EDUCATION AND LABOR CABINET
Education Professional Standards Board
(Amendment)

16 KAR 5:010. Standards for accreditation of educator preparation providers{—and
approvalof programst.

RELATES TO: KRS 161.028, 161.030, 164.945, 164.946,164.947, 20 U.S.C. 1021-1022

STATUTORY AUTHORITY: KRS 161.028, 161.030

CERTIFICATION STATEMENT:

NECESSITY, FUNCTION, AND CONFORMITY: This administrative regulation
establishes the standards for accreditation of an educator preparation provider. This
administrative regulation complies with KRS 161.028(1)(b),_which requiresfatthorizes] the
Education Professional Standards Board (EPSB) to set{es%a-bhsh—} standards for educator
preparatlon Drov1ders and w1th At atftatnine—a-tes

pefsenﬂel—} KRS 161 030(1) Wthh Vests the EPSB w1th authorlty over the certlﬁcatlon of
all teachers and other school personnel and requires the issuance of all certificates fissted

funder KRS 161.010 to 161.126 be donefte—be—issued} in accordance with the EPSB's
dmlnlstratlve regulatlons{—ef—ﬂ&e—E-P—S-B-} {—'Phts—admm}s%fatwe—fegt&aﬂeﬁ—estﬂshshes—ﬂ&e

pfepafe—&n—ed-ue&ter.—}

Section 1. Definitions.
(1) "Accreditation Audit Committee" (AAC)_is the committee that assists with the
transition to National Education Accreditation,_presents and acknowledges National
Educatlon Accreditation results, and reV1ews and makes recornmendatlons to the EPSB

(2) #41 "Educator Preparation Provider" (EPP) means the accredited unit at an
Institutionfinstitatient responsible for the preparation of educators.

(3) #3591 "National Education Accreditation" means the accreditation that is granted to an
EPP bV a C0unc11 for nghter Educa‘uon Accredltatlon ( CHEA) apnroved accredltor

CY-LLEPR

(4) £661 "Institution" means a college or university.f=H

(5) "Institutional Accreditation" means the accreditation that is granted to an entire
Institution. This may be earned through a regional accreditor or national accreditor that is
recognized by the U.S. Department of Education.

(6) "Title 11" refers to the Federal Title Il Report Card State Guidelines established in 20
U.S.C. 1022f and 1022g.




Section 2. General Accreditation Requirements.
(1) A Kentucky Institutionfinstitatien} offering an educator preparation program shall
havef:
Hay] National—acereditation] National Education Accreditation by an educator
preparation accreditor approved by the EPSB pursuant to KRS 161.028 as
demonstrated in Section 3(2)(a)_in this regulationf:-er}

by} fStateaeereditationby-the ERSB].

(2) £33 All educator preparation Institutionsfnstitutienst and programs operating in
Kentucky that require licensure by the Council on Postsecondary Education under KRS
164.945, 164.946,164.947, and 13 KAR 1:020 shall be approved by the EPSB under this
administrative regulation as a condition of offering an educator preparation program or a
program leading to rank change.
(3) The developmental process for a new EPP is detailed in 16 KAR 5:015, Section 4.
(4) The developmental process for a new program in an established EPP is detailed in 16
KAR 5:015, Section 5.
(5) For continuing National Education Accreditationfrattonal-er—state—aeereditation], an
EPP shall submit the following evidence as part of the accreditation process:
(a) Documentation submitted to the EPSB staff for Title II compliance, indicating that
the EPP's summary pass rate on state licensure examinations meets or exceeds the
required state pass rate of eighty (80) percent;f-and}
(b) Documentation of Institutional Accreditationfinstitational-aeereditation}. Required
documentation  shall include a copy of the current Institutional
Accreditationfinstitutional—aeereditation} letter or report that indicates Institutional
Accreditationfinstitattonal-aeereditationt statusf4;_and

(c) Documentation of National Education Accreditation through an EPSB approved
national accreditor, which may include, for example, a letter from an accreditor or a
report showing successful accreditation.

