention to the slate of nomi-
nees printed in the Programs & Reports book. There
were no nominations from the floor. The president
explained that the vote on the slate would occur at
the Thursday morning Association business ses-
sion. He expressed appreciation to the members
of the Association’s 2010 Nominating Committee:



Katarina Schuth, chair (Saint Paul Seminary School
of Divinity of the University of St. Thomas); Leslie
Andrews (Asbury Theological Seminary); Alan
Hayes (Toronto School of Theology); Myron Mc-
Coy (Saint Paul School of Theology); and John
Phelan (North Park Theological Seminary).

John Kinney yielded the chair to Anne Anderson.

Barbara Mutch (Carey Theological College) made
the report of the Commission Nominating Com-
mittee, calling attention to the slate of nominees
printed in the Programs & Reports book. There
were no nominations from the floor. The chair
explained that the vote on the slate would occur at
the Thursday morning Commission business ses-
sion. She expressed appreciation to the members
of the Commission’s 2010 Nominating Committee:
David Esterline, chair (McCormick Theological
Seminary), Richard Benson (St. John’s Seminary
[CA]), Marsha Foster-Boyd (Ecumenical Theologi-
cal Seminary), Dennis Hollinger (Gordon-Conwell
Theological Seminary), and Barbara Mutch (Carey
Theological College).

Treasurers’ Reports

Mary McNamara (United Theological Seminary of
the Twin Cities) made the Association treasurer’s
report. She highlighted the Association’s careful
fiscal management during a time of deep financial
stress and noted budget reductions that include
salary freezes and elimination of matches for staff
pension contributions. The audits for FY2008 and
FY2009 were unqualified. The unrestricted net
assets of the Association were $13.15 million as of
June 2008 and $10.79 million as of June 2009. This
change was due to loss in market value of invest-
ments, and much has been restored since then.
There were $2.9 million in grant funds held by

the Association in June 2008 and, one year later,
$7.9 million. This represented good staff develop-
ment work. A surplus of $42,800 is budgeted for
2010-2011.

VOTED to accept Association treasurer’s report.

Chris Meinzer, ATS director of finance and admin-
istration, made the Commission treasurer’s report
on behalf of David Draper (Winebrenner Theologi-
cal Seminary). The audits for FY2008 and FY2009
were also unqualified. He noted that the FY2010 fi-
nancials show a surplus due to two open staff po-
sitions and that a search is underway for a fourth
accreditor. The Commission budget was reviewed.

MINUTES

The majority of revenues are from dues; overall,
dues represent $1.2 million, or about 25 percent of
the total combined ATS and COA budget.

VOTED to accept Commission treasurer’s report.
Association Business Session

President John Kinney convened the business ses-
sion of the Association.

Board of Directors Report

John Kinney directed the members” attention to
the report of the ATS Board of Directors in the
Programs & Reports book.

President’s Report

The president expressed gratitude for the organi-
zation’s role in giving voice to diversity of faith,
commended the board for its active oversight and
generative visioning, praised the administrative
leadership for its new structure and recent staff
hires, and thanked all for the faithful execution of
their work.

Presentation and Action on Applicants for
Associate Membership

The president called attention to the list of appli-
cants recommended by the ATS board for Associ-
ate Membership and noted that election to Asso-
ciation membership requires a two-thirds majority
vote. Mark Ramseth (Trinity Lutheran Seminary)
presented the first three:

VOTED that Baptist Seminary of Kentucky in Lex-
ington, Kentucky, be granted Associate Membership.

VOTED that Theological College of the Canadian
Reformed Churches of Hamilton, Ontario, be
granted Associate Membership.

VOTED that China Evangelical Seminary North
America in West Covina, California, be granted
Associate Membership.

Elaine Park (Mount Angel Seminary) presented
three candidates:

VOTED that Lubbock Christian University Gradu-

ate Studies Program in Biblical Studies in Lub-
bock, Texas, be granted Associate Membership.
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VOTED that Moody Bible Institute, Moody Theo-
logical Seminary and Graduate School in Chicago,
Illinois, be granted Associate Membership.

VOTED that Northwest Nazarene University
School of Theology and Christian Ministries in
Nampa, Idaho, be granted Associate Membership.

Junias Venugopal (Columbia International Univer-
sity —Seminary and School of Missions) presented
three candidates:

VOTED that Puritan Reformed Theological
Seminary in Grand Rapids, Michigan, be granted
Associate Membership.

VOTED that Redeemer Theological Seminary in
Dallas, Texas, be granted Associate Membership.

VOTED that Shepherd University School of Theol-
ogy in Los Angeles, California, be granted Associ-
ate Membership.

Pat Schoelles (St. Bernard’s School of Theology
and Ministry) presented two candidates:

VOTED that St. Mark’s College in Vancouver, Brit-
ish Columbia, be granted Associate Membership.

VOTED that Saint Paul University Faculty of
Theology in Ottawa, Ontario, be granted Associate
Membership.

Presentation and Action on Applicants for
Affiliate Status

The president called attention to the list of appli-
cants recommended by the ATS board for Affili-
ate Status, with an accompanying definition of
Affiliate Status, and offered a reminder that all
ATS member schools (Accredited, Candidate, and
Associate) could vote and that the vote required a
two-thirds majority. Richard Mouw (Fuller Theo-
logical Seminary) presented two applicants for
Affiliate Status:

VOTED that Association for Doctor of Ministry
Education (ADME) be granted Affiliate Status.

MOTION to grant Affiliate Status to Unification
Theological Seminary in Barrytown and New
York, New York, noting the board’s unanimous

vote to recommend.

MOTION FAILED (61 in favor, 49 opposed).
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Discussion ensued.

MOTION by Paul Martin (who had voted against
the first motion) to reconsider the Unification
Seminary vote.

VOTED by simple majority to reconsider the
Unification Seminary vote (71 in favor, 42 op-
posed). Based on that vote, the action was slated
for reconsideration and the matter referred to the
Committee on Reference and Counsel.

Following adjournment of the business session,
meeting participants enjoyed a reception hosted
by the Faculty of Religious Studies at McGill
University, Montreal School of Theology, and the
Kern Family Foundation.

At the banquet following the reception, David L.
Tiede (professor of New Testament and president
emeritus, Luther Seminary) received the 2010 Dis-
tinguished Service Award.

Thursday, June 24, 2010

The following workshops were offered on Thurs-
day, the first four of them twice:

Outcomes Assessment

John VerBerkmoes, Grand Rapids Theological Seminary
of Cornerstone University

Laceye Warner, Duke University Divinity School

The Choices We Made to Stay Alive and Flourish
in the Lean Years

David McAllister-Wilson, Wesley Theological Seminary
Myron McCoy, Saint Paul School of Theology

Delivering Quality Academic Programming with
Fewer Resources

Gail O’Day, Candler School of Theology of Emory
University

Michael Martin, Golden Gate Baptist Theological Semi-
nary

A Missional Model of Education

Richard Mouw, Fuller Theological Seminary
Donald Senior, Catholic Theological Union
Leanne VanDyk, Western Theological Seminary

Stabilizing a Tuition-Driven Institution

Bryan Chapell, Covenant Theological Seminary
Howard Wilson, Ambrose Seminary of Ambrose Uni-
versity College



Declaring Financial Exigency
James Johnson, Lexington Theological Seminary
Molly Marshall, Central Baptist Theological Seminary

Strategies for Enhancing Institutional Capacity
to Support Racial/Ethnic Diversity

Nancy Ramsay, Brite Divinity School at Texas Chris-
tian University

Creative Resource-Sharing Among Schools
Angela Bauer-Levesque, Episcopal Divinity School
Nick Carter, Andover Newton Theological School
James Donahue, Graduate Theological Union

What Have We Learned about Distance Learning?
Gregory Bourgond, formerly of Bethel Seminary of
Bethel University

Presidential Leadership that Works
Anthony Ruger, Auburn Center for the Study of Theo-
logical Education

Mission-Focused and Margin-Aware: Building
Boards for Good Governance in Demanding
Times

William Cahoy, St. John's University School of
Theology-Seminary

Byron Klaus, Assemblies of God Theological Seminary
Christa Klein, In Trust

Educating Racial/Ethnic Students
Dorcas Gordon, Knox College
Alvin Padilla, Gordon-Conwell Theological Seminary

Training for Prospective Accreditation Evalua-
tion Team Members

ATS Accrediting Staff

Alice Hunt, Chicago Theological Seminary

The morning session opened at 9:30 a.m. with
a hymn—“Here I Am, Lord” —and Tite Tienou
(Trinity Evangelical Divinity School) offered the

prayer.

BUSINESS SESSION II
Association Business

Nominations

VOTED to elect the proposed slate with the addi-
tion of Sharon Ringe (Wesley Theological Semi-
nary) to the Lilly Theological Research Grants
Selection Panel.

MINUTES

Presentation of policy proposals

John Kinney presented the recommended policy
actions and noted that a simple majority is re-
quired for approval of such recommendations.

He first presented the proposed change in nomen-
clature to reflect the nonbinding nature of ATS
policies, which are intended as advice and counsel
for adoption at the prerogative of each school.
There were no questions or comments.

VOTED to change the nomenclature on all exist-
ing ATS policy statements from policy statements to
policy guidelines. None opposed.

He then presented four proposed new policy
guidelines, outlined the process of drafting and
vetting them, and read the preamble that will ac-
company them in the ATS Bulletin:

Policy guidelines are offered by the members of
ATS as pragmatic operational advice and coun-
sel to member schools. Unlike compliance with
the Standards of Accreditation, member schools
are not accountable for implementing the
guidelines in their policies or procedures. The
guidelines are not intended to establish best
practices applicable in all jurisdictions or cre-
ate standards against which member schools’
conduct would be measured. Policy guidelines
are not intended and should not be interpreted
as legal advice. Member schools should consult
their own legal counsel knowledgeable in the
applicable law of the state(s) or province(s)
where the school operates before implementing
policies suggested by these guidelines.

VOTED to accept the proposed policy guideline,
Striving for Culturally Competent School Commu-
nities (one opposed).

VOTED to accept the proposed policy guideline,
Faculty Reductions During Financial Crisis, with
the changes noted on the Addenda.

VOTED to accept the proposed policy guideline,
Faculty Resignations, Leaves, and Retirements,

with the changes noted on the Addenda.

VOTED to accept the proposed policy guideline,
Student Financial Aid.

Finally, Kinney presented the board’s recommen-
dation to retire the policy guideline, Professional
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Ethics for Teachers, which had been recommended
for review at the 2008 Biennial Meeting.

VOTED to retire Professional Ethics for Teachers
(one opposed).

Reconsideration of affiliate status vote re-
garding Unification Seminary

Pursuant to the membership vote on the previous
day to reconsider Unification Seminary for Affili-
ate Status, the president reintroduced the issue
and reminded the body that the board had unani-
mously recommended approval of the application.

Gary Riebe-Estrella spoke on behalf of the Com-
mittee on Reference and Counsel.

Richard Mouw, on behalf of the Board of Direc-
tors, moved to grant Affiliate Status to Unification
Theological Seminary.

Discussion ensued.

VOTED to grant Unification Theological Seminary
Affiliate Status (89 in favor, 31 opposed).

Commission Business

Anne Anderson reconvened the body for Com-
mission business. She reminded those present that
only accredited and candidate schools with red
cards are eligible to vote on Commission matters.

Board of Commissioners Report

As she summarized the Commission report, she
noted that the Board of Commissioners had given
joint visits particular attention, had introduced
reader panels to deal with reports in a timely and
efficient manner, and ends each meeting with a
review for consistency. She expressed gratitude to
all chairs and visitors over the past biennium.

Election of Commission board and committees
VOTED to elect the full slate as presented.

Bylaws recommendation

Anne Anderson called attention to the addenda
provided to meeting registrants regarding a pro-
posed revision to section 5.8 of the Commission
bylaws regarding the Appeals Panel. The change
was recommended pursuant to a US Department
of Education regulatory change. The effect of this
change is to guarantee that at least one representa-
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tive of the Appeals Panel is not currently affiliated
with any member school.

