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SECTION 1:  
Describe the proposed rule, including a brief history of the issue, and explain why 
the proposed rule is needed. 

The nursing care quality assurance commission (commission) is proposing amendments to WAC 
246-840-342 and 246-840-360 pertaining to advanced registered nurse practitioner (ARNP) 
clinical practice hour requirements for license renewal and licensure by interstate endorsement.  
 
The commission’s Advanced Practice Subcommittee (APSC) completed a literature review and 
determined that the requirement for ARNPs to submit proof of 250 clinical practice hours upon 
license renewal or initial interstate endorsement is not necessary due to other requirements for 
license renewal or initial interstate endorsement. Additionally, many other states and health 
professions do not have a clinical practice requirement, and there is no evidence to suggest these 
other states and professions have an increase in risks to patient safety.  
 
The APSC also reviewed the important role of national certifying bodies in maintaining 
standards for ARNPs and requiring proof of competencies for national certification renewal. For 
an individual to maintain an active ARNP license in Washington State, the commission requires 
proof of an active national certification by one of the approved certifying bodies listed in WAC 
246-840-302. Therefore, the APSC recommended that the commission amend WAC 246-840-
342 and 246-840-360 to remove the requirement to submit proof of 250 clinical practice hours to 
the commission upon license renewal or initial interstate endorsement because it is redundant 
and unnecessary given the existing requirement to maintain national certification. Eliminating 
the 250 hours of advanced clinical practice in rule will not affect patient safety. 
 

 
 
SECTION 2: 
Is a Significant Analysis required for this rule? 

Yes. The proposed rule requires significant analysis as described in RCW 34.05.328(5)(c)(iii)(C) 
because it makes significant amendments to a policy, or regulatory program.  

 
 

 
SECTION 3: 
Clearly state in detail the general goals and specific objectives of the statute that 
the rule implements. 

RCW 18.79.010 provides the overarching goal that the commission must regulate the 
competency and quality of professional healthcare providers under the commission’s jurisdiction 
by establishing, monitoring, and enforcing qualifications for licensure, nursing practice, 
continuing competency, and discipline. RCW 18.79.110 grants the commission authority to 
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develop, adopt, and implement rules that promote the delivery of healthcare by licensed practical 
nurses, registered nurses, and advanced registered nurse practitioners to all residents of 
Washington State.  

RCW 18.79.110(4) give the commission clear authority to adopt rules necessary to fulfill the 
purposes of chapter 18.79 RCW. 
 
The proposed amendments to WAC 246-840-342 and 246-840-360 meet the intent of the 
underlying statutes by amending current standards and removing the requirement to submit proof 
of 250 clinical practice hours to the commission upon license renewal or initial interstate 
endorsement. The additional practice hour requirements for interstate endorsement are redundant 
to the requirements of national certifying bodies and may create additional barriers to practice.   
 

 
 
SECTION 4: 
Explain how the department determined that the rule is needed to achieve these 
general goals and specific objectives. Analyze alternatives to rulemaking and the 
consequences of not adopting the rule. 

The commission is required by RCW 18.79.110(4) to adopt such rules under chapter 34.05 RCW 
as are necessary to fulfill the purposes of this chapter. The purpose of the chapter as defined in 
RCW 18.79.010 is to regulate the competency and quality of professional health care providers 
under its jurisdiction by establishing, monitoring, and enforcing qualifications for licensing, 
consistent standards of practice, continuing competency mechanisms, and discipline. Rules, 
policies, and procedures developed by the commission must promote the delivery of quality 
health care to the residents of the state of Washington. 

The proposed amendments to WAC 246-840-342 and 246-840-360 remove the requirement to 
submit proof of 250 clinical practice hours to the commission upon license renewal or initial 
interstate endorsement. 
 
The alternative to rulemaking examined was an end to the rule making process and keeping the 
language that is currently written in WAC 246-840-342 and 246-840-360. The consequences of 
not adopting the rule could contribute to ongoing challenges, redundant language and 
unnecessary barriers to qualified ARNPs. This may result in a direct impact on patient care by 
creating unnecessary barriers in the application process, restricting qualified ARNPs from 
practicing.  
 