Section 3. Process to Seek EPSB Approval to Operate as a National Accreditor.

(1) To_be approved by the EPSB, a national accreditor shall apply
and submit documentation of the following to the EPSB:
(a) Established rigorous standards for educator preparation that align with KRS
161.028(1)(b)_and guide institutions in establishing_and maintaining_high-quality
programs that produce evidence of academic achievement and educator performance;




(b) Attestation that all accreditation standards shall be met for an EPP to obtain
and maintain accredited status;

(c) The scope of accreditation;

(d) The capacity for staff and resources to carry out the operations of the national
accreditor;

(e) Public dissemination of information about the accreditation status of EPPs,
including length of a term of accreditation, reasons for awarding accreditation status,
information about any deficiencies in relation to accreditation standards and policies,
and reasons for conditional approval or denial of accreditation;

(f) A _system of quality assurance for standards, policies,_and procedures that is
reviewed on a cyclical basis;

(g) Policies and procedures and a governance structure that support the established

accreditation and decision-making processes; and
(h) Letter(s) of support and interest from a_currently accredlted KentuckV EPP.

(2) National accreditors approved by the EPSB shall notify the EPSB in writing of any
changes to the requirements of subsection (1)_of this Section of the administrative

regulatlon and shall 1nclude the ratlonale for the changes {—St&ge—eﬂeﬁérpphe&ﬁeﬂ—}







Section 4. National Accreditor Revocation or Dissolution.
(1) Should the EPSB have reason to believe that a national accreditor is not upholding
approved standards for educator preparation that align with KRS 161.028(1)(b)_as
required in Section 3(1)_in this regulation,_the EPSB may revoke the ability of the
national accreditor to accredit Kentucky EPPs.
(2) In the event the EPSB believes revocation of the accreditation authority of a national
accreditor may be warranted:
(a) The EPSB shall provide written notification of its concerns to the national
accreditor;

shall submit a written re response to the EPSB and, during that same timeframe, also may
choose to attend a regularly scheduled meeting of the EPSB to verbally respond,
present, and answer questions; and

no written response is is submitted, within one hundred and twenty_(120) _days of the
EPSB's written notification outlined in subsection (2),_paragraph (a)_of this Section of
the administrative regulation, the EPSB shall make the final decision and provide final
written notice to the national accreditor as well as to any EPPs known to be using that
national accreditor.
(3) In the case that a national accreditor dissolves, is no longer approved by CHEA, or
has their accreditation authority revoked by the EPSB, the EPSB may grant approval for
the EPP to temporarily operate for a reasonable period time and in order to allow the EPP
to establish an accrediting relationship with a new national accreditor. In most instances,
the EPP shall be expected to provide written proof to the EPSB that they have established
an_accrediting_relationship with a new national accreditor within a timeframe of one
hundred and eighty (180) days of the dissolution of the current national accreditor.

Section 5. fSeetien4-} National Accreditation Process and Decisions.
(1) An EPP may only pursue initial or continuing National Education

Accredltatlon{-naﬁeﬁa-l—aeefed-&&&eﬂ—rﬁt-he-}from a national accreditor that has been

approved by the EPSB in accordance with Section 3 of this administrative




a-ppreved—by—t—he—E—P—S—B—} If the EPP 1S granted accredltatlon by the natlonal aceredltor the

accreditation decision fef-the-national-aeereditor—shall be presented for recognition by
the EPSB at the next regularly scheduled meeting following the National Education

Accredltatlon{-ﬁaﬁeﬁal—&eefed-ltaﬂeﬁ-} decision.