VOTED to approve revision to section 5.8 of the
Commission bylaws regarding the Appeals Panel:

Section 5.8 Appeals Panel

The Appeals Panel shall be composed of five
persons who are former Commissioners or
former Directors of ATS, at least one of whom
shall have been a Public Commissioner or
Public Director. Appeals Panel members shall
be elected by the Members and shall serve
two-year terms. A person who has served for
two consecutive two-year terms is not eligible
for reelection until he or she has not served for
two years. The Appeals Panel shall process ap-
peals of Member schools regarding accrediting
decisions in accordance with the Standards
and Procedures.

Proposed changes to procedures

Anne Anderson reviewed the process by which
the procedures were revised. They were devel-
oped by the Task Force on Revision of the Stan-
dards and Procedures and presented to the Board
of Commissioners in late 2009, then online to the
membership in February 2010, with members
asked to comment by March. The board con-
sidered all comments and made its final recom-
mendations in late April. The proposed revisions
were posted again in May and distributed in the
Program & Reports book. Members had the op-
portunity to question or comment on the propos-
als during the open forum on Wednesday. She
pointed out that the proposed revisions seek to (1)
reduce the number of institutional efforts that re-
quire action by the BOC and (2) ensure compliance
with Department of Education (DOE) regulations.

VOTED unanimously to ratify the proposed
changes to the Procedures for Accreditation.

Proposed changes to standards 1-9

Revisions to Standards 1-9 followed the same pro-
cedure for development and review as described
above for the Procedures. In this case, the goals
were to obtain DOE compliance, achieve editorial
clarity, and address changes since the 1996 revi-
sion of the standards.

VOTED to adopt Standard 1.



MOTION by Robert Cara (Reformed Theological
Seminary) to amend Standard 2, section 2.6, by
deleting the first clause and rephrasing the sec-
tion as follows: “Each school shall seek to enhance
the participation and leadership of women in
theological education within the framework of the
school’s stated purposes and theological commit-
ments.” Seconded by Andrew Bartelt (Concordia
Seminary [MO]).

VOTED to accept amended draft language for 2.6.
Some opposed and abstained.

MOTION by Bill Lawrence (Perkins School of The-
ology, SMU) to amend the draft of 2.5 to replace
institutional life with theological education in line 88.

VOTED to accept amended draft language to
reflect that change.

MOTION by Dorcas Gordon (Knox College) to
add to the beginning of 2.6: “In their institutional
and educational practices, theological schools shall
promote awareness of gender” and to add end of
2.5 to end of 2.6.

No action.

VOTED to approve Standard 2 with the exception
of 2.5 and 2.6, to be amended and presented after
lunch.

VOTED to approve Standard 3.

Over a lunch sponsored by the E. Rhodes and
Leona B. Carpenter Foundation, Barbara Brown
Zikmund presented findings from research on
women deans and presidents in ATS schools.

BUSINESS SESSION III
Commission Business

Proposed changes to standards 1-9 (continued)
Anne Anderson pointed out that the agenda had
been accelerated to reflect expeditious progress on
the work scheduled and to accommodate depar-
ture schedules for the final day of the meeting. The
meeting then returned to the business of voting on
proposed revisions to Institutional Standards 1-9.

VOTED to suppress Standard 4 and make it the
preamble to the Degree Program Standards, which
will be revised during the 2010-2012 biennium.

MINUTES

Based on discussions in the morning session, an
amendment including revisions to 2.5 and 2.6 was
presented for consideration:

2.5 In their institutional and educational
practices, theological schools shall promote
awareness of the diversity of race, ethnic-
ity, and culture widely present in North
America and shall seek to enhance partici-
pation and leadership of persons of color in
theological education. Schools shall assist
all students in gaining the particular knowl-
edge, appreciation, and openness needed
to live and practice ministry effectively in
culturally and racially diverse settings.

2.6 In their institutional and educational
practices, theological schools shall promote
awareness of gender. Each school shall seek
to enhance the participation and leadership
of women in theological education within
the framework of the school’s stated pur-
poses and theological commitments.

Discussion ensued.

MOTION by Mark Ramseth (Trinity Lutheran
Seminary) to strike awareness of gender. Each school
shall seek to enhance in 2.6. (It was seconded and
voted upon later in the proceedings.)

MOTION by Mary Elizabeth Moore (Boston Uni-
versity School of Theology) to propose a substitute
amendment of draft language for 2.6:

2.6 In their institutional and educational prac-
tices, theological schools shall promote
awareness of gendered cultural dynamics
in North America. Each school shall seek
to enhance the participation and leader-
ship of women in theological education
within the framework of the school’s
stated purposes and theological commit-
ments. Schools shall assist all students in
gaining the particular knowledge, appre-
ciation, and openness needed to live and
practice ministry effectively with women
and men.

VOTED the question on Moore-amended draft
language for 2.6. (substitute amendment).

MOTION FAILED to accept Moore-amended

substitute draft language for 2.6 (36 in favor, 80
opposed).
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MOTION by Ramseth repeated and seconded.
VOTED the question on Ramseth motion.

VOTED to accept draft amended language to 2.6
to read as follows:

In their institutional and educational practices,
schools shall promote the participation and
leadership of women in theological education
within the framework of each school’s stated
purposes and theological commitments.

MOTION by Dorcas Gordon to add a sentence to
the 2.6 draft language as follows:

Schools shall assist all students in gaining

the particular knowledge, appreciation, and
openness needed to live and practice ministry
effectively in diverse settings. Seconded.

VOTED by simple majority (88 votes) to add sen-
tence to 2.6 draft language.

VOTED to adopt draft language of 2.5 and 2.6 as
amended and to adopt those two sections into
Standard 2 as amended:

2.5 In their institutional and educational
practices, theological schools shall promote
awareness of the diversity of race, ethnic-
ity, and culture widely present in North
America and shall seek to enhance partici-
pation and leadership of persons of color in
theological education. Schools shall assist
all students in gaining the particular knowl-
edge, appreciation, and openness needed
to live and practice ministry effectively in
culturally and racially diverse settings.

2.6 In their institutional and educational prac-
tices, theological schools shall promote the
participation and leadership of women in
theological education within the frame-
work of each school’s stated purposes and
theological commitments. Schools shall
assist all students in gaining the particular
knowledge, appreciation, and openness
needed to live and practice ministry ef-
fectively in diverse settings.

VOTED to adopt Standard 5.

VOTED to adopt Standard 6.
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VOTED to adopt Standard 7.
VOTED to adopt Standard 8.
VOTED to adopt Standard 9.

Agenda Revision

Daniel Aleshire recommended revision to the Fri-
day morning agenda to adjust to the expeditious
completion of the scheduled items of business
ahead of schedule.

VOTED to amend the agenda and to convene the
Forum on Key Educational Issues on Friday at 8:00
a.m. and conclude at 9:30 a.m.

Friday, June 25, 2010

The morning opened with a hymn, “Every Time I
Feel the Spirit,” and Cynthia Campbell offered the
morning prayer.

The president recognized Sharon Callahan (Seattle
University School of Theology and Ministry), who
filed the following protest and invited others to
stand in support and to sign a copy of the protest:

We register the following protest regarding
the debate on Standard 2.6:

1. We protest the nature and tone of the
debate;

2. We protest an outcome which many of us
see as a regression in our commitment to
supporting gender equity in theological
education and leadership—we do note
that we are not addressing denomina-
tional ordination policies but academic
standards.

We stand to serve notice that we expect ongo-
ing, substantive discussion of these issues.
Recognizing that some may feel constrained,
we invite those of you who feel able to stand
with us. Those who wish may sign a copy of
this statement at the Secretary’s desk.

Educational Issues Forum

John Kinney yielded to Anne Anderson, who
directed attention to the implementation plan
adopted by the Board of Commissioners for the re-
vised procedures and Standards 1-9 as approved
during the preceding day (attached).



Anne Anderson then asked Gary Riebe-Estrella
(Catholic Theological Union) to lead the Educa-
tional Issues Forum. He recognized and thanked
the members of the Task Force on the Revision of
the Standards.

Gary Riebe-Estrella called attention to the hand-
out, “Background Reflections on Degree Program
Standards,” that identified key issues in the
Degree Program Standards, including duration
and residency. He directed participants through

a staged process to complete a grid provided to
gather both individual and group ideas about revi-
sions to the Degree Program Standards. The input
from the process will inform the deliberations of
the Task Force on the Revision of the Standards
and Procedures.

MINUTES

Riebe-Estrella reminded all registrants to fill out
evaluations to receive gifts.

Kinney thanked all present for their participation.
Daniel Aleshire thanked Kinney and Anderson for
their leadership.

Richard Mouw, newly elected president of the As-
sociation, led the benediction.

Kinney adjourned the meeting at 9:40 a.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Patricia Schoelles
Secretary
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Message from the Executive Director

The Future Has Arrived:
Changing Theological Education in a Changed World

During the past four decades, the social location of the church has changed, old
privileges that the culture had extended to Christian churches have weakened, new
religious neighbors have moved in, and the fastest growing religious preference has
become “none.” Sturdy old North American denominations have weakened, newer ones
have gained strength, and congregations have found ways to relate that are not denomi-
national. The growth center of Christianity has moved from North America to the Global
South. Much has changed, and more change is on the way.

During these decades, new immigrants have arrived, and fast-growing racial/ethnic
constituents have shifted old population patterns. The past twenty years have brought the
personal computer, the Internet, and the virtual stress of virtual availability. The oil is running
out, the planet is heating up, the poor are poorer, and the sustainability of Western economic
privilege is increasingly questioned. Much has changed, and more change is on the way.

In the past forty years, the gender, age, and racial/ethnic composition of faculty
and students of ATS schools has changed markedly. Patterns of seminary attendance have
changed, and the schools have invented new academic schedules and patterns of theologi-
cal education. Students are coming to seminary with different motivations and divergent
vocational aspirations. Degrees have multiplied, theological disciplines have specialized, and
sources of financial support have shifted. Much has changed, and more change is on the way.

Montreal is a marquee city for many of these changes. In forty years, it has moved
from the Canadian province with the highest percentage of church attenders to the province
with the lowest. It is on its way to becoming home to one of the three highest percentages
of visible minorities of any location in Canada. It has shifted from a city in which Catholic
culture was normative to a city in which all religious instruction has been removed from
preschools that receive any public funding. Much has changed, and more change is coming.

The 2010 Biennial Meeting will explore some of the boundaries that have been
transcended and borders that have been crossed. After almost fifteen years of work on
the ATS Women in Leadership program and a decade of work on the Association’s efforts
on race and ethnicity, this meeting will provide opportunities to explore these two con-
stituencies and the gifts they bring to theological education in North America. It has been
fourteen years since the current accrediting standards were adopted, and this Biennial
Meeting will provide the opportunity to consider proposals for changes to accrediting
standards and procedures and to think about the future shape of theological degree pro-
grams. Finally, it will provide the opportunity to think, once again, about how religion is
situated in the culture and how theological education is situated in religion.

This is a working meeting. While some Biennial Meetings offer a range of plenary
presentations, the plenary sessions of the forty-seventh meeting are working sessions
to consider proposals for policy guidelines, accrediting procedures, and institutional
standards, and to set the stage for the efforts during the 2010-2012 biennium to develop
proposals for changes to the standards for theological degree programs.

So much change both in the church and in the world where the church does its
work requires theological schools to assess implications for theological education in the
United States and Canada. I am pleased to welcome you to the deliberations and discus-

sions of this meeting.
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Opening Address

The Future has Arrived:
Changing Theological Education in a Changed World

The future has arrived. It's an illogical statement, I
know. The future is always arriving, so it can nev-
er be portrayed in the past tense. Most times, the
future arrives as the present passes, like the sun
rising in the morning after it sets in the evening.
This time, it doesn’t seem to be happening that
way. It is as if the future has moved faster than the
present and the sun has risen in the east before it
has set in the west. The future has plopped itself
full blown into the present; it has arrived.

