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Delegation Agreement
Ministry of Education and Science, Republic of Latvia, represented by the Minister of Education and Science Tatjana Koķe, hereinafter – the Ministry, on one hand, and the foundation „Higher Education Quality Evaluation Centre " represented by its Chairman of the Board Juris Dzelme, acting pursuant the Statute, hereinafter – the Authorised Person on the other hand, (jointly - Parties) in accordance with the paragraphs 40, 41, 43, 44, 45, 46 and 47 of the Law on the System of State Administration and section three of the paragraph 21 of the Law on Education, sign the following Agreement (hereinafter – the Agreement):
1. Subject of Agreement 
1.1. In accordance with the paragraphs 40 – 47 of the Law on the System of State Administration and section three of the paragraph 21 of the Law on Education, the Ministry  delegates the Authorised Person to perform the tasks of state administration set out in the first section of the paragraph 9 of the Law on Higher Education institutions and Regulations No.821 of the Cabinet of Ministers from 3 October 2006 „The Procedure Accreditation of Higher Education Institutions, Colleges and Higher Education Programmes" (hereinafter – the Regulations) regarding organisation of organisation of accreditation of higher education institutions, colleges and higher education programmes pursuant the conditions of the Agreement.
2. Rights, Obligations and Responsibility of the Authorised Person
2.1.
Authorised person performs the organisation of accreditation of higher education institutions, colleges and higher education programmes pursuant the requirements of legislative acts regulating the higher education, including „Standards and Guidelines for Quality Assurance in the European Higher Education Area" of European Association for Quality Assurance in the Higher Education.
2.2.
In relation to the conditions set out in the subsection 2.1. of the Agreement the Authorised person performs the following tasks (hereinafter – the Tasks):
2.2.1. Accepts and registers applications for accreditation of higher education institution or college, or higher education programmes with the attached appendices. Verifies whether the information required pursuant the Law on Higher Education Institutions and the Regulations is provided in the applications and the respective attached documents. Verifies the compliance of the applications and the attached documents with the requirements of legislative acts of Republic of Latvia. Requests the higher education institution or college to submit the missing information. In case of necessity turns to the State Service of Education Quality or some other respective state institution for help with verification of the submitted information.
2.2.2. Performs selection of experts within a month from the day of reception of the accreditation application of a higher education institution, college or higher education programme. Submits to the Higher Education Council (Augstākās izglītības padome; hereinafter - AIP) or the Higher Education Programme Accreditation Committee (hereinafter - accreditation committee) proposals regarding the experts, composition of the evaluation commission and its chairperson. Signs the agreement with the higher education institution or college on accreditation of that higher education institution, college or higher education programme, including the work of experts and evaluation commission at evaluation of the higher education institution, college or higher education programme, determining the accreditation fee in accordance with the Cabinet of Ministers regulations No. 955 of 25 August 2009 „Regulations on the Price List of the Services Provided by the Ministry of Education and Science". The authorised person must observe that the fee for the higher education evaluation commission’s experts is 20 Ls/h. The fee for the observers delegated by the Latvian Student Union and employers shall be 7 Ls/h.
2.2.3.
Organises the work of experts and observers in evaluation of higher education institutions, colleges and higher education programmes. The tasks of experts’ and observers’ work organisation include:
2.2.3.1. signing the agreement with experts and observers on performance of evaluation of higher education institution, college or higher education programme according to the Cabinet of Ministers regulations No. 955 of 25 August 2009 „Regulations on the Price List of the Services Provided by the Ministry of Education and Science” annotation (appendix);