(3) #5)} If the EPP is denied accreditation by the national accreditor, the EPP shall
provide written notification to the EPSB within fourteen (14)_days of the National
Education Accreditation decision. Thereafter, and within sixty (60) days of the National
Education Accreditation decision to deny accreditation, the EPP shall submit a
contingency teach-out plan to the EPSB for consideration at the next regularly scheduled

meetmg followmg the deadhneFmayhseeleEmefgeﬁeyﬁufhef&aﬂefﬁe—epeﬁrte—ffem—the

4) If the EPP is demed accredltatlon by the natlonal accredltor the EPP also shall
provide written notification to all candidates currently admitted to a certification or rank
change program as follows

rank sought so long as:
1. The candidate is recommended for certification or advancement in rank within
one (1).year of the date of the decision to deny or revoke accreditation; and
2. The candidate submits a completed application,_including_payment of any
applicable fees, for certification or advancement in rank to the EPSB within one (1)
year _and ninety (90)_days from the date of the decision to deny or revoke
accreditation;_or
(b) A candidate who does not meet the criteria established in paragraph (a)_of this
subsection shall transfer to an EPSB approved EPP that currently holds National
Education Accreditation to receive the certificate or advancement in rank.
(5) To maintain continuing National Education Accreditation, the EPP shall follow the
cycle and timelines established by the national accreditor.
(6) In the event an EPP notifies its current national accreditor mid-cycle of the intent to
change to a different national accreditor for future National Education Accreditation, the
EPP shall, at the same time, provide written notice of such change to the EPSB.
(7) Thereafter, and within one hundred and eighty (180)_days of the notice provided to
the current national accreditor and to the EPSB, the EPP shall provide written proof to the
EPSB of having established an accrediting relationship with a new national accreditor.




Section 6. EPP Transition from State-Only to National Education Accreditation

state- only accreditation process.

(2) An EPP with any state-issued stipulations or areas of improvement shall:
(a) At least one (1)_year and one hundred and eighty (180)_days prior to the next
accreditation visit, submit a written report to the AAC providing a narrative notation of
resolutions with aligned evidence demonstrating_that the standards have been
sufficiently met to ensure educator programs produce effective, high-quality teachers
through evidence-based, rigorous review. Evidence submitted for these purposes shall
demonstrate an intentional use of documentation, valid multiple measures, and analysis
to support and prove an EPP's claims regarding adherence to accreditation standards;
and
(b) At least one (1)_year prior to the next accreditation visit,_prepare and present
changes and improvements at a regularly scheduled meeting of the AAC.

(3) The AAC shall consider the current stipulations or areas for improvement and decide

to:
(a) Remove current stipulations or areas for improvement;
(b) Modify current stipulations or areas for improvement; or
(c) Retain current stipulations or areas for imnrovement

areas for improvement, the AAC also shall make a recommendation to the EPSB to:
(a) Grant the EPP continued approval with National Education Accreditation that
addresses the remaining stipulations or areas for improvement;
(b) Grant the EPP conditional approval, requiring the remaining_stipulations or areas
for improvement be addressed by providing_supplemental documentation, data, or
evidence as determined necessary by the EPSB; or
(c) Revoke the EPP's state-only accreditation.

Section 7. Coordination of Accreditation and Program Review Processes.

(1) 61 As part of National Education Accreditationfrationat-aeereditation}, an EPP's

programs leading to educator certification and rank change shall be reviewed through the
state program review process as established in 16 KAR 5: 015{—See&en—1—7&{e~f—t—h1s

administrative-regulation]. At least two (2) yearsfPwenty-four{(24)menths] prior to the

scheduled on-site visit, the EPP shall submit programs for review in accordance with 16
KAR 5:015.fSeetton18-of this-administrattve regutation-{

(2) 71 Prior to the scheduled on-site evaluation visit, EPSB staff shall participate in the
pre-visit to the institution to serve as a state consultant to the national chair.

(3) 81} At least one (1) EPSB staff member shall be assigned as support staff and liaison
during the National Education Accreditationfrational-acereditationt visit and one (1) state

representative trained in the standards of the national accreditor shall serve as a member
of the site visit team.