Thomas Freedman has told us that the earth has
gotten flat; the financial markets have told us that,
in a globalized economy, national debt in Greece
can depress seminary endowments in North
America; the demographers have told us that
racial/ethnic composition of the North American
population has changed more quickly than antici-
pated; and flattened mountains in Appalachia and
oily waters in the Gulf of Mexico tell us that our
fossil-fueled past cannot extend far into the future.

The change has been rapid and ubiquitous, and
ATS schools have been affected by both the scope
and the pace. Twenty years ago, theological
schools were barely on the Internet; now thou-
sands of students are completing courses online.
Schools spent significant amounts of money to
wire their campuses just as wireless technology
made it possible to do the same thing at sig-
nificantly less expense. More has changed than
technology. Religion has changed, higher educa-
tion has changed, and students have changed. The
Association and its member schools have some
catching up to do. The future has arrived.

What are the responses that will make theological
schools as effective in the future as they have been
in the past? Because change has been so massive,
theological schools need to focus their attention
on the areas where their efforts can have greatest
impact: North American religion and the practices
of theological education. Religion is awash with
fundamental change, but it remains to be seen
how faithfully theological schools will change.

This Biennial Meeting is designed differently

than most, and this is the only plenary address.

I apologize that I'm the speaker, but I have to be
here and make the same salary whether I speak or
not.  may not be good, but I'm the cheapest option
available. The other plenary sessions of this meet-
ing are devoted to the business of the Association
and Commission and sorting through proposed
changes to accrediting standards and procedures,
considering revised policy statements, and dis-
cussing the ways in which theological degrees
should be changed. As we begin, I want to share
my perceptions about how religion has changed
and speculate about responses that ATS schools
should consider making.

The changed world of North American reli-
gion

Religion has changed in North America, if you
haven’t noticed.

Denominations

Denominations have changed and are changing.
The reunion of two U.S. Presbyterian church bod-
ies that formed the Presbyterian Church USA is
twenty-five years old, and in little more than two
decades, membership is down by one-third. The
Assemblies of God, on the other hand, has grown
each of the past nineteen years, and now equals
the PCUSA in size. The Unitarian Universalist
Association has charted membership gains during
the past two decades, while the U.S. membership
of the Church of the Nazarene' has been relatively
flat. Evangelical Lutheran Church in America
membership has declined gradually for many of
the years following the merger that formed it,” and
membership in the massive Southern Baptist Con-
vention® plateaued during this past decade and
registered slight declines in the most recent years.
The United Church of Canada has lost almost half
of its membership since its mid-twentieth century
peak. Even stable numbers mask considerable
internal change. For example, while Roman Catho-
lics have constituted about 25 percent of the Amer-
ican population across these two decades, almost
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25 percent of adults who grew up Roman Catholic
no longer consider themselves to be Catholic. (No
Protestant denomination has as high a retention
rate as the Roman Catholics.) The percentage of
the population that is Roman Catholic has been
stable because of the large number of immigrants.*
Some denominations are stronger, most are
weaker, and while each has a loyal constituency,
it does not appear that denominations will be the
structural center of North American Christianity
in the future that they have been in the past.

Christian identities

As denominations have weakened, the Christian
identities that denominations cultivated have
lessened. People seem less aware of what it means
to be a Baptist or a Methodist or a Lutheran.
Presbyterians and Methodists move easily from

a congregation of one denomination to a congre-
gation of the other, as if Arminian and Calvinist
positions are best resolved on the basis of which
congregation has the better youth ministry pro-
gram. The Pew U.S. Religious Landscape research-
ers conclude that “44 percent of adults have either
switched religious affiliation, moved from being
unaffiliated with any religion to being affiliated
with a particular faith, or dropped any connection
to a specific religious tradition altogether.”> This
denomination switching has resulted in an altered
sense of Christian identity and religious practices.
At my United Methodist congregation in Pitts-
burgh, I have seen people cross themselves at the
communion rail and occasionally genuflect as they
enter the pew. I'm no expert on Methodist piety,
but I don’t think these practices are taught on con-
firmation retreats. Patterns of piety and religious
practice have theological homes that shape a way
of being Christian, but as practices are separated
from those homes and blended with other prac-
tices, the theological coherence of any particular
Christian identity is strained.

Religious participation

Religious participation in North America has
changed. The percentage of residents of Quebec
who attend church regularly has moved from
higher than the Canadian average in the 1950s to
lower than the national average now. The numbers
are stunning —from more than 80 percent frequent
attendees in the 1950s to far less than 20 percent

in the past decade.® People are attending church
differently. Reginald Bibby’s data on Canadian
church attendance suggest that regular attendees
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are attending less regularly, and Mark Chaves data
on attendance in the United States indicate that an
ever increasing percentage of attendees are going
to larger membership congregations.” The fast-

est growing religious preference for adults in the
United States is “no religious preference.” Pew Fo-
rum’s recent study of “millennials” indicates that
these young adults are not only less likely to be
religiously affiliated than any other age cohort in
the United States, but they also are less religiously
active than their parents or grandparents were

at the same age.® Folks in North America are still
going to church—the United States and Canada
have the highest estimated percentage of church
attenders of any Western democracy —but they are
going to church differently than they used to go.

Christianity as a world religion

Christianity as a world religion has been chang-
ing. More than 20 percent of all Christians now
live in Sub-Saharan Africa; Christianity in that
region grew an amazing seventy-fold during the
twentieth century, to almost 500 million adher-
ents.” Because Christianity embeds itself in the
culture in which it is located, Christian practices
are reinvented and beliefs take on differing hues
as Christianity finds new cultural homes. The
center of gravity of worldwide Christianity has
moved. This will no doubt be the century of the
first non-European pope and the one in which
North American Christianity will be more influ-
enced by Christianity in other parts of the world
than worldwide Christianity will be influenced
by North America. The growing influence of the
Global South is already affecting the Anglican
Communion and U.S.-based church bodies that
have significant membership outside the United
States. These influences will only grow as the
century matures.

Religious pluralism

North America is increasingly experiencing the
influence, interaction, and presence of the religions
of the world. At the 1990 Montreal meeting, the
ATS Task Force on Globalization presented its first
report on the project that the Association launched
in the late 1980s. In addition to noting the eco-
nomic and political issues of a globalized world,
the project encouraged theological schools to pay
more attention to the world as a whole, to world-
wide Christianity, and to the presence of the world’s
other religions. The processes of globalization have
brought multiple religions into proximity with



each other, and religious proximity can be stormy.
Religion has been the basis for prejudice and vio-
lence, and in a globalized world, religious tensions
threaten not only peace but also the fundamental
opportunity for human flourishing. The presence of
the world’s religions in North America is still limit-
ed (about 6 percent of the U.S. population identifies
with a religious tradition other the Christianity),
but in cultures that value individual expression and
do not legally privilege any one religion, the pres-
ence of the world’s religions takes on an importance
disproportionate to its percentage.

Impact on theological education

This catalog of changes is more illustrative than
exhaustive, but each has an impact on theological
education. The change in denominational strength
and capacity has a direct effect on the majority of
ATS schools that were founded by denominations
to serve particular needs and structures. What

is the mission of the denominational seminary
related to a denomination that is losing members
and institutional capacity? As Christian identity
becomes more plastic and amorphous, what is the
role of the seminary to clarify what it means to be
Christian? Changing patterns of church attendance
affect leadership needs in parishes and congrega-
tions. They contribute to the increase in bivocation-
al and alternatively credentialed clergy, as some
congregations become smaller, and to the increase
of lay professional staff members, as other congre-
gations grow larger. What do these changes mean
for degree programs and educational practices?
The shifting center of gravity in global Christianity
invites North American theological schools both to
consider their contribution to a wider world and
to embrace the intellectual contributions that the
world brings to them. Changed religious preferenc-
es call theological schools to reassess their work.
How do Christians relate to the growing multifaith
character of North America, and what is their role
when an increasing percentage of the population
shares no religious preference?

Changing theological schools

Of course, ATS schools have not been living some
Rip Van Winkle existence in the middle of so much
change. Since the last Biennial Meeting in Mon-
treal, ATS membership has grown from 205 to 252
schools. Most of these additional members are new
schools, and new schools typically reflect respons-
es to growing or changed religious communities.

MESSAGE FROM THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

Enrollment has grown from slightly more than
56,000 students in 1990 to about 75,000 students
this past fall. Perhaps more instructive than the in-
crease in the number of students is the increasingly
different forms of theological education in which
they were enrolled: far more extension programs
than was the case in 1990, a growing number of on-
line courses (which did not exist at all twenty years
ago), and a far wider array of degree programs.
New degree programs and delivery patterns are
institutional responses to changed religious reali-
ties and altered patterns of church-related work.
Slightly more than 13 percent of all students in
1990 were persons of color, and this past fall more
than 24 percent of total enrollment—by the most
conservative computation —were persons of color.
The percentage of female students has grown less,
from 29 percent to 35 percent—but the combined
effect is telling: women and students of color ac-
count for all the growth in enrollment since 1990.
The faculty has changed as well. The percentage of
female faculty members has grown from 15 percent
in 1990 to 24 percent, and the percentage of faculty
of color has increased from 8 percent to 15 percent.
Changes in the composition of the faculties and
student bodies reflect the changing composition of
the population and the shifting roles of women in
religious leadership.

All told, this is a great deal of change. ATS schools
have not been asleep at the switch, but the world
around them has changed faster and perhaps
more pervasively than the schools have. Schools
have adapted practices and modified structures,
but ultimately, realities beyond the schools will
require even more fundamental shifts in institu-
tional form and educational character.

Possible responses to a changed world

In the context of these and other changes in the
religious reality, how should theological schools
respond? [ want to offer several proposals, but ul-
timately, the task of deciding what should be done
will be with individual schools. The response must
be at least twofold, in my opinion.

Adapting the gold standard

The first broad response is to do better what
theological schools have already been doing well.
The pattern of theological education developed
during the twentieth century, conducted as gradu-
ate, professional education in schools that were
invented for this kind of education, has demon-
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strated enduring value. It has served Unitarian
Universalists and Roman Catholics, Pentecostals
and Presbyterians, Baptists and Episcopalians,
Nazarenes and Disciples, Lutherans and Ortho-
dox, and it has served them all very well. It brings
students together with each other and talented
faculty in courses where wisdom has been shared
and learning has taken root. It has effectively sup-
ported the leadership needs of churches and made
it possible for faculty to conduct research that has
expanded the understanding of old traditions and
generated the perspective of new insights. This
pattern of theological education has become a gold
standard, and the first response to the changed
realities of North American religion is to continue
it, with critical attention to how it should adapt

to changed religious realities. I think that some of
this attention should be given to the curriculum
and perceptions about sources of wisdom for theo-
logical scholarship.

Multifaith understanding and Christian witness.
While much of the curriculum should remain as

it is, at least two areas related to the new religious
realities in North America need attention. The first
is the growing number of persons affiliated with
religions other than Christianity, and the second
is the fastest growing religious preference in the
United States: “no religious preference.”

Ministers and priests will need more sensitivity

to the nature of Christian ministry in an increas-
ingly multifaith context. Christian pastors, whose
job it is to stand in a pulpit and tell people that
Christianity has a vision of the world that is worth
their devotion and commitment, need to be able to
call Christians to faith in ways that do not alienate
them from their neighbors of other faiths or nur-
ture religious prejudices. Pastors need to be able to
work with families in which more than one faith
is represented, to support the common good with
leaders of other faiths, and to deal seriously with
the questions their own parishioners have about
the religious “other.” These pastoral skills will be
increasingly important and require more curricu-
lar attention.

Ministerial leaders will need to be equally sen-
sitive to what it means to minister in a culture
where the fastest growing religious preference is
“none.” In the past, Christian pastors have been
able to do their work in a North American cul-
ture that was broadly Christian. Every indication
points to a future in which that will no longer be
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the case. For an ever expanding percentage of the
population, the Christian story will be a revela-
tion, not a recitation. Pastors will need to learn to
relate the Christian faith to people who have little
religious interest and no religious commitment.
What curricular support will prepare future lead-
ers to serve as advocates for faith in a religiously
neutral culture rather than as chaplains of a faith
that was privileged by culture?