2.2.3.2. preparation of the informational materials necessary for organisation of experts’ work and their information;
2.2.3.3. training of evaluation commission experts, observers and persons responsible for accreditation of higher education programmes at the higher education institutions and colleges;
2.2.3.4. development of the plan for the visit, its implementation and its monitoring;
2.2.3.5. checking the experts’ reports.
2.2.4. Prepares documents and secures for the members of AIP and the Accreditation Committee an opportunity to get acquainted with the documents submitted by the higher education institution or college according to the terms stated in the paragraph 2.2.1. of the present Agreement and experts’ reports on higher education institution, college or higher education programme, placing them on the website www.aiknc.lv or sending these documents by e-mail to members of AIP or accreditation committee not less than 3 (three) working days before the meeting, at which the respective accreditation application is to be reviewed.
2.2.5. Creates accreditation sheets in accordance with the sample accreditation sheets approved by the Regulations and performs preparation of accreditation sheets, provides the Ministry with all information necessary for registration of the accreditation sheets and their booking not later than within 5 (five) working days from the receipt of decision regarding accreditation and the minutes of the respective meeting.
2.2.6. Summarises and publishes within 2 (two) working days on the website www.aiknc.lv the received decisions on accreditation, self-assessment reports and experts’ reports on higher education institutions, colleges and higher education programmes.
2.2.7. Issues accreditation sheets to higher education institutions and colleges within 5 (five) working days of their signing.
2.2.8.
Participates in international organisations related to study programme and higher education institution accreditation.
2.3. The Authorised person performs the Tasks for public good (non-commercial) purposes.
2.4. The Authorised person submits to the Ministry a written report on performance of the Tasks not less than once a year – prior the 1 July of the respective year.
2.5. The Authorised person provides for and carries the responsibility for performance of the Task within the validity period of the Agreement.
2.6. The Authorised person is responsible for proper and timely performance of the Tasks.
2.7. It is the obligation of the Authorised person to remunerate the Ministry for all losses and expenses incurred to the Ministry as a result of illegal activities of the Authorised person activities not in compliance with the present Agreement or lack thereof, as well as those resulting from Tasks not performed or performed improperly.
2.8. In case of termination of the present Agreement the Authorised person is responsible for transfer of all documents and data bases that the Authorised person has received or maintained for the purpose of performance of the Tasks prescribed by the present Agreement to the Ministry upon its demand.
3. Rights, obligations and responsibility of the Ministry
3.1. The Ministry provides the Authorised Person in a timely manner with all information necessary for the performance of the Tasks envisaged by the present Agreement, including:
3.1.1. provision of information on decisions passed by the accreditation committee to the Authorised Person within 10 (ten) days from its receipt;
3.1.2. provision of information available to the Ministry and necessary for improvement of higher education institution, college or higher education programme accreditation process and organisation of international co-operation in the field of evaluation of higher education quality.
3.2. Upon finding facts of improper performance of Tasks of the present Agreement in organisation of accreditation of higher education institutions, colleges or higher education programmes or its quality, the Ministry not later than within 10 (ten) working days from the moment the fact is ascertained submits to the Authorised Person a written claim on non-performance of the terms of the present Agreement and the Authorised persona within 10 (ten) working days shall submit an explanation regarding the aforementioned claim. in case the Ministry shall not regard the explanation as based, it can terminate the present Agreement with an advance notice of not less than 20 (twenty) days being sent to the Authorised Person.
