
A Draft Statement presenting the findings of the recent evaluation by the Applied Science Accreditation 

Commission of ABET is enclosed.  Your institution is invited to submit a written response to this Draft 

Statement within thirty days following the receipt of this letter.  Institutions are encouraged to submit their 

formal responses to the ABET Draft Statement electronically.  Your response is particularly important if you 

believe any of the facts or observations presented in the Draft Statement are in error.  Further, if the Draft 

Statement indicates that a program is considered to have weaknesses or deficiencies, you are encouraged to 

document any corrective actions that have been taken to remedy these shortcomings. 

Please return the enclosed Acknowledgement of Receipt of Draft Statement to ABET Headquarters as quickly 

as possible.  This form should indicate whether or not you intend to submit a written or electronic response to 

the enclosed Draft Statement. 

Please limit any response to matters covered by the Draft Statement and affecting the potential accreditation of 

a program.  If you agree with the assessment of the visiting team and wish to provide no response, please 

indicate this on the enclosed Acknowledgement of Receipt of Draft Statement. 

It should be noted that a weakness or deficiency is considered to have been corrected only if the corrective 

action has been made effective during the academic year of the evaluation and is supported by official 

documentation.  Where action has been initiated to correct a problem but has not yet taken full effect or where 

only indications of good intent are given, the effectiveness of the corrective action cannot always be presumed;  

in such cases, evaluation by the Commission at the time of the next evaluation may be required. 

Your institution’s response to the Draft Statement will be carefully reviewed by the Commission, and 

accreditation decisions will be determined by the Commission during its Summer Meeting in July.  You should 

expect to receive official notification of accreditation actions together with the Final Statement during the period 

from mid-August to mid-September. 

Neither the presence nor absence of a stated, projected accreditation action in any program discussion 

commits the Commission to a particular final action.  The official accreditation action for each program is taken 

by vote of the entire Commission at its Summer Meeting following consideration of the team’s findings along 

with the institution’s response to the Draft Statement. 
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Acknowledgment of Receipt of Draft Statement
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The Commission considers all Draft Statements to be unofficial documents distributed only for review and 

comment.  The enclosed Draft Statement does not represent the final official views of the Commission;  

therefore, it should be handled confidentially.  Please limit release of this document in whole or in part only to 

persons involved in the preparation of your response to the Commission. 

Instructions for distribution of your due process response and any additional post due process information 

received in time for proper consideration to the Draft Statements are enclosed.  Please also refer to Section 

II.F.9. of the ABET Accreditation Policy and Procedure Manual.  If you elect to provide a response, your 

response must be provided within 30 days to the addressees indicated in these instructions.
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Jason G. Racette
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New Britain CT 06053-2728 
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Baltimore, MD 21202
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Instructions

for

Distribution of Response to Draft Statement

Please provide one copy of your due process response and any post due process additional information, if applicable, 

to each of the following addressees:

Team Chair Editor
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ABET 

APPLIED SCIENCE ACCREDITATION COMMISSION 

 

TEXAS A&M UNIVERSITY – CORPUS CHRISTI 
Corpus Christi, Texas, USA 

 

 

DRAFT STATEMENT  

Evaluation under the Applied Science Criteria  

and Accreditation Policy and Procedure Manual 2012-2013  

Visit Dates:  November 18-20, 2012 

 

 

Introduction 

The Applied Science Accreditation Commission (ASAC) of ABET has evaluated the Geographic 

Information Science program at Texas A&M University – Corpus Christi (TAMUCC).  The 

statement that follows consists of two parts:  The first deals with the overall institution and its 

applied science operation, and the second deals with the individual applied science program.  

This draft statement reflects any information provided by TAMUCC in its 7-day response. 

ABET’s accreditation action will be based upon the findings summarized in this statement.  That 

action will be dependent upon the program’s range of compliance or non-compliance with the 

ABET/ASAC criteria, including both general criteria and any applicable program criteria, and 

with the provisions of the ABET Policy and Procedure Manual.  This range can be construed 

from the following definitions: 

 Deficiency:  A deficiency indicates that a criterion, policy or procedure is not satisfied.  

Therefore, the program is not in compliance with the cited criterion, policy or procedure, 

and immediate action is required. 

 Weakness:  A weakness indicates that the program lacks the strength of compliance with 

a criterion, policy or procedure to ensure that the quality of the program will not be 

compromised.  Therefore, remedial action is required to strengthen compliance with the 

cited criterion, policy or procedure prior to the next evaluation. 
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 Concern:  A concern indicates that, while a criterion, policy or procedure is currently 

satisfied, the potential exists for this situation to change in the near future, such that the 

cited criterion, policy or procedure may no longer be satisfied.   

 Observation:  An observation is a comment or suggestion that does not relate directly to 

the accreditation action but is offered to assist the institution in its continuing efforts to 

improve its programs. 