These two needs do not travel together easily.
Multifaith understanding is not typically coupled
with Christian witness. Pastoral work has never
been easy, but it is going to become more complex,
more demanding, more in need of what theologi-
cal schools can teach. The gold standard needs to
be progressive, not static.

Pastoral wisdom. In addition to this curricular
attention, theological scholarship needs to give in-
creased attention to the sources of wisdom that pas-
tors and church professionals can bring to theologi-
cal education. As seminaries have leaned into their
academic identity, they have increasingly presumed
that wisdom accrues from advanced degrees, from
research and writing, and from participating in

the technical work of academic guilds. Certainly

it does. But there are other sources of wisdom,
equally intellectually lively and viable, that accrue
from the discipline of preparing sermons every
week, figuring out what it takes to make congrega-
tions work well, engaging a faith community in
witness in word and deed, and being with people
in the middle of unspeakable pain and sadness.
This is hard work, and if pastors do it well, they
develop a wisdom that can’t be gained from books
and academic presentations at AAR or SBL.

The practice of Christian congregations is chang-
ing rapidly, and the wisdom about that practice is
not in the seminary. Pastors are on the front lines
of change; they and their congregations are invent-
ing new paradigms of congregational ministry
that reflect new learning; and they are dealing con-
cretely with many of the issues that will form the
next theory of practice. Theological schools simply
cannot neglect this source of wisdom. They need
to engage talented pastors differently than they
have in the past. Fifty years ago, the perception of
faculties of ATS member schools was that serious,
advanced scholarship was underrepresented —too
many pastors and not enough academics. Now,
ATS schools have significant academic talent and
it is pastoral talent that might be underrepresent-



ed. The gold standard for theological education
must include both the wisdom that accrues from
academic work and the wisdom that emerges only
from pastoral work.

A big tent of educational practices

The second broad response is to diversify edu-
cational practice to meet an increasing diversity
of educational need. Since ATS became an ac-
crediting agency in the 1930s, it has erected a big
tent for theological education. Big tents require a
large fabric, and for ATS, this has been a common
understanding of graduate, professional educa-
tion for ministry. A big tent also requires tall poles
along the center line to give it height. In recent
history, these tall poles have been exemplar insti-
tutions that embody the gold standard patterns of
theological education. It also needs poles around
the circumference that maximize the space, and
these poles have been schools that have expanded
the common educational model to diverse ecclesial
communities. This big tent has served denomina-
tional Christianity particularly well by providing
a standardized model for theological education.
The problem for the single standard model is

that denominational Christianity is weakening
and other patterns of Christian organizing are in
the ascendancy. In a recent interview, Michael
Lindsay compared bureaucratic denominations to
Sears, and some newer forms of Christian expres-
sion to eBay.!’ Both retailers were invented to sell
products, but one is proving to be more successful
than the other. Sears has depended on standard-
ization of products, while eBay depends on diver-
sity of products without standardization. A single
pattern for theological education fit bureaucratic
denominations very well, but if the future is going
to look more like eBay than Sears, then theological
education will serve the Christian project best if it
provides a diversity of educational strategies.

ATS schools need to consider erecting a new kind
of big tent. In this big tent, the large fabric will be
an understanding of theological education that
serves an even broader range of ministry set-
tings—full and part-time leaders, leaders who
are as likely to be noncongregation-based as they
are based in congregations, persons preparing
for ministry, and persons already in ministry. The
tall poles on the center line will be the current
model of theological education, and the shorter
poles at the circumference will consist of diverse
educational models. I realize that metaphors are
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risky, and that extended metaphors are dangerous.
You may have concluded that I have transformed
theological education into a circus, but I will stand
my ground. Diversity of educational practices

in the future will be as crucial as uniformity of
educational practice was in the past. Diversity of
practice, however, is not intrinsically valuable. It
becomes valuable only as it serves the multiple
needs of a changed religious reality, reflects pas-
sionate and thoughtful educational practice, and
has intellectual substance. Theological education
must have more diverse models, but these models
will have limited value if they do not reflect the
equivalent of a gold standard for each. What forms
might this diversity take?

Baccalaureate theological education. One form
might be the development of more theological
education at the baccalaureate level. One president
of an ATS member school who was struggling
with the uniform postbaccalaureate pattern of
theological education asked me to explain the dif-
ference between a baccalaureate-level funeral and
a graduate-level funeral. His point, of course, was
that many of the central tasks of pastoral ministry
can be learned effectively at more than one educa-
tional level. Theological education practices could
be broadened to include levels of education other
than graduate, professional education, and in so
doing, might be strengthened, rather than weak-
ened. Religious communities need more educated
leaders who are from recent immigrant commu-
nities and some racial/ethnic groups that have a
low percentage of baccalaureate degree holders.
As compensation in many small and midsized
congregations continues to be more stressed, the
church may need more leaders who have been
theologically educated at the baccalaureate or
even associate degree level. What would consti-
tute a gold standard for theological education at
this level? How might ATS schools partner with
undergraduate institutions to provide ministerial
education at this level?

Alternatively credentialed clergy. Another form
will be theological education for alternatively cre-
dentialed clergy. While Protestantism has always
had a large percentage of smaller membership
congregations, the percentage of part-time pas-
tors has emerged as a growth industry in mainline
Protestantism across the past two decades. Luther-
ans, Disciples of Christ, United Church of Christ,
Presbyterians, American Baptists, and the United
Church have all been busy inventing patterns of
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education for alternatively credentialed clergy, and
most of these programs have limited requirements
and expectations. While the educational prepara-
tion needs to be different for regularly and alter-
natively credentialed clergy, much of the work of
ministry does not vary by congregational size. The
family whose child is dying of cancer who attend
a small membership church needs skillful pastoral
support from an alternatively credentialed pastor
just as a family with the same trauma in a larger
congregation served by a seminary graduate. Part-
time pastors cannot leave their primary jobs for
three years to study at seminary and then return
to a part-time church, but they need more than the
current alternative educational models are provid-
ing. They need educational programs that pre-
pare them for the complex tasks of ministry, but
designed in accessible and thoughtful ways. What
would the gold standard of theological education
be for part-time pastoral leaders?

On-the-job education. Theological schools need
to give increased attention to the character of
education that supports persons who are already
engaged in ministry. Seminaries have built edu-
cational systems primarily on the professional
school model in which students go to school, get
a degree, and then begin work in ministry. For
most professions, this is a mandatory model. Not
so with ministry. An increasing number of persons
who have already begun ministry need theologi-
cal education to advance their ministerial work.
They are lay ecclesial ministers already at work in
large Roman Catholic parishes or program staff
members of larger membership Protestant congre-
gations. According to the National Congregations
Study, while 90 percent of pastors of congrega-
tions with at least 200 regular attendees have a
seminary education, only 29 percent of education
and youth ministers have attended seminary,

and 18 percent of music ministers.! Theologi-

cal schools need to develop effective patterns of
postemployment education that enhance ministe-
rial work already underway. These patterns of
education will recognize that the congregation or
ministry context is the primary community of for-
mation and will use that community in developing
educational practices. It should assume that these
students already have ministerial skills and that
they are as capable learners as on-campus degree
students. What kind of good education practices
would form the gold standard for on-the-job theo-
logical education?
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Lay education. Still another needed form of theo-
logical education is for persons who want to en-
rich their understanding of faith but do not want
to pursue vocational ministry or advanced higher
education degrees. The deepest layer of identity
for most ATS schools is the education of clergy.
Most ATS schools have expanded that identity to
educate lay persons who want to work vocation-
ally in ministry. Both of these groups are well
served by this professional educational model.
Many schools also offer academic degrees. The
educational aim of professional degree programs
is to equip students to exercise religious leader-
ship. The educational aim of an academic degree
program is a more thorough and comprehensive
understanding of an area of study, often in prepa-
ration for advanced study. The students whose
educational needs are not well met by either of
these kinds of degrees are lay persons who are
seriously interested in learning their faith but do
not want to work in ministry vocationally and do
not want a specialized academic degree. Many
schools squeeze these students into one of these
two programs, but the educational design does
not address their real educational motivation. The
church is in as much need of educated lay persons
as it is educated ministers, and theological schools
are among the best environments to provide this
kind of education. What would gold standard
theological education look like for lay persons
who are often better educated in almost every
other area of their lives than in their faith?

Tapping a broad array of resources

If ATS schools are to build a big tent of diverse
educational practices, they will need to tap a
broader array of educational resources.

Higher education conventions. First, theological
schools will need to broaden their use of higher
education conventions. North American higher
education has a variety of educational practices,
from community colleges to research universities,
but ATS schools have tended to model their work
more after research universities than the oth-

ers. This model includes conventions of full-time
faculty with research expectations, tenure, a nine-
month academic year, and periodic time away
from instructional responsibilities for reading and
research. These are all good educational practices,
but as a set, they are very expensive. Some sec-
tors in higher education have never had these
practices, and other significant sectors are shift-
ing their practices. Some theological schools may



need to pay more attention to these other higher
education conventions for financial and missional
reasons. While it would be tragic if no ATS schools
functioned like research universities, it might also
be tragic if others do not develop very different
educational practices.

Other theological education providers. Second,
theological schools will need to pay closer atten-
tion to the educational integrity of other theologi-
cal education providers. The uniformity of the
postbaccalaureate model has led to the perception
that theological education doesn’t begin until the
student enrolls in a graduate professional de-

gree program. That has also led to a tendency to
devalue education in other educational settings. In
the future, ATS schools will need to reassess this
perspective. While schools have learned to value
clinical pastoral education, many have tended to
undervalue what can be learned in field educa-
tion, have assigned too little credit for learning in
context, and have not required as much contextual
learning as ministerial practice requires. Social
work education is similar to professional ministry
education in its overall educational goals, but it
differs in that carefully supervised field work is
the organizing educational principle. While most
students do not enter a theological school with any
baccalaureate education in relevant fields, some
do, but their background does not count for much.
The current standards do not permit articulation
of any undergraduate work into an ATS approved
degree, except by examination. (I know that many
schools have creatively skirted this accredit-

ing limitation, but I'll save commentary on that
practice for another time.) Would it be advisable to
develop articulation procedures whereby appro-
priate learning at the undergraduate level could be
counted in a graduate degree, as is the case with
graduate, professional social work or engineering
degrees? Many Latino/a students have attended
Bible institutes or other church-based programs
and learned a great deal about the Hispanic
church and ministry in Spanish speaking com-
munities. Is there a better way for ATS schools to
honor this experience and the learning that it has
generated? The answer to these questions is bound
to the ability of ATS accredited schools to under-
stand the broader ecology of theological education
providers and determine how they participate in
that ecology, instead of over against it.

Technology. Third, theological schools need to em-
brace the full range of educational opportunities
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that technology makes possible. Information tech-
nology is changing higher education and scholarly
work. While online resources for theological edu-
cation are less abundant than they are for medical
or legal education, these resources are increasing.
Google Books, for example, has digitized most of
the holdings of the Andover Harvard Library, one
of the premier theological libraries in the country.
After the legal issues are resolved, texts that used
to be available only at great effort can be down-
loaded to your Kindle. The American Theological
Library Association has digitized the entire series
of a core set of theology journals. You can read ev-
ery issue that ATS has ever published of Theologi-
cal Education online, if you want, although I don’t
know of anyone who has ever wanted to. As the
literature that theological study requires becomes
more available digitally and pedagogical capacity
of online courses increases, technology can help
theological schools meet many of the needs that
the current residential model of education leaves
wanting. All educational strategies function in
service to educational goals, and technology might
advance the effectiveness of theological study, not
retard it.

Conclusion

The future has arrived and brought a multitude
of changes in cultural norms, educational models,
international tensions, business practices, and
religious presence. Theological schools need to
change to meet the needs of changed and chang-
ing religion, and there are a few things worth
remembering along the way.

The first is that Christianity in North America is
changed but not diminished. Loving neighbor as
self is still noble moral guidance. Doing “good”
remains crucial to the common good. The Christian
message has not lost its power to heal human bro-
kenness or guide the human family in life-giving
ways. The Christian message has not been rendered
powerless; its promise has not been eviscerated.