3.3. The Ministry may not use the advance notice period set in the paragraph 3.2. of the present Agreement in case the Authorised person acts in gross breach of the conditions of the present Agreement or there are any other important reasons forbidding to carry on with the relations determined by the present Agreement.
3.4. The Ministry is responsible for provision of the Authorised Person with the information necessary for performance of the Tasks in a timely manner.
4. The Mutual Payment Procedure
4.1. The Authorised Person does not receive any funding from the Ministry’s or state budget within the framework of performance of the Tasks.
4.2. The Authorised Person receives payment for the performance of the Tasks from the higher education institutions’ and colleges’ budget, on the basis of agreements signed between the Authorised Person and the higher education institutions and colleges on performance of accreditation. The amount of remuneration received by the Authorised Person shall comply with the expenses organisation of accreditation work set out in the Cabinet of Ministers regulations No. 955 of 25 August 2009 „Regulations on the Price List of the Services Provided by the Ministry of Education and Science” annotation (see appendix).
4.3. The Authorised Person shall once a year by the 1 February submit o the Ministry a report on use of the financial means.
5. The procedure of supervision of the activities of the Authorised Person and the criteria for evaluation of the task performance quality
5.1.
Regarding the performance of the tasks set out in the present Agreement the Authorised Person is functionally subjected to the Ministry. The Ministry performs supervision of the activities of the Authorised Person related to the performance of the Tasks set out in the present Agreement. The Ministry has the right at any time to demand from the Authorised Person by a written notice information of any type that is related to the performance of Tasks set out in the present Agreement in addition to the accounts, reports and information already determined by the present Agreement. The Authorised Person shall submit in writing to the Ministry all of the required information not later than within 10 (ten) working days upon receipt of such written notice.
5.2.
The quality of the performance of the Tasks the Ministry evaluates by the following criteria:
5.2.1. efficiency of performance of the tasks;
5.2.2. compliance of the actions of the Authorised Person to the Law on Higher Education Institutions, Regulations and other legislative acts;
5.2.3. compliance of the actions of the Authorised Person to the terms and conditions of the present Agreement;
5.2.4. evaluation by the Higher Education Council;
5.2.5. testimonials of the persons involved in the accreditation process, including those of higher education institutions, colleges, experts and observers.
6. Agreement’s coming into force and its term of validity
6.1. The Agreement is signed for the period of three years. It comes into force on the day of its signature.
6.2. With the written agreement of the Parties the present Agreement can be terminated earlier.
6.3. The present Agreement can be terminated in the cases set out in the Law on State Administration System and the procedure thereof.
7. Other conditions
7.1. All amendments and additions to the Agreement only come into force if these are set out in writing and the Parties have mutually signed and sealed them. Such amendments and additions to the present Agreement become an integral part of the present Agreement upon their mutual signature and sealing.
7.2. The Authorised Person has no right to transfer to any third party the performance of any obligations set out in the present Agreement without prior consent of the Ministry.
7.3. All disputes arising from the performance of the present Agreement the Parties shall solve by negotiation. in case no resolution is achieved by negotiation, all such disputes shall be resolved in courts of Republic of Latvia. The disputes shall not be submitted to any Court of Arbitration.
7.4. The present Agreement is made in two copies in the Latvian language, each consisting of four pages, one for each Party Both copies of the Agreement have the same legal effect.
7.5. The Agreement has one appendix - Cabinet of Ministers regulations No. 955 of 25 August 2009 „Regulations on the Price List of the Services Provided by the Ministry of Education and Science"" annotation - on 16 pages.
7.6. Details of the Parties:
Ministry 