Texas A&M University – Corpus Christi is a state-supported public institution created by the 

Texas legislature in 1971, during the rebuilding process following hurricane Celia.  The 

university is located on 240-acre Ward Island and is comprised of five colleges.  The School of 

Engineering & Computing Sciences, within the College of Science and Technology, offers the 

Geographic Information Science program being evaluated during this visit.  The University has 

more than 10,500 students, representing 48 states and 67 foreign countries, and employs 

approximately 319 full-time faculty members.  The faculty is actively involved with both 

teaching and research, and serves as a professional resource to the land surveying community 

and industry. 
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PROGRAM EVALUATION 

Geographic Information Science 

Bachelor of Science 

Evaluation under the ASAC Program Criteria for  

Surveying, Geomatics 

and Similarly Named Applied Science Programs 

 

 

Introduction 

The evaluation described in this report was conducted using the criteria established for all 

Applied Science programs and the Program Criteria for Surveying, Geomatics, and Similarly 

Named Programs, as published in the current ASAC criteria document.  The provisions 

contained in the ABET Accreditation Policy and Procedure Manual were also used in the 

evaluation of this program.  The definitions of shortcomings described earlier also apply here, 

and the strengths and weaknesses at the institutional level are applicable to the program, as well. 

The Conrad Blucher Institute for Surveying and Science (CBI) encourages scientific research 

and education, with a special emphasis on surveying.  The CBI, named after Conrad Meuley 

Blucher (1885-1977), Registered Professional Land Surveyor, was dedicated on May 17, 1987, 

following the death of Conrad’s wife Zula in 1986.  Conrad Blucher, Conrad’s father Charles 

Blucher, and Charles’s father Baron Felix von Blucher ― who came to Texas in 1848 and settled 

with his wife in Corpus Christi 1849 ― each served South Texas as the Nueces County Surveyor 

for a combined total of more than 100 years.   

Texas A&M University – Corpus Christi initiated the Geographic Information Science (GIS) 

program in 1995.  There are six full-time faculty members, one of whom serves as the GIS 

Program Coordinator and CBI Director, as well as three adjunct faculty members.  Two of the 

faculty members and two of the adjunct faculty members are registered professional land 

surveyors. 
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Program Strengths 

1. The Conrad Blucher Institute for Surveying and Science (CBI) does an excellent job serving 

the needs of the land surveying community as well as the needs of the business community.  

Specifically, the Bell Library is home to the largest depository of surveying historical records 

of south Texas, and the CBI delivers real-time navigation information, via the Internet, used 

by the shipping industry throughout the gulf coast region. 

2. GISC 4250 Field Camp 2, a two-semester credit course, is a unique experience for students 

in a surveying program.  A local registered professional land surveyor leads the course and 

allows the use of his ranch, both land and facilities, for an intensive one-week experience in 

all aspects of land surveying.  He is assisted by several registered professional land surveyors 

who donate their time and talent for the education of potential surveyors.  A leading 

manufacturer of sophisticated land surveying and global positioning equipment provides the 

equipment for the field camp at no cost to the program. 

Program Deficiencies 

No deficiencies are cited for this program. 

Program Weaknesses 

1.   Criterion 2, Program Educational Objectives:  Criterion 2 states, “The program must have 

published program educational objectives that are consistent with the mission of the 

institution, the needs of the program’s various constituencies, and these criteria.”  Program 

educational objectives are supposed to be “broad statements that describe what graduates are 

expected to attain within a few years after graduation…..”  There are three Program 

Educational Objectives posted on the Texas A&M University – Corpus Christi Geographic 

Information Science website.  The first Program Educational Objective uses language more 

appropriate for a Student Outcome, i.e., “what students are expected to know and be able to 

do by the time of graduation.”  All program educational objectives need to focus on 

expectations for graduates several years after obtaining their degrees. 
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 7-Day Response:  The institution did not respond to this finding. 

 Status:  This weakness remains. 

2.   Criterion 4, Continuous Improvement:  Criterion 4 states, “The program must regularly use 

appropriate, documented processes for assessing and evaluating the extent to which both the 

program educational objectives and the student outcomes are being attained.  The results of 

these evaluations must be systematically utilized as input for the continuous improvement of 

the program.”  The Geographic Information Science program measures its ability to meet 

Program Educational Objectives and Student Outcomes by surveying its alumni and 

employers every two years.  Numerous responses from alumni were documented but there 

was only one employer response.  The lack of documentation of employer responses does not 

provide adequate proof that the Geographic Information Science program’s student outcomes 

remain pertinent to market conditions. 

 7-Day Response:  The institution did not respond to this finding. 

 Status:  This weakness remains. 

Program Concerns 

No concerns are cited for this program.   

 