The second is that theological schools are needed
as much in this changed world, if not more, as
they have ever been. As denominational structures
weaken, as the organizational center of North
American Christianity shifts, theological schools
will be called both to educate students for service
in a newly ordered religious landscape and to
help the church remember its past and envision
its future. Religion has an increasing number of
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organizations, but organizations have a tendency
to come and go. It needs institutions that can dig
in for the long term and provide the setting where,
in Hugh Heclo’s words, “the shadows from both
past and future lengthen into the present.”’? A
historical moment when the sun appears to be
rising in the east before it has set in the west can
be dizzying, but a place where the shadows from
the past and future lengthen into the present can
be energizing. Religious leaders will need all the
education they can get, and religion will need in-
stitutional homes where its vision can be sustained
and renewed over time.

The third is that there will be adequate resources
to accomplish what needs to be done. It has been
a brutal two years for most ATS schools economi-
cally, and many are not out of the woods yet. I
know that some of you were putting a price tag
on everything that I have said this afternoon and
wondering how any of it could be done. The
economic model that many schools have used in
the past will not carry them into the future, and
we are not sure what the new model will be. What
I am sure of is that providence and hard work
and frugal budgets and deep commitments and
creative strategies will provide the resources to do
what most needs to be done.

Most of the executive leadership of North Ameri-
can theological education is in this room. You have
the gift of the future and the opportunity of a life-
time. The future has arrived, and it is full of promise.
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COMMISSION ON ACCREDITING

Report of the Board of Commissioners

During the 2008-10 biennium, the Board of Com-
missioners committed most of the time during its
twice-yearly meetings to deliberation and actions
regarding the accredited status of member schools.
The actions were based on focused and compre-
hensive accrediting visits to member schools, staff
reports, and the large number of petitions, requests,
and reports from the schools. This report includes a
summary of all actions taken during the first three
meetings of the Board of Commissioners and will
be supplemented at the Biennial Meeting by a sum-
mary of actions taken at the final meeting, which
occurs just weeks prior to the Biennial Meeting.

Accreditation is a peer process, and the board
expresses its appreciation to the 187 persons who
have served as chairs and committee members for
the fifty-nine comprehensive and focused visits
conducted during this biennium. The board also
expresses its appreciation for the work of staff
members Tisa Lewis, Jeremiah McCarthy, William
Miller, and Lester Ruiz who have worked full time
during part or all of this biennium in support of
the Commission on Accrediting.

In addition to its ongoing agenda of accredit-

ing decisions, the board gave special attention to
several ongoing issues with regard to Commission
accreditation: joint visits with regional accrediting
agencies and the work of the board’s Task Force on
the Revision of the Standards and Procedures as
well as assessment of interpretive guidelines, the
board’s administrative procedures, and the way in
which the board is implementing accrediting deci-
sions in a time of financial stress.

Joint visits with regional accrediting agencies

About 80 percent of the freestanding schools in
the United States that are accredited by the Com-
mission are also accredited by one of six regional
accrediting agencies. The Commission on Ac-
crediting has maintained agreements with these
agencies for decades. Historically, the Commis-
sion’s procedures and standards closely paralleled
those maintained by regional agencies. In the past
decade, however, the procedures and strategies of
some regional agencies have become more diver-

gent from one another and from ATS Commission
strategies. Joint visits with some regional agencies
have become increasingly complex as differences
in procedures have increased. During this bien-
nium, following work of the previous biennium,
the Board of Commissioners has reviewed its poli-
cies regarding joint visits and initiated conversa-
tions with several agencies to review and, in some
cases, revise protocols for joint visits. The board
has negotiated or is in the process of negotiat-

ing revised procedures with the Higher Learning
Commission, the Southern Association’s Commis-
sion on Colleges, Middle States Commission on
Institutions of Higher Learning, and the Western
Association Commission on Senior Colleges. To
guide these efforts, the board adopted the follow-
ing evaluative questions:

1. Does the joint process ensure a thorough, com-
munity-wide engagement in the process of ac-
creditation, or is the process largely managed
by key administrators of the institution?

2. Does the joint process carefully ensure that
the standards of ATS are clearly reflected in
the narrative of the joint team report, that they
are appropriately referenced, and that specific
recommendations to the ATS Board of Com-
missioners are clearly identified for the benefit
of the board?

3. Does the joint process ensure that the ATS
Board of Commissioners exercises its “sepa-
rate and independent” judgment with regard
to the Commission standards?

4. Does the construction of the self-study docu-
ment and other materials for the joint visit
clearly attend to the expectations of the self-
study as articulated in the ATS Handbook of
Accreditation?

5. Does the joint process clearly provide a benefit
to the member school in terms of coordination
of effort, efficiency in satisfying the expecta-
tions of both agencies, and enhanced value in
terms of the significant investment of hu-
man, financial, and physical resources that is
required?

6. Can the ATS/COA staff handle the increasing-
ly large workload associated with joint visits
with some agencies?
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Task Force on the Revision of the Standards

The Board of Commissioners appointed the task
force in 2008, and it has worked during the past
biennium on the Procedures of Accrediting and
General Institutional Standards 1-9. The task
force presented a preliminary report to the Board
of Commissioners at its June 2009 meeting. The
board reviewed this report, and the task force
worked during the second half of 2009 on its final
recommendations to the Board of Commission-
ers. The board received the final report of the task
force at its February 2010 meeting, determined to
accept the recommendation of the task force with
only a few changes, and forwarded the proposals
for public comment by member schools during
March and early April. The board reviewed com-
ments and proposals submitted, and its final rec-
ommendations for changes to the procedures and
accrediting standards are included in this Program
and Reports book, beginning on page 21.

A primary guideline for proposed changes to the
procedures was to ease the number of accredit-
ing interactions between schools and the Board of
Commissioners. Other changes were necessary to
comply with new U.S. Department of Education
regulations of agencies that it recognizes; these
regulations were implemented as a result of the
2009 reauthorization of the Higher Education Act.
The task force worked on General Institutional
Standards 1-9 on the assumption that these stan-
dards have been functioning effectively. Across the
past decade, the Commission has asked self-study
directors, deans, and visiting committee chairs and
members to evaluate these standards, and those
evaluations have been consistently positive. The
task force proposed changes that would enhance
editorial clarity, update the standards as appropri-
ate, and introduce substantive changes only where
they were deemed most necessary. The Board of
Commissioners concurred and is recommending
limited changes to these standards.

The board is appreciative of the time and thoughtful
consideration given to the process of revision by the
members of the Task Force on the Revision of the Stan-
dards: Gary Riebe-Estrella, Chair (Catholic Theological
Union), Richard Benson (St. John’s Seminary, CA),
Richard Bliese (Luther Seminary), Lawrence Brennan
(Public Member), Bryan Chapell (Covenant Theologi-
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cal Seminary), Dennis Dirks (Talbot School of Theol-
0gy), James Echols (Lutheran School of Theology at
Chicago), Patrick Graham (Candler School of Theology
of Emory University), Michael Martin (Golden Gate
Baptist Theological Seminary), Melody Mazuk (Palmer
Theological Seminary), David McAllister-Wilson
(Wesley Theological Seminary), Jeremiah McCarthy
(St. Patrick’s Seminary and University), Mary Kay
Oosdyke (Public Member), Andrew Peterson (Reformed
Theological Seminary), Jean Stairs (Queen’s Theological
College), Kenneth Swetland (Public Member), Laceye
Warner (Duke University Divinity School), and Mary
Young (Samuel DeWitt Proctor School of Theology).

Discussion of interpretive guidelines

The Standards of Accrediting are adopted by
member schools, and the Board of Commissioners
is charged in the Commission bylaws with respon-
sibility for accrediting decisions. In the context

of that effort, the Commission adopts interpre-
tive guidelines to maximize the consistency of its
accrediting decisions. During this biennium, the
board has reviewed the interpretive guidelines

by which it makes accrediting decisions related to
the duration of professional master’s degrees that
required the equivalent of two years of full-time
study and its understanding of the residency for
research doctoral programs. These guidelines
ensure that the board interprets the standards ad-
opted by member schools in a consistent manner.

Administrative procedures

During the biennium, the Board of Commissioners
has continued to monitor its administrative proce-
dures. The workload of the board has continued to
increase in recent years, and the board has worked
to identify strategies that will ensure consistent
and fair decisions related to member schools and
accomplish its growing agenda in a reasonable
time and with reasonable effort. This biennium,
the board has implemented a reader panel process
whereby a subgroup of the board reviews certain
actions that do not change the accredited status

of schools and makes appropriate decisions in
conference call sessions apart from the semian-
nual meetings in Pittsburgh. The board has also
reviewed the background material that staff make
available for each of its decisions and the ways in
which professional staff support the board’s work.



Accrediting decisions in a time of financial
stress

With the rapid changes in U.S. and international
equity markets and the recession that has nega-
tively affected member schools, the board assessed
how it can best make accrediting decisions. In Feb-
ruary 2009, the board requested that the executive
director issue a letter to member schools regarding
the way in which it intended to implement accred-
iting decisions in the context of the financial stress
the schools are experiencing. The board does not
have authority to fail to administer the standards,
but it can interpret them in the context of the
financial stress that all schools are experiencing.

In addition to considering the implications for
schools, the board has reviewed its revenues from
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dues and, with the ATS Board of Directors, is care-
fully monitoring its revenue to ensure that it has
the resources necessary for its responsibilities.

Actions during the 2008-2010 biennium

The following list of actions by the Board of Com-
missioners reflects decisions taken at the first three
of four meetings in the 20082010 biennium. The
final, published version of this report in ATS Bulle-
tin 49, Part 3, Biennial Meeting will include actions
taken at the June 7-8, 2010, Board of Commission-
ers’ meeting. The board will not distribute those
actions at the Biennial Meeting because the formal
period for appeals will not have expired, and the
actions are not final until that time.

Comprehensive evaluation visits

Alliance Theological Seminary —Nyack, NY

Anderson University School of Theology —Ander-
son, IN

Associated Mennonite Biblical Seminary —Elkhart, IN

Atlantic School of Theology —Halifax, NS

Austin Presbyterian Theological Seminary — Aus-
tin, TX

Bangor Theological Seminary —Bangor, ME

Baptist Theological Seminary at Richmond —Rich-
mond, VA

Barry University Department of Theology and
Philosophy —Miami Shores, FL

Blessed John XXIII National Seminary —Weston, MA

Boston College School of Theology and Ministry —
Chestnut Hill, MA

Chapman Seminary —Oakland City, IN

Cincinnati Bible Seminary — Cincinnati, OH

Concordia Theological Seminary (IN)—Fort
Wayne, IN

Dominican Study Center of the Caribbean—Bay-
amon, PR

Eastern Mennonite Seminary —Harrisonburg, VA

Eden Theological Seminary —St. Louis, MO

Episcopal Divinity School—Cambridge, MA

Evangelical Seminary of Puerto Rico—San Juan, PR

Franciscan School of Theology —Berkeley, CA

Fuller Theological Seminary —Pasadena, CA

Garrett-Evangelical Theological Seminary —Evan-
ston, IL

Harding University Graduate School of Religion—
Memphis, TN

Houston Graduate School of Theology —Houston, TX

1liff School of Theology —Denver, CO

Jesuit School of Theology of Santa Clara University —
Berkeley, CA

Kenrick-Glennon Seminary —St. Louis, MO

Louisville Presbyterian Theological Seminary —
Louisville, KY

Lutheran Theological Seminary —Saskatoon, SK

McMaster Divinity College —Hamilton, ON

Mennonite Brethren Biblical Seminary —Fresno, CA

Methodist Theological School in Ohio—Delaware, OH

Nashotah House—Nashotah, WI

Oblate School of Theology —San Antonio, TX

Pacific School of Religion —Berkeley, CA

Payne Theological Seminary —Wilberforce, OH

Pentecostal Theological Seminary —Cleveland, TN

Perkins School of Theology —Dallas, TX

Princeton Theological Seminary —Princeton, NJ

Regent College — Vancouver, BC

Sacred Heart School of Theology —Hales Corners, W1

Seabury-Western Theological Seminary —
Evanston, IL

Seattle University School of Theology and Minis-
try —Seattle, WA

Seventh-day Adventist Theological Seminary —
Berrien Springs, MI

St. Charles Borromeo Seminary —Wynnewood, PA

St. John’s University School of Theology—Seminary —
Collegeville, MN

St. Tikhon’s Orthodox Theological Seminary —
South Canaan, PA

St. Vincent de Paul Regional Seminary —Boynton
Beach, FL

Starr King School for the Ministry —Berkeley, CA

Trinity Evangelical Divinity School —Deerfield, IL

Tyndale University College & Seminary — Toronto,
ON
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University of St. Thomas School of Theology —
Houston, TX