Section 8. Annual Reporting.
(1) EPPs shall submit the following data to the EPSB annually:
(a) Verification of institution and EPP profile information;
(b). Veriﬁcation of alignment to appronriate standards in each program;

assessments for each mgram,




(e) Notations of change, data collection, analysis of data, and innovations for each of
the following six (6) domains:
1. Candidate admission and progression;
2. Standards alignment and coursework;
3. Professional capabilities;
4. Clinical partnerships and practice;
5. Program assessments; and
6. Quality assurance and continuous improvement.
(2) The EPSB shall have staff review each EPP's annual report to monitor progress of the
EPP to continue a program of high quality.
(3) After reviewing the annual report, the EPSB may pursue punitive action against the
EPP in the event the EPSB:
(a) Has reason to believe that the EPP is limited in its capacity to offer quality
programs that adequately prepare candidates; or
(b) Observes substantive changes to the program, EPP, or Institution since its original
or most recent continued program approval. For these purposes, substantive changes
may_include any change in the published mission or objectives of the EPP or
Institution or the addition of courses or programs that represent a significant departure
in terms of either content or delivery from those that were offered when the EPP was
most recently accredited.
(4) Failure to comply with the reporting requirements in this Section may also result in
the EPSB pursuing punitive action against the EPP through either the process outlined in
16 KAR 5:015, Section 6(3)-(8),_which pertains to action against the individual
program(s)_offered by the EPP, or Section 7, which provides a process to revoke the EPP
where warranted.

Section 9. Identification of a Low Performing EPP. In compliance with Title II, the EPSB
shall identify an EPP as:
(1) "At-risk of low performing" if an EPP:

approved program area for a consecutive 3-year cycle; or
(b) Is assigned an accreditation status by a nationally recognized accrediting body that
indicates deficiencies,_stipulations, or required corrective actions, regardless of the
specific terminology used by the accreditor; or

(2) "Low performing" if an EPP:
(a) Has received a Praxis II or Praxis PLT pass rate below eighty (80) percent in at
least fifty (50)_percent of approved program areas; or
(b) Is assigned an accreditation status by a nationally recognized accrediting body that
indicates significant deficiencies, stipulations, or required corrective actions, regardless

of the specific terminology used by the accreditor.































L. AMBER SNELL, Board Chair

APPROVED BY AGENCY: October 28, 2026

FILED WITH LRC: October 30, 2026 at 3:55 p.m.

CONTACT PERSON: Todd G. Allen, General Counsel, Kentucky Department of
Education, 300 Sower Boulevard, 5th Floor, Frankfort, Kentucky 40601, phone 502-564-
4474, fax 502-564-9321, email regcomments@education.ky.gov.



REGULATORY IMPACT ANALYSIS AND TIERING STATEMENT

Contact Person:Todd G. Allen, Phone: 502-564-4474, Email:
todd.allen@education.ky.gov

Subject Headings:Education, Education: Elementary, Education: Secondary
(1) Provide a brief summary of:

(a) What this administrative regulation does:
As currently promulgated, this administrative regulation establishes the standards for
accreditation of an educator preparation provider (EPP) and for approval of a
program to prepare an educator.

(b) The necessity of this administrative regulation:
This administrative regulation is necessary to comply with KRS 161.028(1)(b),
which requires that the Education Professional Standards Board (EPSB) set
standards for EPPs, and with KRS 161.030(1), which vests the EPSB with authority
over the certification of all teachers and other school personnel and requires the
issuance of certificates authorized under KRS 161.010-161.126 be done in
accordance with the EPSB’s administrative regulations.

(¢) How this administrative regulation conforms to the content of the authorizing

statutes:
KRS 161.028(1)(b) states, in part, that the EPSB "has the authority and
responsibility to...[s]et standards for, approve, and evaluate college, university, and
school district programs for the preparation of teachers and other professional school
personnel." Further, KRS 161.030(1) vests the EPSB with authority over the
certification of all teachers and other school personnel and requires the issuance of
certificates authorized under KRS 161.010-161.126 be done in accordance with the
EPSB’s administrative regulations.