Authorised person

Vaļņu iela 2, Rīga, LV-1050
Reg. No.90000022399
Bank: Valsts kase
Konta Nr.LV93TREL2150010060800

Vaļņu iela 2, Rīga, LV-1050
Reg. No.5000329391
Bank: Latvijas Krājbanka
Code: UBALLV22
Accont No. LV97UBAL1100120024001
Appendix
Cabinet of Ministers regulations project „Regulations on the Price List of the Services Provided by the Ministry of Education and Science"
annotation
	I. Why the normative act is necessary

	1. Reference to the Declaration on Cabinet of Ministers planned activity, political planning document, task, etc.

	Cabinet of Ministers regulations project is necessary in order to ensure accreditation of higher education institutions, colleges and higher education programmes. Cabinet of Ministers regulations project was developed based on the Law on budget and finance management section nine of the paragraph 5.


	2. Characterisation of the current situation

	According to the Law on Higher Education Institutions paragraph 9, section none accreditation shall be performed in compliance with accreditation regulations approved by Cabinet of Ministers. According to the Cabinet of Ministers regulations No. 821 of 3 October 2006 „Procedure of Accreditation of Higher Education Institutions, Colleges and Higher Education Programmes" (hereinafter - Regulations) paragraph 44 higher education institutions, colleges or higher education programmes accreditation expenses shall be covered by the budget of the respective higher education institution or college.
In order to evaluate a higher education institution, college or higher education programme an evaluation commission is created and approved. According to the paragraph 18 of the Regulations the commission shall consist of at least three experts of which at least one is a foreign expert. In a college evaluation commission and first level vocational higher education programme evaluation commission all experts can be from Latvia. In case implementation of a higher education programme at a subsidiary of a higher education institution or college is started after accreditation of the higher education programme, its implementation at the subsidiary of the higher education institution or college is evaluated and reviewed by at least one expert. According to the paragraphs 16 and 19 of the Regulations two observers may take part in the work of the evaluation commission without the right to vote: one representative delegated by the Latvian Students Union and in case of evaluation of vocational programmes a representative of potential employers suggested by the higher education institution. Observers take part in the work of the evaluation commission, asking questions, requesting information, expressing their opinions or comments at the end of the visit to the higher education institution or college evaluation commission’s site visit. For repeated accreditation of a higher education programme in accordance with the paragraph 42 of the Regulations Higher Education Programme Accreditation Committee (hereinafter - accreditation committee) approves an expert who upon getting acquainted with the documents submitted by the higher education institution or college and the report of the State Education Inspectorate (in case such is submitted) prepares a written report to the accreditation committee and the higher education institution or college. The decision regarding accreditation of the higher education institution or college is passed by the Higher Education Council, while the decision on accreditation of a higher education programme is taken by the accreditation committee. The Higher Education Council and accreditation committee take their decisions regarding accreditation of higher education institutions, colleges or higher education programmes based on opinions of experts. Noting that fro evaluation of higher education institutions or their programmes information on the higher education institutions, colleges and the programmes they implement is required, it is necessary to summarise this information, to maintain and update it in respective data bases.
Higher education institutions and their programme accreditation costs until now were regulated by Ministry of Education and Science instruction No. 320 of 28 May 2002 “Methodology of Calculation of Expenses and Price List for Expenses Related to Accreditation and Evaluation of Higher Education Institutions or Colleges and Study Programmes" that has lost its legal force, thus making it necessary to issue new Cabinet of Ministers regulations. Due to the aforementioned the Ministry of education and Science has developed a project of Cabinet of Ministers regulations „Regulations on the Price List of the Services Provided by the Ministry of Education and Science".
The project of Cabinet of Ministers regulations was developed in the field of education and science policy and refers to the higher education and science development policy.

	3. The essence of the project of the normative act
	The aim of the Project is to introduce a new Ministry of Education and Science Price list for provision of activities necessary for evaluation of a higher education institution and its performed programmes, including collection of information, maintenance of the respective data bases, their updating and evaluation of experts’ work necessary for accreditation.
The project of Regulations does not foresee increase in costs of accreditation of higher education institutions and education programmes.
According to the currently accepted methodology for organisation of the experts’ work the experts are not sent on a business trip, therefore the related expenses are not foreseen. The experts are invited to the presentation of respective self-assessment report (of a study programme, higher education institution or college) and they are provided with transport and accommodation (if necessary) to attend the presentation. The presentation usually includes a two-day visit to the higher education institution or college. During the visit the presentation and analyses of the self-assessment report takes place. According to an agreement with the higher education institution or college the experts are either remunerated for their actual travel and accommodation expenses or the experts are provided with the necessary transport and accommodation. The expenses of experts are covered to the amount of the most economic travel and accommodation expenses.