Wake Forest University Divinity School —Win-
ston-Salem, NC

Washington Theological Union—Washington, DC

Western Seminary —Portland, OR

Westminster Theological Seminary in California—
Escondido, CA

Initial evaluation visits
Mid-America Reformed Seminary —Dyer, IN

Focused evaluation visits

Ashland Theological Seminary — Ashland, OH

Assemblies of God Theological Seminary —Spring-
field, MO

Byzantine Catholic Seminary of SS. Cyril and
Methodius— Pittsburgh, PA

Carolina Evangelical Divinity School—Greens-
boro, NC

Central Baptist Theological Seminary —Shawnee, KS

Claremont School of Theology —Claremont, CA

Erskine Theological Seminary —Due West, SC

Fuller Theological Seminary —Pasadena, CA

John Leland Center for Theological Studies— Ar-
lington, VA

Logsdon Seminary of Logsdon School of Theology —
Abilene, TX

Moody Theological Seminary and Graduate
School-Michigan—Plymouth, MI

Northern Baptist Theological Seminary —Lombard, IL

Notre Dame Seminary —New Orleans, LA

Oral Roberts University School of Theology —Tulsa,
OK

Seattle University School of Theology and Ministry —
Seattle, WA

St. Andrew’s College —Saskatoon, SK

St. Charles Borromeo Seminary —Wynnewood, PA

Trinity Evangelical Divinity School —Deerfield, IL

Vancouver School of Theology — Vancouver, BC

Waterloo Lutheran Seminary — Waterloo, ON

Initial visits

Grace Theological Seminary —Winona Lake, IN
Urshan Graduate School of Theology —Florissant,
MO

Candidacy visits

Reformed Episcopal Seminary —Blue Bell, PA
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Requests for initial visits
Hazelip School of Theology —Nashville, TN

Candidacy for accredited membership

Hazelip School of Theology —Nashville, TN

Inter-American Adventist Theological Seminary —
Miami, FL.

La Sierra University School of Religion—River-
side, CA

Preliminary approval of degree programs

Acadia Divinity College—Wolfville, NS

American Baptist Seminary of the West—Berkeley,
CA

Aquinas Institute of Theology —St. Louis, MO

Asbury Theological Seminary —Wilmore, KY

Ashland Theological Seminary — Ashland, OH

Assemblies of God Theological Seminary —Spring-
field, MO

Bangor Theological Seminary —Bangor, ME

Baptist Theological Seminary at Richmond —Rich-
mond, VA

Beeson Divinity School of Samford University —
Birmingham, AL

Bethany Theological Seminary —Richmond, IN

Boston University School of Theology —Boston,
MA

Brite Divinity School of Texas Christian Univer-
sity —Fort Worth, TX

Calvin Theological Seminary —Grand Rapids, MI

Campbell University Divinity School —Buies
Creek, NC

Capital Bible Seminary —Lanham, MD

Carey Theological College— Vancouver, BC

Catholic Theological Union—Chicago, IL

Central Baptist Theological Seminary —Shawnee, KS

Christian Witness Theological Seminary —San Jose,
CA

Claremont School of Theology —Claremont, CA

Colgate Rochester Crozer Divinity School—Roches-
ter, NY

Columbia International University-Seminary &
School of Missions—Columbia, SC

Columbia Theological Seminary —Decatur, GA

Covenant Theological Seminary —St. Louis, MO

Dominican School of Philosophy and Theology —
Berkeley, CA

Drew University Theological School—Madison, NJ

Duke University Divinity School—Durham, NC

Eastern Mennonite Seminary —Harrisonburg, VA

Emmanuel School of Religion—Johnson City, TN



Erskine Theological Seminary —Due West, SC

Florida Center for Theological Studies —Miami, FL

Fuller Theological Seminary —Pasadena, CA

Golden Gate Baptist Theological Seminary —Mill
Valley, CA

Haggard Graduate School of Theology — Azusa, CA

Heritage Theological Seminary —Cambridge, ON

Houston Graduate School of Theology —Houston, TX

1liff School of Theology —Denver, CO

James and Carolyn McAfee School of Theology —
Atlanta, GA

John Leland Center for Theological Studies— Falls
Church, VA

Lexington Theological Seminary — Lexington, KY

Logos Evangelical Seminary —El Monte, CA
Logsdon Seminary of Logsdon School of The-
ology —Abilene, TX

Logsdon Seminary of Logsdon School of Theol-
ogy— Abilene, TX

Luther Seminary —St. Paul, MN

Lutheran School of Theology at Chicago— Chi-
cago, IL

Lutheran Theological Seminary at Philadelphia—
Philadelphia, PA

McCormick Theological Seminary —Chicago, IL

Meadpville Lombard Theological School— Chicago, IL

Memphis Theological Seminary —Memphis, TN

Mennonite Brethren Biblical Seminary —Fresno,
CA

Methodist Theological School in Ohio—Delaware,
OH

Midwestern Baptist Theological Seminary —Kan-
sas City, MO

Moody Theological Seminary and Graduate
School-Michigan—Plymouth, MI

Nazarene Theological Seminary —Kansas City, MO

New Brunswick Theological Seminary —New

Brunswick, NJ

New York Theological Seminary —New York, NY

Northeastern Seminary at Roberts Wesleyan Col-
lege—Rochester, NY

Pacific School of Religion—Berkeley, CA

Palmer Theological Seminary —Wynnewood, PA

Pittsburgh Theological Seminary —Pittsburgh, PA

Queen’s College Faculty of Theology —St. John's,
NL

Queen’s Theological College —Toronoto, ON

Reformed Theological Seminary —Jackson, MS

Saint Vincent Seminary — Latrobe, PA

Samuel DeWitt Proctor School of Theology —Rich-
mond, VA

Seattle University School of Theology and Ministry —
Seattle, WA
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Seventh-day Adventist Theological Seminary —
Berrien Springs, MI

Southeastern Baptist Theological Seminary — Wake
Forest, NC

Southern Baptist Theological Seminary —Louis-
ville, KY

St. John Vianney Theological Seminary —Denver,
Cco

St. John’s Seminary (MA)—Brighton, MA

Trinity Episcopal School for Ministry — Ambridge,
PA

Trinity Lutheran Seminary —Columbus, OH

Union Theological Seminary and Presbyterian
School of Christian Education—Richmond, VA

United Theological Seminary —Dayton, OH

University of Dubuque Theological Seminary —
Dubuque, IA

University of Winnipeg Faculty of Theology —
Winnipeg, MB

Vancouver School of Theology —Vancouver, BC

Virginia Theological Seminary — Alexandria, VA

Wartburg Theological Seminary —Dubuque, IA

Washington Theological Union—Washington, DC

Waterloo Lutheran Seminary — Waterloo, ON

Westminster Theological Seminary — Philadelphia,
PA

Wrycliffe College — Toronto, ON

Reports received from member institutions

Abilene Christian University Graduate School of
Theology — Abilene, TX

Alliance Theological Seminary —Nyack, NY

Ambrose Seminary of Ambrose University College—
Calgary, AB

Andover Newton Theological School—Newton
Centre, MA

Aquinas Institute of Theology —St. Louis, MO

Asbury Theological Seminary —Wilmore, KY

Ashland Theological Seminary — Ashland, OH

Atlantic School of Theology —Halifax, NS

Austin Presbyterian Theological Seminary — Aus-
tin, TX

Bangor Theological Seminary —Bangor, ME

Baptist Missionary Association Theological Semi-
nary —Jacksonville, TX

Baptist Theological Seminary at Richmond —Rich-
mond, VA

Barry University Department of Theology and
Philosophy —Miami Shores, FL

Bethel Seminary of Bethel University —St. Paul, MN

Blessed John XXIII National Seminary —Weston, MA

Boston University School of Theology —Boston, MA
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Calvin Theological Seminary —Grand Rapids, MI

Canadian Southern Baptist Seminary —Cochrane, AB

Carey Theological College— Vancouver, BC

Catholic University of America School of Theology
and Religious Studies—Washington, DC

Central Baptist Theological Seminary —Shawnee,
KS

Chapman Seminary —Oakland City, IN

Chicago Theological Seminary —Chicago, IL

Christian Theological Seminary —Indianapolis, IN

Church Divinity School of the Pacific—Berkeley,
CA

Cincinnati Bible Seminary — Cincinnati, OH

Claremont School of Theology —Claremont, CA

Colgate Rochester Crozer Divinity School—Roch-
ester, NY

Columbia International University—Seminary and
School of Missions—Columbia, SC

Columbia Theological Seminary —Decatur, GA

Concordia Lutheran Seminary (AB)—Edmonton, AB

Concordia Seminary —St. Louis, MO

Covenant Theological Seminary —St. Louis, MO

Dominican Study Center of the Caribbean—Bay-
amon, PR

Drew University Theological School—Madison, NJ

Eastern Mennonite Seminary —Harrisonburg, VA

Ecumenical Theological Seminary —Detroit, MI

Eden Theological Seminary —St. Louis, MO

Emmanuel School of Religion —Johnson City, TN

Episcopal Divinity School —Cambridge, MA

Episcopal Theological Seminary of the Southwest—
Austin, TX

Erskine Theological Seminary —Due West, SC

Florida Center for Theological Studies—Miami, FL

Fuller Theological Seminary —Pasadena, CA

General Theological Seminary —New York, NY

Golden Gate Baptist Theological Seminary —Mill
Valley, CA

Gordon-Conwell Theological Seminary —South
Hamilton, MA

Graduate Theological Union—Berkeley, CA

Grand Rapids Theological Seminary of Corner-
stone University —Grand Rapids, MI

Haggard Graduate School of Theology — Azusa, CA

Hood Theological Seminary —Salisbury, NC

Houston Graduate School of Theology —Houston, TX

1liff School of Theology —Denver, CO

Immaculate Conception Seminary —South Orange, NJ

Interdenominational Theological Center — Atlanta,
GA

Interdenominational Theological Seminary —EIl
Monte, CA

International Theological Seminary — El Monte, CA

James and Carolyn McAfee School of Theology —
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Atlanta, GA