(d) How this administrative regulation currently assists or will assist in the

effective administration of the statutes:
As currently promulgated, this administrative regulation establishes the standards for
accreditation of an EPP and for approval of a program to prepare an educator in
compliance with KRS 161.028(1)(b), which requires that the EPSB set standards for
EPPs, and with KRS 161.030(1), which vests the EPSB with authority over the
certification of all teachers and other school personnel and requires the issuance of
certificates authorized under KRS 161.010-161.126 be done in accordance with the
EPSB’s administrative regulations.

(2) If this is an amendment to an existing administrative regulation, provide a brief
summary of:

(a) How the amendment will change this existing administrative regulation:

This amendment removes the state-only accreditation process currently provided for
in regulation, which will necessitate all EPPs use an EPSB-approved national
accreditor beginning with the 2027-2028 academic year and beyond. This
amendment also removes language specific to new and continuing EPP program
approvals, which will now be governed by a separate, new regulation, 16 KAR
5:015. This amendment better reflects the distinction between the accreditation and
program approval processes and the entities that conduct such processes.

(b) The necessity of the amendment to this administrative regulation:



This amendment is necessary to remove the state-only accreditation review process
currently provided for in regulation and to provide for a transitional process
beginning in the 2027-2028 academic year, during and after which time no educator
preparation provider will be permitted to use the state-only accreditation review that
is being removed from the regulation through this amendment. This amendment also
is necessary to remove language specific to new and continuing program approvals
for accredited EPPs. Program approvals will, instead, be governed by a newly
promulgated administrative regulation, 16 KAR 5:015. Separating the program
approval and accreditation governance reflects the distinct nature of the two
processes and the entities that conduct such processes. Finally, this amendment is
necessary to set forth, in the renumbered Section 8 of this administrative regulation,
"Annual Reporting" requirements for EPPs. These mandates were previously
promulgated in 16 KAR 5:020; however, amendments to that regulation remove
such reporting requirements, which are more appropriately addressed in this
administrative regulation.

(c) How the amendment conforms to the content of the authorizing statutes:

This administrative regulation, as amended, establishes the standards for
accreditation of an EPP in conformance with KRS 161.028(1)(b), which requires
that the EPSB set standards for EPPs, and with KRS 161.030(1), which vests the
EPSB with authority over the certification of all teachers and other school personnel
and requires the issuance of certificates authorized under KRS 161.010-161.126 be
done in accordance with the EPSB’s administrative regulations. (d) How the
amendment will assist in the effective administration of the statues: This
administrative regulation, as amended, establishes the standards for accreditation of
an EPP. Specifically, this amendment removes the state-only accreditation review
process currently provided for in regulation and provides for a transitional process,
which will begin with the 2027-2028 academic year, at which time no educator
preparation provider will be permitted to use the state-only accreditation review
removed by this amendment. This amendment also removes language specific to
new and continuing program approvals for accredited EPPs. Program approvals will,
instead, be governed by a newly promulgated administrative regulation, 16 KAR
5:015. Separating the program approval and accreditation governance reflects the
distinct nature of the two processes and the entities that conduct such processes.
Finally, this amendment sets forth, in the renumbered Section 8 of this
administrative regulation, "Annual Reporting" requirements for EPPs. These
mandates were previously promulgated in 16 KAR 5:020; however, amendments to
that regulation remove such reporting requirements, which are more appropriately
addressed in this administrative regulation.

(d) How the amendment will assist in the effective administration of the statutes:
No answer provided.

(3) Does this administrative regulation or amendment implement legislation from
the previous five years?No.

(4) List the type and number of individuals, businesses, organizations, or state and
local governments affected by this administrative regulation:
National accreditors of EPPs, EPPs, and the Kentucky Department of Education
(KDE).