	4. Other information
	None


	II. The projected impact of the normative act on development of society and economy

	1. General impact on changes of society and economy
	Not applicable

	2. Economic impact:
2.1.
macroeconomic environment;
2.2.
amount and quality of production of goods and services;
2.3.
prices;
2.4.
amount of export and import;
2.5.
conditions of competition;
2.6.
innovations and research;
2.7.
higher efficiency of resources usage
	Not applicable

	3. Impact on the business environment, administrative procedures and administrative burden on businesses and the self-employed
	Not applicable

	4. Impact administrative procedures and administrative burden on physical persons
	Not applicable

	5. Social impact:
5.1.
changes in social situation;
5.2.
employment
	Not applicable

	6. Impact on the environment:
6.1.
use of natural resources;
6.2.
impact on emission of pollutants into the environment;
6.3.
production of chemicals;
6.4.
impact on protected species and biotopes;
6.5.
impact protected territories;
6.6.
emissions of other pollutants into the environment 
	Not applicable

	7. Other impact
	No such information.


	III. The projected impact of the normative act state budget and municipal budgets

	
	(thousands, LVL)


	Indicators
	n-th year
	The next three years

	
	
	n+1          n+2              n+3

	1
	2009
	2010
	2011
	2012

	1. Changes to the budget income:
1.1.
state basic budget, including income of institutions from paid services and other institutional income;
1.2.
special budget;
1.3.
municipal budget
	403,9
	0
	0
	0

	2. Changes to the budget expenses:
2.1.
state basic budget, including  income of institutions from paid services and other institutional income;
2.2.
special budget;
2.3.
municipal budget
	403,9
	0
	0
	0

	3. Financial impact:
3.1.
state basic budget, including 
income of institutions from paid services and other institutional income;
3.2.
special budget;
3.3.
municipal budget
	0
	0
	0
	0


	4. Planned compensatory measures for financing of additional expenses
	Not applicable
	Not applicable
	Not applicable
	Not applicable


	5. Detailed calculation of income and expenses (if necessary, detailed calculation can be added as an appendix)
	In compliance with the Cabinet of Ministers regulations     No. 310 of 3 May 2005 „Regulations on Professional Classification and Procedure of Professional Classification in Institutions of Direct State Administration" Appendix 1 1. Summary of families and sub-families 29.3. subsection III for level B essentially the fee for the experts working in a higher education evaluation commission is 20 Ls/h.

As the observers delegated by Latvian Students Union and employers have approximately 35% less duties compared to the experts of higher education evaluation commission, their fee is set 7 Ls/h, which is 35% of the fee of higher education evaluation commission’s experts.

Accreditation of a Higher Education Institution:

2 652.00 Ls/institution with three experts, single observer:

-
evaluating a single institution, for experts it is planned to spend three working days (24 hours), two of which are spent for a visit to the higher education institution or college, one – to get acquainted with the documents and formulation of the evaluation opinion, but for the head of the evaluation commission an additional working day (8 hours) for preparation of the joint experts conclusion:

(24 h * 20.00 * 3) + (8 h * 20.00) = Ls 1 600;

· fee for a single observer 7 Ls/h24 st* 7.00 = Ls 168;

· work organisation 50% of experts’ and one observer’s fee (1 600 + 168)/2 = Ls 884;

Total planned costs - (1 600 +168 + 884)/1= Ls 2 652.

Accreditation of a Higher Education Programme:
2 652.00 Ls/single programme with three experts, one observer and 2 904.00 Ls/single programme with three experts, two observers:

-
evaluating a single programme, for experts it is planned to spend three working days (24 hours), two of which are spent for a visit to the higher education institution or college, one – to get acquainted with the documents and formulation of the evaluation opinion, but for the head of the evaluation commission an additional working day (8 hours) for preparation of the joint experts conclusion:

(24 h * 20.00 * 3) + (8 h * 20.00) = Ls 1 600;

· fee for a single observer 7 Ls/h 24 h* 7.0O = Ls 168;

· fee for two observers 7 Ls/h

24 h* 7.00*2 = Ls336

· work organisation 50% of the experts’ fee and one observer(1 600 + 168)/2 = Ls 884;

· work organisation 50% of the experts’ fee and two observers (1 600 + 336)/2 = Ls 968;

Total planned costs with one observer-(1600+168+ 884)/1= Ls 2 652; Total planned costs with two observers - (1600 + 336 + 968)/1 = Ls 2 904.