Kenrick-Glennon Seminary —St. Louis, MO

Knox College —Toronto, ON

Knox Theological Seminary —Fort Lauderdale, FL

Lincoln Christian Seminary —Lincoln, IL

Logos Evangelical Seminary —El Monte, CA

Logsdon Seminary of Logsdon School of Theol-
ogy — Abilene, TX

Louisville Presbyterian Theological Seminary —
Louisville, KY

Loyola Marymount University Department of
Theological Studies—Los Angeles, CA

Lutheran School of Theology at Chicago—Chicago, IL

M. Christopher White School of Divinity —Boiling
Springs, NC

McCormick Theological Seminary —Chicago, IL

Memphis Theological Seminary —Memphis, TN

Michigan Theological Seminary —Plymouth, MI

Mid-America Reformed Seminary —Dyer, IN

Midwestern Baptist Theological Seminary —Kan-
sas City, MO

Montreal School of Theology —Montreal, QC

Moravian Theological Seminary —Bethlehem, PA

Multnomah Biblical Seminary —Portland, OR

Nazarene Theological Seminary —Kansas City,
MO

New Brunswick Theological Seminary —New
Brunswick, NJ

New York Theological Seminary —New York, NY

Newman Theological College —Edmonton, AB

North Park Theological Seminary — Chicago, IL

Northeastern Seminary at Roberts Wesleyan Col-
lege—Rochester, NY

Northern Baptist Theological Seminary —Lom-
bard, IL

Notre Dame Seminary —New Orleans, LA

Oblate School of Theology —San Antonio, TX

Pacific Lutheran Theological Seminary —Berkeley, CA

Payne Theological Seminary — Wilberforce, OH

Phillips Theological Seminary —Tulsa, OK

Phoenix Seminary —Phoenix, AZ

Pittsburgh Theological Seminary —Pittsburgh, PA

Princeton Theological Seminary —Princeton, NJ

Providence Theological Seminary —Otterburne, MB

Reformed Presbyterian Theological Seminary —
Pittsburgh, PA

Reformed Theological Seminary —Jackson, MS

Regent University School of Divinity — Virginia
Beach, VA

Saint Mary Seminary and Graduate School of The-
ology —Wickliffe, OH

Saint Meinrad School of Theology —St. Meinrad, IN

Saint Paul School of Theology —Kansas City, MO

Saint Vincent Seminary —Latrobe, PA



Samuel DeWitt Proctor School of Theology —Rich-
mond, VA

Seminary of the Southwest— Austin, TX Sioux
Falls Seminary —Sioux Falls, SD

Southeastern Baptist Theological Seminary —Wake
Forest, NC

Southern Baptist Theological Seminary — Louis-
ville, KY

St. Andrew’s College —Saskatoon, SK

St. Charles Borromeo Seminary — Wynnewood, PA

St. John’s University School of Theology — Seminary —
Collegeville, MN

St. John's Seminary (CA)—Camarillo, CA

St. John Vianney Theological Seminary —Denver,
CcO

St. Peter’s Seminary —London, ON

Talbot School of Theology —La Mirada, CA

Trinity College Faculty of Divinity — Toronto, ON
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Trinity Episcopal School for Ministry — Ambridge, PA

United Theological Seminary —Dayton, OH

United Theological Seminary of the Twin Cities—
New Brighton, MN

University of Dubuque Theological Seminary —
Dubuque, IA

University of St. Michael’s College Faculty of The-
ology —Toronto, ON

University of St. Thomas School of Theology —
Houston, TX

University of Winnipeg Faculty of Theology —
Winnipeg, MB

Wartburg Theological Seminary —Dubuque, IA

Washington Theological Union—Washington, DC
Wesley Biblical Seminary —Jackson, MS

Western Theological Seminary —Holland, MI

Westminster Theological Seminary — Philadelphia, PA

Notations imposed or [removed] during the biennium
(not including the June 2010 Board of Commissioners meeting)

Asbury Theological Seminary —[N8.5]

Bangor Theological Seminary —N1.2, [N9.1]
Baptist Theological Seminary at Richmond —N9.3
Cincinnati Bible Seminary —Nb5.3

Episcopal Divinity School —N9.3

Heritage Theological Seminary —N9.3

Houston Graduate School of Theology —N8.3
International Theological Seminary —[N9.2, N9.5]
New Brunswick Theological Seminary —[N4.10]
Northeastern Seminary —[N9.3]

Princeton Theological Seminary —N1.3

Reformed Presbyterian Theological Seminary —[N1.2, N1.3, N4.1, N4.10]

Seminary of the Southwest—N9.2

Seventh-day Adventist Theological Seminary —N1.2

St. Andrew’s College —[N9.3]
Waterloo Lutheran Seminary —[N1.3, N4.2, N9.3]

Officers and Commissioners during this Biennium

Anne Anderson, Chair
David Draper,

Vice Chair/Treasurer
Mary Ann Donovan
David Esterline

University of St. Michael’s College
Winebrenner Theological Seminary

Jesuit School of Theology of Santa Clara University
McCormick Theological Seminary

Saint Mary Seminary and Graduate School of Theology

Hillary Gaston Sr. Fellowship of Reconciliation

David Hogue Garrett-Evangelical Theological Seminary
Alice Hunt Chicago Theological Seminary

Kevin LaGree First United Methodist Church

Mark Latcovich

Melody Mazuk Palmer Theological Seminary

Barbara Mutch Carey Theological College
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Mark Ramseth
Gary Riebe-Estrella
Gordon Smith
Robin Steinke

Tite Tienou

Visitors

The Commission expresses its appreciation to the following persons who served as members and chairs

Trinity Lutheran Seminary
Catholic Theological Union

ReSource Leadership International for Theological Education

Lutheran Theological Seminary at Gettysburg
Trinity Evangelical Divinity School

(*) of accreditation visiting committees in the 2008-2010 biennium.

*Ann Clay Adams
Efrain Agosto
Charles Amjad-Ali
*Katherine E. Amos
*Anne T. Anderson
Phyllis Anderson
*Leslie A. Andrews
Steven Argyris
*Harold W. Attridge
Michael Attridge
Albert Aymer
*Andrew H. Bartelt
*Paul T. Barton
*Michael J. Basler
Ron Benefiel

*Dean G. Blevins
Michael Boddy
*Stephen C. Bosso
*Gregory W. Bourgond
*Paul D. Bramer
Lawrence Brennan
Thomas Brisco
Elaine Brothers
Anne Brown

Mitzi Budde

David Bundy

*W. David Buschart
*D. Martin Butler
*William J. Cahoy
Sharon Callahan
*Linda M. Cannell
*Robert J. Cara
*William J. Carl IIT
Nick Carter
*Milton J. Coalter Jr.
*Robert F. Coleman
Charles Conniry
Linda Corman
Deborah Creamer
Stephen Crocco
*Faustino M. Cruz
*R. Alan Culpepper
*Cecelia I. Dachtler
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Columbia Theological Seminary

Hartford Seminary

Luther Seminary

Wake Forest University Divinity School
University of St. Michael’s College

Pacific Lutheran Theological Seminary

Asbury Theological Seminary

Graduate Theological Union

Yale University Divinity School

University of St. Michael’s College

Hood Theological Seminary

Concordia Seminary (MO)

Seminary of the Southwest

Kenrick-Glennon Seminary

Nazarene Theological Seminary

Nazarene Theological Seminary

Union Theological Seminary

St. Vincent de Paul Regional Seminary

Formerly of Bethel Seminary of Bethel University
Tyndale University College & Seminary
Kenrick-Glennon Seminary

Logsdon Seminary of Logsdon School of Theology
Oblate School of Theology

Kent State University

Virginia Theological Seminary

Fuller Theological Seminary

Denver Seminary

Nazarene Theological Seminary

St. John's University School of Theology-Seminary
Seattle University School of Theology and Ministry
North Park Theological Seminary

Reformed Theological Seminary

Pittsburgh Theological Seminary

Andover Newton Theological School

Union Theological Seminary and Presbyterian School of Christian Education

Immaculate Conception Seminary

George Fox Evangelical Seminary

Trinity College Faculty of Divinity

Iliff School of Theology

Princeton Theological Seminary

Franciscan School of Theology

James and Carolyn McAfee School of Theology
Sioux Falls Seminary



Cindy Derrenbacker
*Dennis H. Dirks
*Perry G. Downs
*David E. Draper
*Sarah B. Drummond
*Jimmy W. Dukes
*James Warren Dunkly
*Rodrick K. Durst
*Ray R. Easley

*Susan J. Ebertz
*James Kenneth Echols
*Leland V. Eliason
Rene Espinosa

*David V. Esterline
*Douglas L. Fagerstrom
*David William Faupel
Wendy Fletcher
*Douglas W. Fombelle
*Kurt A. Gabbard
Harry Gardner

Raul Gomez

*]. Dorcas Gordon
*Douglas L. Gragg

*M. Patrick Graham
*David M. Greenhaw
*Leander S. Harding
John Harris

*Eric E. Hartman
*John D. Harvey
Gregory Heille

*Jack C. Heimbichner
*William R. Herzog I1
*Michelle M. Holmes
Seymour House
*Mary Linnie Hudson
*Alice W. Hunt

*Dale T. Irvin

*Cheryl L. Iverson
*Mignon R. Jacobs
Michael Jinkins

*Ruthann Knechel Johansen

*Timothy J. Johnson
Lynn Jost

Namsoon Kang
*Donald E. Keeney
*Duane K. Kelderman
Joseph Kleppner
*Victor J. Klimoski
*Mary Ann Knefel
Thomas Kobelt
Tracy Koenig
*Francis B. Koper
*Charles G. Kosanke
*Deborah D. Krause
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Public Visitor

Talbot School of Theology

Trinity Evangelical Divinity School
Winebrenner Theological Seminary

Andover Newton Theological School

New Orleans Baptist Theological Seminary
University of the South School of Theology
Golden Gate Baptist Theological Seminary
Wesley Biblical Seminary

Wartburg Theological Seminary

Lutheran School of Theology at Chicago
Public Visitor

Oblate School of Theology

McCormick Theological Seminary

Grand Rapids Theological Seminary of Cornerstone University
Wesley Theological Seminary

Vancouver School of Theology

Bethel Seminary of Bethel University

Austin Presbyterian Theological Seminary
Acadia Divinity College

Sacred Heart School of Theology

Knox College

Louisville Presbyterian Theological Seminary
Candler School of Theology of Emory University
Eden Theological Seminary

Trinity Episcopal School for Ministry

Public Visitor

University of the South School of Theology
Columbia International University—Seminary & School of Missions
Aquinas Institute of Theology

Denver Seminary

Andover Newton Theological School
American Baptist Seminary of the West
Mount Angel Seminary

Memphis Theological Seminary

Chicago Theological Seminary

New York Theological Seminary

Oral Roberts University School of Theology
Fuller Theological Seminary

Austin Presbyterian Theological Seminary
Bethany Theological Seminary

Nashotah House

Mennonite Brethren Biblical Seminary

Brite Divinity School

Seminary of the Southwest

Calvin Theological Seminary

Public Visitor

St. John's University School of Theology—-Seminary
University of Dubuque Theological Seminary
Associated Canadian Theological Schools
Athenaeum of Ohio

SS. Cyril & Methodius Seminary

SS. Cyril & Methodius Seminary

Eden Theological Seminary
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*Todd ]. Lajiness
*Mark A. Latcovich
Elizabeth Leahy
*Peter A. Lillback
*John R. Lillis
*Timothy D. Lincoln
*Daniel R. Lockwood
*Roger L. Loyd
*Sandra J. Lynch
Randolph M. MacFarland
Shawn C. Madden
Sandra Magie
Thomson K. Mathew
Melody Mazuk
Christopher J. McAtee
Jeremiah J. McCarthy
Kelly L. McCormick
Myron F. McCoy
William T. McGrattan
William McKinney
Oliver McMahan
Chris A. Meinzer
Ronald A. Mercier

H. Lee Merritt
William C. Miller

J. Daniel Mindling
Elsie M. Miranda
Richard J. Mouw
Allen Mueller

John R. Muether

D. Cameron Murchison
Sara Joyce Myers
David Neelands

Gail R. O’'Day

Steven O’Hala
Shawn Oliver

Nancy J. Olson

Alvin Padilla
William B. Palardy
Fr. Richard Paperini
Miriam J. Parent
Eugene W. Pond
Joseph G. Prior

J. Paul Rajashekar
Mark R. Ramseth
Charles A Ray
Lallene J. Rector
Brenda J. Reish

Jerry Reisig

Dianne Reistroffer
Patricia Rennie
*James T Roberson Jr.
R. Philip Roberts
Beatriz G. Robinson
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Sacred Heart Major Seminary

Saint Mary Seminary and Graduate School of Theology
Haggard Graduate School of Theology
Westminster Theological Seminary

Bethel Seminary of Bethel University

Austin Presbyterian Theological Seminary
Multnomah Biblical Seminary

Duke University Divinity School

Yale University Divinity School

Denver Seminary

Southeastern Baptist Theological Seminary
University of St. Thomas School of Theology
Oral Roberts University School of Theology
Palmer Theological Seminary

University of St. Mary of the Lake Mundelein Seminary
St. Patrick’s Seminary and University

Iliff School of Theology

Saint Paul School of Theology

St. Peter’s Seminary

Pacific School of Religion

Pentecostal Theological Seminary

The Association of Theological Schools

Regis College

Fuller Theological Seminary

The Association of Theological Schools
Mount Saint Mary’s Seminary

Barry University Department of Theology and Philosophy
Fuller Theological Seminary

