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COMMITTEE REPORTS ON L.S. CURRICULA ACCREDITATION 
by C. A. Wooldridge, Education Coordinator 

California is number two! Yes, the state that should be the 
nation's leader came in number two! So now let's make the 
commercial come true. Let's try harder. 

California is the second state in the nation to recognize the 
need and activate a system of accreditation for land surveying 
education. We lei Michigan lead the way, but our Board of 
Registration for Professional Engineers adopted the report of 
Mt's Ad Hoc Committee this year establishing procedures and 
standards for the accreditation of Curricula in Land Surveying. 

Why was this needed, and how did it come about? We all 
know Land Surveyors whose education counted as part of their 
required experience to take the licensing examination. How 
come we now need something new? 

The reasons go back in history. (History has been defmed 
as those events that happened before the individuals concerned 
were interested.) Probably in California they go back to the 
"good old days" when we had a Surveyor General. He was the 
extremely wise and knowledgable surveyor empowered 
(among other things) to issue licenses to Land Surveyors. 

Or maybe it started when the public health, safety and 
welfare finally required the registration of Civil Engineers. 
After all, by 1929, Civil Engineering had become a distinct 
and separate part of the survey-engineer profession. A good 
many of the then licensed surveyors were grandfathered in as 
Civil Engineers. Then, as now, there were many aspects of the 
two fields of endeavor that were inseparable. 

Others would say that the story started in 1939, when the 
legislature granted the Civil Engineer exemption from the 
licensing requirements of the Land Surveyors Act. Even those 
engineers who were registered without having served an ap­
prenticeship on a survey crew, had been forced to learn 
surveying in school, and probably spent a summer in survey 
camp. 

Then in 1959 the American Society of Civil Engineers took 
the problem to task by defining what part of surveying was 
Civil Engineering. (Of course, by then, our laws stated that all 
surveying defined in the Land Surveyors Act was part of the 
Civil Engineering field.) ASCE recognized another disturbing 
trend at that time, and urged the engineering schools to quit 
deleting surveying from their curricula, to no avail. 

In the meantime, and since, the knowledge explosion has 
continued, not only in surveying and engineering, but in every 
facet of life. Accreditation of curriculum has become big 
business. Fortunately, all is not chaos, because even the 
accreditation organizations could see the problems if there 
were two bodies attempting to accredit in the same fields. They 
have therefore formed an umbrella association to ensure that 
this does not happen. 
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NEWS FROM THE BOARD 
by Ray Thinggaard 

Some colleges and Junior Colleges in California may soon 
have an accredited land surveying curricula. The board re­
cently approved a report submitted by an ad hoc committee 
comprised of licensees and educators and has since sent letters 
to the chancellors of California's higher education institutions 
informing them of the possibility of accreditation. Without 
accreditation a school's graduates will find that their education 
will not reduce the prescribed experience necessary for licens­
ing. 

Due to past confusion on the matter, this year letters to 
failing examinees will include notice that they have 60 days in 
which to appeal the results. 

The board recently received the final report from the ad hoc 
Committee on Professional Development and referred it to the 
board committee for recommendation of appropriate actions. 

Pursuant to A.R.-49, the board recently established an ad 
hoc committee to study and define the exact meaning of 
"Responsible Charge." 

After IV2 years the board received the Attorney General's 
opinion #CV 74-1 which was requested to define what 
constitutes fixed works. In essence, the opinion suggests that 
grading plans when prepared relative to the establishment of. 
permanent structures shall be defined as fixed works. The 
opinion was referred to the ad hoc committee which accepted it 
with some dissention, but has not yet made any recommenda­
tion for board action. The ramification of this will affect every 
surveyor in California who files subdivision or parcel maps 
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