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April 1, 2008

Ms. Robin Greathouse
Accreditation and State Liaison
U.S. Department of Education
1990 K Street, N.W., Room 7126
Washington, DC 20006-8509

Dear Ms. Greathouse:

Since 1973, the Society of American Law Teachers [SALT] has worked with law
teachers, librarians, and legal education professionals to make the legal profession
more inclusive, enhance the quality of legal education, and extend the power of law
to underserved individuals and communities. SALT writes this letter to strongly
support the continued recognition of the American Bar Association Council of the
Section of Legal Education and Admissions to the Bar [ABA Section of Legal
Education] as the accrediting agency for United States law schools.

There can be no dispute that the ABA more than satisfies the requirements of 34
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standards, policies, procedures, and decisions to grant or deny accreditation are
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Education is uniquely equipped to promulgate and enforce standards, policies,
procedures, and decisions on law school accreditation is based on several factors.
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an office led by experienced lawyers and staff who understand that all law schools

are not alike and that although there needs to be transparent and consistent standards
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leaders in the legal and legal education community, has unparalleled experience and
knowledge about the needs of the U.S. justice system, and how these needs relate to
U1l WUWOEOEEUEUWExxOPEEEOI wUOWEEEUI EPUDPOT
missions and goals.

For example, the ABA Section of Legal Education is familiar with the reports from 33
state and 6 federal circuit blue-ribbon commissions that all recognize the need for a
more diverse bench and bar to overcome actual and perceived bias in the American



justice system.! It understands that in order for our justice system to be perceived as legitimate, it must

include as attorneys and judges, people from all walks of life and all different backgrounds. As the

United States SupUT O1 w" OUUUwi EVUwWwOOUI EQW?ZEZEET UUwWUOOwWOI T EOQwI EUEE L
be inclusive of talented and qualified individuals of every race and ethnicity, so that all members of our

heterogeneous society may participate in the educational institutions that provide the training and
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Education has developed and refined standards, such as Standard 212, that expresses the consensus of

opinion within the legal community, affirmed by the Supreme Court, that diversity is an integral part of a

quality legal education.?

The ABA Section of Legal Education also has demonstrated that, pursuant to 34 C.F.R. 602.21(c), it has an
effective mechanism for obtaining and incorporating input from its constituencies before adopting any
changes to its standards. For example, the ABA Section of Legal Education recently proposed changes to
Standard 301-6, the standard on bar passage rates. The Section of Legal Education held multiple hearings
and received input from numerous constituencies on its proposed changes. Based upon the comments
and concerns raised by various constituencies, the ABA Section of Legal Education revised Standard 301-
6 numerous times. The fact that SALT ultimately opposed the final version4 does not detract from our
strong support of the ABA Section of Legal Education as the best qualified accrediting agency for law
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public comment process, the final revised standard 301-6 provides the kind of flexibility that is necessary
in a standard that will be applied to 193 law schools, many of which may have different missions or
approaches to education because of geography, history, tradition, or resources. SALT strongly endorses
the ABA Section of Legal Education as the accrediting body for law schools because, as the long public
process involved in revising Standard 301-6 demonstrates, this accrediting body takes the mandates of
602.21(c) seriously and acts in compliance with the requirement that it provide notice and an opportunity
to be heard, and take into account comments on proposed changes to accreditation standards.

Also, as per 34 C.F.R. 602.21(a), the ABA Section of Legal Education has demonstrated that it takes
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are adequate to evaluate the quality of the education of training provided by the institutions it accredits
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1 For a list of states that formed task forces to study racial and gender bias in the court system, seeMyra C. Selby,

Examining Race and Gender Bias in the @siuA Legacy of Indifference or Opportunitg2 Ind. L. Rev. 1167, app. (1999);

for specific findings about bias in the court system and the impact of that bias, see e.cSuellyn Scarnecchia, State

Responses to Task Force Reports on Race and Ethnin Biaourts 15 Hamline L. Rev. 923 (1993) (citing to findings in

reports from task forces in Michigan, Washington, New York and Florida); see alsé\ndrea A. Curcio, A Better Bar:

How and Why the Existing Bar Exam Should Char¢feNeb. L. Rev. 363, 386-390 (2002) (discussing the lack of diversity

in the bench and bar , findings of various state and federal commissions about the lack of diversity and its impact,

and discussing why a diverse bench and bar are of critical importance to the American justice system).

2 Grutter v. Bollinger, 539 U.S. 306, 332-333 (2003).

3 See generally, Grutter v. Bollinger, 539 U.S. 306 (2003)
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open their doors to non-traditional students, first generation college students, older students, students from less

affluent backgrounds, first generation immigrants, students of color, and would threaten the continued viability of

many historically black college and univi UUDPUa wOEPWUET OO0V ww21 1T w2 +3zUw#1 ET OET Uwl |
December 3, 2007 Proposed Revisions to the ABA Standards for Approval of Law Schools and its February 1, 2008

Supplemental Comments, both of which are included.
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Shortly after the formation of the Outcome Measures Committee, its members put out a public call for
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education outcome measures standards, and began gathering scholarly and other articles about various

outcome measures in other professions, as well as articles about outcome measures in U.S. and foreign

law schools. This committee is just one example of the work done by the ABA Section of Legal Education

to ensure its accreditation standards are the most appropriate measures of whether law schools are

providing their students quality education and training.

In sum, because of its responsiveness to its constituencies, its experience with legal education, and its
understanding of the history of the American justice system and the role law schools play in the future
credibility of the justice system, SALT strongly supports the recertification of the ABA Section of Legal
Education as the accrediting body for U.S. law schools.

Sincerely yours,

Deborah Waire Post Margaret Martin Barry
Co-President Co-President

cc: Hulett Askew
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