3 456.00 Ls/two programmes with three experts, one observer and 3 692.00 Ls/two programmes with three experts, two observers:

-
evaluating two programmes, for experts it is planned to spend four working days (32 hours), three of which are used for a visit at the higher education institution or college, one - to get acquainted with the documents and formulation of the evaluation opinion, but for the head of the evaluation commission an additional working day (8 hours) for preparation of the joint experts conclusion:

(32 h * 20.00 * 3) + (8 h x*20.00) = Ls 2 080; - fee for a single observer 7 Ls/h32 h* 7.00 = Ls 224;

· fee for two observers 7 Ls/h

· 32 h* 7.00 * 2 = Ls 448

· work organisation 50% of the experts’ fee and one observer (2 080 + 224)/2 = Ls 1 152;

· work organisation 50% of the experts’ fee and two observers (2 080 + 448)/2 = Ls 1 264;

Total planned costs for one programme with one observer- (2 080 + 224+1 152)/2 = Ls 1 728;

Total planned costs for one programmu with two observers - (2 080 + 448 + 1 164)/2= Ls 1 846.

4
260.00 Ls/three programmes with three experts,
one observer and 4 680.00 Ls/ three programmes with three experts, two observers:

-
evaluating three programmes, for experts it is planned to spend five working days (40 hours), three of which are used for a visit at the higher education institution or college, two - to get acquainted with the documents and formulation of the evaluation opinion, but for the head of the evaluation commission an additional working day (8 hours) for preparation of the joint experts conclusion:

(40 h * 20.00 * 3) + (8 h * 20.00) = Ls 2 560;

· fee for a single observer 7 Ls/h 40 st* 7.00 = Ls 280;

· fee two observers 7 Ls/h

· 40h*7.00*2 = Ls560

· work organisation 50% of the experts’ fee and for a single observer (2 560 + 280)/ 2 = Ls 1 420;

· work organisation 50% of the experts’ fee and two observers (2 560 + 560)/2 = Ls 1 560;

Total planned costs for one programme with one observer- (2 560 + 280+1 420)/3 = Ls 1 420;

Total planned costs for one programme with two observers - (2 560 + 560 + 1 560)/3 = Ls 1560.

5
460.00 Ls/four programmes with four
experts, one observer and 5 880.00 Ls/four programmes with four experts, two observers:

-
evaluating four programmes, for experts it is planned to spend five working days (40 hours), three of which are used for a visit at the higher education institution or college, two - to get acquainted with the documents and formulation of the evaluation opinion, but for the head of the evaluation commission an additional working day (8 hours) for preparation of the joint experts conclusion:

(40 h * 20.00 * 4) + (8 h * 20.00) = Ls 3 360;

-    fee for a single observer 7 Ls/h 40 h* 7.00-Ls 280;

-    fee two observers 7 Ls/h

-    40 h* 7.00* 2 = Ls 560

-    work organisation 50% of experts’ fees and for a single observer (3 360+280)/2 = Ls1820;

-    work organisation 50% of experts’ fees and two observers (3 360+560)/ 2 = Ls 1 960;

Total planned costs for one programme

with one observer- (3 360 + 280+1 820)/4 = Ls 1 365;

Total planned costs for one programme with two observers - (3 360 + 560 + 1 960)/4= Ls 1 470.

