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Differentiation in the second round
of accreditation

The Accreditation
Council

Four ambitions for 
the second round

I. Continuity

II. Simplification

III. Differentiation

IV. Development

We have worked with differentiation:

• Setting up the accreditation panel

• Choice of audit trails

• Different expectations in the Guidelines for 
institutional accreditation – in some areas

• Included in the panel’s analysis and assessment



Differentiation in the second round
of accreditation

In our evaluation, we have asked:

To what extent has the accreditation process taken into account the specific features and 
characteristics of your institution?



Differentiation in the third round of 
accreditation

The Accreditation Council

Four ambitions for the third round
I. Accreditation must be based on the institutions' established quality assurance systems

II. Accreditation must be differentiated 

III. Accreditation must work well in conjunction with ministerial governance of institutions 
and study programmes 

IV. Accreditation must support the institutions’ continuous updating and simplification of 
quality assurance work 



II. Accreditation must be
differentiated

→ The accreditation criteria must be translated into differentiated 

expectations to the different study programmes



II. Accreditation must be
differentiated

→The accreditation process must allow for variations based on the 

characteristics of the institutions:

• The number of panelmembers

• The number of selected educational programmes

• The number of visiting days



II. Accreditation must be
differentiated

→An accreditation agreement, which deals with:

• The institution's desired profiles for panel members

• Duration of the site visit and location

• Approximate period for the visit

• Whether the institution wishes for the panel to provide feedback on a 

specific quality assurance theme of the institution's own choosing. If so:

o how the feedback is conveyed



We are in the proces

September-
November

1. December 
2026

December-
January

February
2027

The Accreditation
Council approves
the draft of the 

guidelines

Consultation on 
the executive 
order and the 

guidelines
The executive
order and the 
guidelines are

being published

Dialogue with 
institutions
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