(5) Provide an analysis of how the entities identified in question (4) will be impacted
by either the implementation of this administrative regulation, if new, or by the
change, if it is an amendment, including:



(a) List the actions that each of the regulated entities identified in question (4) will

have to take to comply with this administrative regulation or amendment:
National accreditors of EPPs will have to comply with the requirements of this
regulation in order to be approved to accredit Kentucky EPPs. In order to be EPSB-
approved, EPPs will have to implement the requirements of this regulation by using
EPSB-approved national accreditors and will no longer have the option to use a
state-only accreditation process. EPPs also will have to comply with the "Annual
Reporting" requirements established in Section 8 of this administrative regulation.
The KDE staff that support the work of EPSB and EPPs will have to implement the
requirements of this regulation.

(b) In complying with this administrative regulation or amendment, how much

will it cost each of the entities identified in question (4):
Implementation of this amendment is not expected to substantially increase costs for
any entity identified in question (4). National accreditors may incur minimal
administrative burdens to comply; however, any such costs or burdens are
anticipated to be the same under this amendment as they were under the existing
regulatory requirements. The state-only accreditation process that is being removed
from the amended regulation was undoubtably cost efficient for EPPs, and EPPs
who have previously utilized that process for compliance with this regulation may
incur some increased costs and burdens in having to use, going forward, a national
accreditor to comply. EPP compliance with new annual reporting requirements in
this amended regulation should result in the same costs and burdens that EPPs
sustained when these requirements were, instead, addressed in 16 KAR 5:020.
Minimal administrative burdens may result to the KDE staff implementing the
regulation; however, cumulative costs will be reduced under this amendment in light
of the removal of the state-only accreditation process, which was a significant
process for the KDE staff to facilitate.

(c) As a result of compliance, what benefits will accrue to the entities identified in

question (4):
All parties should benefit from the clarity this amendment provides through removal
of language specific to new and continuing program approvals for accredited EPPs,
with program approvals now being governed by a newly promulgated administrative
regulation, 16 KAR 5:015. Separating the program approval and accreditation
governance reflects the distinct nature of the two processes and the entities that
conduct such processes. Additionally, the KDE is anticipated to further benefit from
reduced costs and burdens related to the removal of the state-only accreditation
process, which was a significant process for the KDE staff to facilitate. (6) Provide
an estimate of how much it will cost to implement this administrative regulation:

(6) Provide an estimate of how much it will cost the administrative body to
implement this administrative regulation:

(a) Initially:
There will be minimal, if any, cost to the EPSB and the KDE to implement this
administrative regulation. And, in fact, the EPSB and the KDE are anticipated to see
reduced costs with the removal of the state-only accreditation process, which was a
significant process for the KDE staff to facilitate.

(b) On a continuing basis:
There will be minimal, if any, cost to the EPSB and the KDE to implement this
administrative regulation. And, in fact, the EPSB and the KDE are anticipated to see



reduced costs with the removal of the state-only accreditation process, which was a
significant process for the KDE staff to facilitate.

(7) What is the source of the funding to be used for the implementation and
enforcement of this administrative regulation or this amendment:
General funds.

(8) Provide an assessment of whether an increase in fees or funding will be necessary
to implement this administrative regulation, if new, or by the change if it is an
amendment:

None.

(9) State whether or not this administrative regulation establishes any fees or
directly or indirectly increases any fees:
This administrative regulation neither establishes any fees nor directly or indirectly
increases any fees.

(10) TIERING: Is tiering applied?
Tiering is not applied. The regulation applies uniformly.



FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT

(1) Identify each state statute, federal statute, or federal regulation that requires or
authorizes the action taken by the administrative regulation:
KRS 161.020, 161.028, 161.030, 161.048.

(2) State whether this administrative regulation is expressly authorized by an act of
the General Assembly, and if so, identify the act:
Yes, KRS 161.028 and 161.030 provide the statutory authority for this administrative
regulation.

(3)(a) Identify the promulgating agency and any other affected state units, parts, or
divisions:
Kentucky Education Professional Standards Board (EPSB) and Kentucky Department
of Education (KDE).