6 660.00 Ls/five programmes with five experts, one observer and 7 080.00 Ls/five programmes with five experts, two observers:

-  evaluating five programmes, for experts it is planned to spend five working days (40 hours), three of which are used for a visit at the higher education institution or college, two - to get acquainted with the documents and formulation of the evaluation opinion, but for the head of the evaluation commission an additional working day (8 hours) for preparation of the joint experts conclusion (40 h * 20.00 * 5) + (8 h * 20.00) = Ls 4 160;

-    fee for a single observer 7 Ls/h

40h* 7.00- Ls 280;

-    fee two observers 7 Ls/h

-    40h*7.00*2 = Ls560;

-    work organisation 50% of experts’ fees and for a single observer (4 160+280)/2 = Ls 2 220;

-    work organisation 50% of experts’ fees and two observers (4 160+560)/2-Ls 2 360;

Total planned costs for one programme with one observer - (4 160 + 280 + 2 220)/5 = Ls1 332;

Total planned costs for one programme with two observers - (4 160 + 560 + 2 360)/5=Ls 1 416.

Repeated higher education programme’s accreditation:

720.00 Ls/one programme with a single expert:

-  evaluating one programme, the expert’s work is planned for three working days (24 hours):

24 h * 20.00 = Ls 480;

-    work organisation 50% of expert’s fees 480/2 = Ls 240;

Total planned costs - (480 + 240)/1 = Ls 720.

960.00 Ls/two programmes with one expert:

- evaluating two programmes, the expert’s work is

planned for four working days (32 hours):

32 h * 20.00 = Ls 640

- work organisation 50% of expert’s fees
640/2 = Ls 320;

Total planned costs for one programme - (640 + 320)/2 = Ls 480.

1 200.00 Ls/three programmes with one expert :

- evaluating three programmes, the expert’s work is

planned for five working days (40 hours):

40 h x 20.00 = Ls 800;

-    work organisation 50% of expert’s fees

800 / 2 = Ls 400;

Total planned costs for one programme - (800 + 400)/3 = Ls 400.

1 440.00 Ls/four programmes with one expert :
- evaluating four programmes, the expert’s work is

planned for six working days (48 hours):

48 h x 20.00 = Ls 960;

-  work organisation 50% of expert’s fees

960/2 = Ls 480; 
Total planned costs for one programme -(960+ 480)/4 = Ls 360.

1 680.00 Ls/five programmes with one expert :

· evaluating four programmes, the expert’s work is planned for seven working days (56 hours):

56 h x 20.00 = Ls 1 120;

· work organisation 50% of expert’s fees

1 120/2 = Ls560;

Total planned costs for one programme -(I 120+ 560)/5= Ls 336.

Work organisations amount depends upon the number of experts and observers.

Work organisation costs include:

-
preparation of informational material necessary of organisation of experts’ work and their information;

-
training of evaluation commission experts and quality assurance specialists;

-
development, implementation and supervision of a visit’s plan;

-
verification of expert’s decision;

-
preparation of documents for Higher education programme accreditation committee;

-
information of students, academic staff and society of methodology and results;

-
participation in international organisations;

-
preparation of accreditation documents, including questionnaires and accreditation sheets;

-
costs of evaluation organisation (communications, space rent, printing, computer, etc.).

Work organisation costs are remunerated to the private person to which the tasks of organisation of evaluation necessary for accreditation of higher education institutions, colleges and their study programmes and other related tasks are delegated.

On average it is planned to accredit 200 study programmes. In accordance with the Law on Higher education institutions paragraph 4 higher education institutions are autonomous education and sciences institutions with rights of self-government and therefore higher education institutions themselves offer to accredit the study programmes created. Upon survey of study programme licensing and judging by previous experience it is planned to accredit 80 new study  programmes, while, on the other hand, judging by the data of study programme data base it is planned to perform repeated accreditation of - 120 study programmes.