Public Visitor

Reformed Theological Seminary

Columbia Theological Seminary

Columbia Theological Seminary

Trinity College Faculty of Divinity

Candler School of Theology of Emory University
St. Vincent de Paul Regional Seminary
Ashland Theological Seminary

Lincoln Christian College and Seminary
Gordon-Conwell Theological Seminary
Blessed John XXIII National Seminary

Mount Angel Seminary

Trinity Evangelical Divinity School

Dallas Theological Seminary

St. Charles Borromeo Seminary

Lutheran Theological Seminary at Philadelphia
Trinity Lutheran Seminary

New Orleans Baptist Theological Seminary
Garrett-Evangelical Theological Seminary
Bethany Theological Seminary

New York Theological Seminary

Louisville Presbyterian Theological Seminary
Sacred Heart Major Seminary

Shaw University Divinity School
Midwestern Baptist Theological Seminary
Public Visitor



Faith E. Rohrbough
Michael Ross
Randall T. Ruble
Roberta Schaafsma
Patricia A. Schoelles
R. Paul Schrodt
Donald Senior
Richard Siepka
Jeffrey S. Siker
Rebecca Slough
Robin J. Steinke
David R. Stewart
Polly M. Stone
Norma Sutton

Tom M. Tanner
James H. Thames
John J. Thatamanil
Tite Tienou

Mark Tolbert
Dwayne Uglem
Mariel E. Voth
Randy C. Walls
Thomas P. Walters
Laceye Warner
Raymond J. Webb
Mark E. Wedig
Richard D. Weis
Christine Wenderoth
Edward L. Wheeler
Charles Willard

G. Craig Williford
Laura Wood

Anne B. Yardley
Mary H. Young
Heather Zdancewicz
Matthew Zyniewicz
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Public Visitor

Pontifical College Josephinum

Erskine Theological Seminary

Perkins School of Theology

St. Bernard'’s School of Theology and Ministry
Public Visitor

Catholic Theological Union

Public Visitor

Loyola Marymount University Department of Theological Studies
Associated Mennonite Biblical Seminary

Lutheran Theological Seminary at Gettysburg
Luther Seminary

Reformed Theological Seminary

North Park Theological Seminary

Lincoln Christian College and Seminary

Dallas Theological Seminary

Vanderbilt University Divinity School

Trinity Evangelical Divinity School

New Orleans Baptist Theological Seminary
Briercrest College and Seminary

Bethel Seminary of Bethel University

Assemblies of God Theological Seminary

Saint Meinrad School of Theology

Duke University Divinity School

University of St. Mary of the Lake Mundelein Seminary
Barry University Department of Theology and Philosophy
United Theological Seminary of the Twin Cities
Lutheran School of Theology at Chicago

Christian Theological Seminary

Public Visitor

Trinity Evangelical Divinity School

Harvard University Divinity School

Drew University Theological School

Samuel DeWitt Proctor School of Theology
Virginia Theological Seminary

University of Notre Dame Department of Theology
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Revisions to Standards 1-9
and Procedures for Accreditation

The text for both the standards and the procedures indicates deleted text in strikeett-and additional text

in underline.
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Revisions to the Current Commission on Accrediting Procedures
I. Membership

A. Membership in the Commission on Accrediting of the Association of Theological

Schools (the Commission) is limited to schools that meet the Membership Eligibility
Criteria of The Association of Theological Schools in the United States and Canada
(ATS) and that are either Full Members of ATS or Associate Members of ATS on whom
the Board of Commissioners has conferred candidate for accredited status. In addition, a
school that has ceased to be a Member of ATS solely as a result of a Termination for
Cause may continue as a Member of the Commission.

B. Each school shall either be accredited by the Commission on Accrediting or hold

candidate for accredited status.

II. Candidate for Accredited Status

A. Candidate for accredited status is conferred on those Members of ATS that, after review

on the basis of the Commission’s standards and procedures, have been formally
authorized by vote of the Board of Commissioners to begin the self-study process.
Candidacy for accredited status is granted for a period of two years. By special action of
the Board of Commissioners, candidacy may be extended for one year at a time, but in no
case may candidacy extend beyond a total of five years. The Board of Commissioners
recognizes candidacy for accredited status as its official pre-accredited status.

B. Criteria for candidate for accredited status

1. The applying institution shall be able to demonstrate that either it is, or by the
conclusion of the self-study process will be, operating according to the Commission’s
General Institutional and individual Degree Program Standards and that it has the
institutional capacity to evaluate its institutional and educational effectiveness.

2. The applying institution shall demonstrate that it has the resources and capacity to
complete a self-study process and report satisfactorily within the normal two-year
period.

C. Attaining candidate for accredited status by Associate Members of ATS

1. The chief administrative officer of an Associate Member school desiring candidacy
status should notify the Commission staff in writing that the school intends to petition
the Board of Commissioners for candidate for accredited status.



32
33
34

35
36
37

38
39
40
41
42

43

44

45
46
47

48

49

50
51

52

53

54

55
56
57

58

59
60

2.

COMMISSION ON ACCREDITING

The applicant school shall undertake an internal study of its readiness for candidate
for accredited status. The Board of Commissioners will provide guidance for this
internal study.

Upon the school’s completion of its internal study, a Commission staff member will
review the study, conduct a staff visit to the school, and prepare a report regarding the
school’s compliance with the General Institutional and Degree Program Standards.

The Board of Commissioners will base its decision regarding candidacy on the
institution’s internal study report, on the report of the staff visit, and on its assessment
of the extent to which the institution will be able to meet the Commission’s
accrediting standards by the conclusion of the candidacy period. The Board of
Commissioners may:

a. grant candidacy for a period of two years; or
b. deny the candidacy petition.

If it denies the request for candidacy, the Board of Commissioners shall provide
reasons for its action and notify the school of additional responses required to
qualify for candidacy.

D. Maintaining candidate for accredited status

1.

2.

3.

4.

The institution shall demonstrate evidence of progress in the self-study process.

The institution shall continue to meet criteria for candidacy and conduct its degree
programs in conformity with the Commission’s Degree Program Standards.

The institution shall complete the Commission’s Annual Report Forms.

The institution shall pay annual dues as prescribed by ATS and the Commission.

E. Withdrawal from candidacy

A school may, on its own initiative, withdraw as a Member of the Commission as a

candidate for accredited status at any time during its term of candidacy, by written notice

to the Board of Commissioners.

III. Accredited Membership

A. Accredited Members are institutions in the United States and Canada that are Associate

Members of ATS that, after review on the basis of the accrediting standards of the
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Commission, are granted accreditation by the Board of Commissioners and become Full
Members of ATS.

B. Criteria for accredited membership

1.

2.

3.

Accredited institutions shall demonstrate that they operate according to the
Commission’s General Institutional standards.

All graduate degree programs offered by accredited Members of the Commission
shall meet the Degree Program Standards and be approved by the Board of
Commissioners.

All extension education offerings that provide graduate credit toward approved
degrees shall be approved by the Board of Commissioners.

C. Attaining accredited membership

1.

Candidates for accredited status shall engage in the self-study process, following the
guidance provided in the Commission’s Handbook of Accreditation. On-site staff
consultation is available to schools in the self-study process. The General Institutional
and appropriate Degree Program Standards must be addressed in the self-study report.

The Board of Commissioners will examine the self-study report and determine
whether it provides a sufficient basis for an on-site evaluation committee visit. If the
Board of Commissioners approves the self-study report and authorizes an initial
accreditation visit, an evaluation committee will be appointed. If the Board of
Commissioners finds the self-study report inadequate, an evaluation committee visit
will not be authorized, but staff will be instructed to work with the institution to make
the changes necessary to permit future consideration.

The evaluation committee will conduct a two-to-three day visit to the campus and
prepare a written report evaluating the institution in the light of the Commission’s
standards, following the procedures for evaluation committees published in the
Commission’s Handbook of Accreditation.

Based on the committee report and its recommendations, the Board of Commissioners
may act in one of two ways:

a. Accredit the institution and approve its degree programs for a period of no longer

than seven years; or erup-to-five-years:or

b. Deny accreditation to the institution. In this event, specific reasons will be stated

in writing to the school.
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5. Ttis possible for schools that offer graduate, professional theological degrees and that
are demonstrably engaged in educating professional leadership for communities of
the Christian and Jewish faiths but that are not individually eligible for accredited
membership to qualify for accreditation by virtue of resources available through
membership in a cluster or by contractual arrangement with another accredited
institution. Accreditation requires assessment of the strength of the individual
institution, the availability and actual use of resources claimed, and adequacy of the
cluster of which the school is a part. Listings in publications, both of the Commission
and of the school, shall state explicitly that such an institution is “accredited by The
Commission on Accrediting of the Association of Theological Schools by virtue of

E3]

affiliation with .
D. Maintaining accredited membership

1. The institution shall maintain standards defined by the Commission and abide by the
procedures of ATS and the Commission.

2. The institution shall complete the Commission’s Annual Report Forms.
3. The institution shall pay annual dues as prescribed by ATS and the Commission.

4. The institution shall, at intervals specified by the Board of Commissioners, complete
a process of comprehensive institutional self-study and prepare for regular scheduled
visits of evaluation committees.

E. Policy regarding teach-out plans

1. A member school must submit a teach-out plan to the Board of Commissioners for

the board’s approval upon the occurrence of any of the following events:

a. ifthe U.S. Department of Education notifies the Board of Commissioners of an

action against the institution to limit, suspend, or terminate an institution’s

participation in any Title IV program or initiates an emergency action against the

institution:

b. ifthe Board of Commissioners withdraws, terminates, or suspends the
accreditation of the institution: or

c. if the institution notifies the Board of Commissioners that it intends to cease

operations or terminate a degree program.
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124 ’ IV. Withdrawal from Membership
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A school may, on its own initiative and by written notice to the Board of Commissioners,
withdraw from membership and accredited status.

’ 1V.Procedures for Approval of New Degree Programs

A. New degree programs shall not be announced without prior approval by the Board of

Commissioners.

. A school considering the introduction of a new degree program shall notify Commission

staff and seek consultative guidance. It shall then submit a petition for consideration by
the Board of Commissioners. The petition shall follow the guidelines established by the
Board of Commissioners, including (1) an evaluation of the appropriateness of the
proposed degree in the light of the institution’s mission and purpose; (2) a detailed
description of the design of the proposed degree (program features, compliance with the
standards, resources available, relation to other degrees, etc.); (3) the institution’s
assessment of the new degree’s impact on the programs already offered; and (4) an
analysis of the financial support for the new degree and its impact on the institutional
budget.

. If the proposed degree program is at the master’s level, preliminary-approval by the

Board of Commissioners may be granted on the basis of the written petition. If the
proposed degree is at the doctoral level, preliminary-approval will be considered only
after a focused evaluation visit has been conducted. The board may excuse a school from

this requirement if the institution already offers an approved doctoral program in the

same degree category.

V1. Procedures for Approval of Programs Involving Multiple Locations (Extension

Sites) and Distance Education

A. Institutions shall seek appropriate Board of Commissioners’ action for all programs

involving multiple locations (extension sites) and distance education. The procedures for
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review and approval of such programs vary with the type of program. The Board of
Commissioners has developed guidelines that outline in detail the review and approval
process for different types of extension sites and for distance education programs.

Branch campuses. A branch campus is geographically apart and independent of the main

campus of the institution as evidenced by permanence in nature; offering courses in
educational programs leading to degrees; having its own faculty and administrative or
supervisory organization; and having its own budgetary and hiring authority. The
establishment of a branch campus requires consultation, a written petition to the Board of
Commissioners identifying the educational programs to be offered, the financial,
operational, management, and physical resources necessary to meet Commission
standards. A site visit is required prior to final action on the institution’s petition by the
Board of Commissioners.

BC.Complete degree sites. The offering of a full degree program at a site away from the

institution’s primary location requires consultation, a written petition to the Board of
Commissioners, and a site visit prior to final action on the institution’s petition by the
Board of Commissioners.

€D.Ongoing course offering sites. The establishment of a program at a site away from the

institution’s primary location where a school intends to of