(b) Estimate the following for each affected state unit, part, or division identified in
(3)(a):
1. Expenditures:
For the first year:Any expenditures are expected to be minimal.
For subsequent years:Any expenditures are expected to be minimal.
2. Revenues:
For the first year:This regulation is not expected to generate revenue.
For subsequent years:This regulation is not expected to generate revenue.
3. Cost Savings:

For the first year:The EPSB and the KDE are anticipated to experience costs
savings in light of the removal of the state-only accreditation process previously
available under this administrative regulation, which was a significant process
for the KDE to facilitate. Such costs are difficult to calculate as they have
always been unpredictable and dependent on how many, if any, educator
preparation providers (EPPs) chose the state-only accreditation process in
order to comply with this administrative regulation.

For subsequent years:The EPSB and the KDE are anticipated to experience
costs savings in light of the removal of the state-only accreditation process
previously available under this administrative regulation, which was a
significant process for KDE to facilitate. Such costs are difficult to calculate as
they have always been unpredictable and dependent on how many, if any, EPPs
chose the state-only accreditation process in order to comply with this
administrative regulation.

(4)(a) Identify affected local entities (for example: cities, counties, fire departments,
school districts):
None.

(b) Estimate the following for each affected local entity identified in (4)(a):
1. Expenditures:
For the first year:Not applicable.

For subsequent years:Not applicable.



2. Revenues:
For the first year:Not applicable.
For subsequent years:Not applicable.
3. Cost Savings:
For the first year:Not applicable.
For subsequent years:Not applicable.

(5)(a) Identify any affected regulated entities not listed in (3)(a) or (4)(a):
National accreditors as well as EPPs.

(b) Estimate the following for each regulated entity identified in (5)(a):
1. Expenditures:

For the first year:Any expenditures by national accreditors will remain the
same under this amendment as they are under the current administrative
regulation. Expenditures for some EPPs under this amendment may increase
related to the unavailability of a state-only accreditation process. However,
those expenditures are difficult to calculate as they have always been
unpredictable and dependent on whether an EPP chose the state-only
accreditation process in order to comply with this administrative regulation.

For subsequent years:Any expenditures by national accreditors will remain the
same under this amendment as they are under the current administrative
regulation. Expenditures for some EPPs under this amendment may increase
related to the unavailability of a state-only accreditation process. However,
those expenditures are difficult to calculate as they have always been
unpredictable and dependent on whether an EPP chose the state-only
accreditation process in order to comply with this administrative regulation.

2. Revenues:
For the first year: This regulation is not expected to generate revenue.
For subsequent years:This regulation is not expected to generate revenue.
3. Cost Savings:

For the first year:For national accreditors and EPPs, no cost savings are
expected.

For subsequent years:For national accreditors and EPPs, no cost savings are
expected.

(6) Provide a narrative to explain the following for each entity identified in (3)(a),
(4)(a), and (5)(a)

(a) Fiscal impact of this administrative regulation:
National accreditors may incur minimal administrative burdens to comply; however,
any such costs or burdens should be the same under this amendment as they were
under the prior regulation. The state-only accreditation process that is being removed
from the amended regulation was undoubtably cost efficient for EPPs, and EPPs who
have previously utilized that process for compliance with this regulation may incur
some increased costs and burdens in having to use, going forward, a national accreditor
in order to comply. EPP compliance with new "Annual Reporting" requirements in this
amended regulation should result in the same costs and burdens that EPPs sustained
when these requirements were, instead, addressed in 16 KAR 5:020. Minimal



administrative burdens may result to the KDE staff that implement the regulation;
however, cumulative costs will be reduced under this amendment in light of the
removal of the state-only accreditation process, which was a significant process for
staff of the KDE to facilitate.

(b) Methodology and resources used to reach this conclusion:
The estimates herein are based on prior program operations.

(7) Explain, as it relates to the entities identified in (3)(a), (4)(a), and (5)(a):

(a) Whether this administrative regulation will have a "major economic impact', as
defined by KRS 13A.010(14):
The administrative regulation is not expected to have a major economic impact.

(b) The methodology and resources used to reach this conclusion:
The estimates herein are based on prior program operations.



	16 KAR 5:010.