30 new - one programme with three experts,

one observer= 2 652 * 30 = Ls 79 560;

20 new - one programme with three experts,

two observers = 2 904 * 20 = Ls 58 080;

5 new - two programmes with three experts,

one observer= 3 456 * 5 = Ls 17 280;

5 new - two programmes with three experts,

two observers = 3 692 * 5 = Ls 18 460;

5 new - three programmes with three experts,

one observer= 4 260 * 5 = Ls 21 300;

5 new - three programmes with three experts,

two observers = 4 680 * 5 = Ls 23 400;

3 new - four programmes with 3 experts,

one observer= 5 460 * 3 = Ls 16 380;

2
new - four programmes with three experts, two observers = 5 880 * 2 = Ls 11 760;

3
new - five programmes with three experts, one observer= 6 660 * 3 = Ls 19 980;

2 new - four programmes with three experts, two observers = 7 080 * 2 = Ls 14 160.

40 repeatedly - one programme with one expert = 720* 40 = Ls 28 800;

35 repeatedly - two programmes with  one expert = 960* 35 = Ls 33 600;

25 repeatedly - three programmes with one expert  = 1 200* 25= Ls 30 000;

10 repeatedly - four programmes with one expert = 1 440* 1O = Ls 14 400;

10 repeatedly — five programmes with one expert = 1 680* 1O = Ls 16 800

80 new programmes - 79 560 + 58 080 + 17 280 + 18 460 + 21 300 + 23 400 + 16 380 +11 760 + 19 980+ 14 160 = Ls 280 360.

120 programmes repeatedly - 28 800 +33 600 + 30 000 + 14 400 + 16 800 = Ls 123 600.

If more than five programmes are evaluated, the costs are calculated based on stated costs of one programme.

	6. Other information
	No such information.


	IV. What can be the impact of the normative act on the existing system of legal norms

	1. What normative acts (laws and Cabinet of Ministers regulations) should be passed additionally and whether the projects thereof are prepared, what is their essential nature, which Ministry is responsible for the preparatory work. Regarding the Cabinet of Ministers regulations (also those approval of which is foreseen in the draft law developed) the aim4 of them being issued and the main points, as well as the deadline for the regulations to be developed.
	Not applicable

	2. Other information
	No such information.


	V. Compliance of the normative act with Latvia’s international obligations

	1. Obligations towards European Union
	Not applicable

	2. Obligations towards other countries and international institutions and organisations
	Not applicable

	3. Obligations resulting from bilateral and multi-lateral agreements binding for Latvia
	Not applicable


	4. Assessment of compliance
	

	
	Table 1

	Type of the respective European Union legislative acts (e.g. European Community
Founding Agreement, directive, regulation,
decision-resolution, guidelines, recommendations), their title, date and
number, requirements of which are either adopted or introduced with the normative act
	Not applicable

	Table 2

	European Union Legislative act and No. of the respective paragraph (listing every item of the directive- paragraph, section, clause, sub-clause)
	The norm of the Latvian draft normative act, adopting every directive item listed in the column 1 of the present table (listing all item numbers of the draft normative act)
	Comments

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	Not applicable
	Not applicable
	Not applicable

	5. Obligation to report to institutions of European Union about normative acts, regulating submission of information regarding projects of technical regulations, state support provision and financial regulations
	Not applicable

	6. Other information
	No such information.


	VII. How will the normative act be enforced

	1. How will state and municipal institutions ensure implementation of the normative act - are new state institutions created or functions of the existing ones expanded.
	Implementation of the normative act will be ensured within the current functions of the existing institutions.

	2. How will society be informed about the implementation of the normative act
	The normative act upon its approval will be published in accordance with the law "On Procedure of Proclamation, Publication, Coming into Force and Validity of Laws and Other Acts Passed by Saeima, President of the State and Cabinet of Ministers".

	3. How indivduals can defend their rights in case the normative act infringes on those
	Individuals can defend their rights according to the Law on Administrative Procedure.

	4. Other information
	In order to perform efficiently the evaluation necessary for accreditation of higher education institutions, colleges and their study programmes and to take organisational measures necessary for performance of accreditation, it is planned to delegate the tasks to a private person.
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