 
 
SECTION 5: 
Explain how the department determined that the probable benefits of the rule are 
greater than the probable costs, taking into account both the qualitative and 
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quantitative benefits and costs and the specific directives of the statute being 
implemented. 

The department determined the probable benefits of the proposed rules are greater than the 
probable costs by taking into account both qualitative and quantitative benefits and costs 
associated with the proposed amendments. The following proposed amendment is considered 
legislatively significant under RCW 34.05.328(5)(c)(iii): 

WAC 246-840-342 Licensure for ARNP applicants by interstate endorsement. (Amended) 
Rule Overview: This chapter specifically outlines the requirements that an applicant must 
follow to be considered for an ARNP credential through the interstate endorsement application 
process. 
Amendment: The proposed amendments removes the requirements for the applicant to complete 
a minimum of 250 hours of advanced clinical practice for each designation in the ARNP role 
within the last two years. 

Rule Cost/Benefit Analysis:  
WAC 246-840-342 requires applicants who are applying via interstate endorsement to have been 
participating in clinical practice as an ARNP within two years of applying for a credential. 
However, the rule also requires these applicants to hold a certification through a nursing 
commission approved national certifying body as established in WAC 246-840-302(3). In order 
to hold certification through these approved certifying bodies the applicant must meet standards 
that are substantially equivalent to the 250 hour requirement. The commission felt that it was an 
unnecessary burden to require applicants to show both proof of their national certification and 
submit documentation attesting to the additional 250 hour requirement. This proposed 
amendment will not result in any additional cost to applicants. The proposed amendment may 
reduce cost to applicants. Eliminating the 250 hours of advanced clinical practice from rule will 
not affect patient safety. 
 
WAC 246-840-360 Renewal of ARNP licensure. (Amended) 
Rule Overview: This chapter specifically outlines the requirements that an applicant must 
follow to in order to successfully renew their ARNP credential. 
Amendment: The proposed amendments removes the requirements for the applicant to complete 
a minimum of 250 of advanced clinical practice for each designation in the ARNP role within the 
last two years. 

Rule Cost/Benefit Analysis:  
WAC 246-840-360 requires applicants who are renewing their ARNP credential to have been 
participating in clinical practice as an ARNP within two years of renewal. However, the rule also 
requires these applicants to hold a certification through a nursing commission approved national 
certifying body as established in WAC 246-840-302(3). In order to hold certification through 
these approved certifying bodies the applicant must meet standards that are substantially 
equivalent to the 250 hour requirement. The commission felt that it was an unnecessary burden 
to require applicants to show both proof of their national certification and submit documentation 
attesting to the additional 250 hour requirement. This proposed amendment will not result in any 
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additional cost to applicants. The proposed amendment may reduce cost to applicants. 
Eliminating the 250 hours of advanced clinical practice will not affect patient safety. 
 

 

 
SECTION 6: 
Identify alternative versions of the rule that were considered, and explain how the 
department determined that the rule being adopted is the least burdensome 
alternative for those required to comply with it that will achieve the general goals 
and specific objectives state previously. 

An alternative would have been to not make amendments to current rule language that is 
currently written in WAC 246-840-342 and 246-840-360. The consequences of not adopting the 
rule could contribute to ongoing challenges, redundant language, and unnecessary barriers to 
qualified ARNPs. This may result in a direct impact on patient care by creating unnecessary 
barriers in the application process, restricting qualified ARNPs from practicing. The suggested 
amendments remove language that is redundant and unnecessary given the requirement to 
maintain certification. 
 

 

 
SECTION 7: 
Determine that the rule does not require those to whom it applies to take an 
action that violates requirements of another federal or state law. 

The rule does not require those to whom it applies to take action that violates the requirements of 
federal or state law.  
 

 
 
SECTION 8: 
Determine that the rule does not impose more stringent performance 
requirements on private entities than on public entities unless required to do so 
by federal or state law. 

The rule does not impose more stringent performance requirements on private entities than on 
public entities.  
 

 
 
SECTION 9: 



6 
 

Determine if the rule differs from any federal regulation or statute applicable to 
the same activity or subject matter and, if so, determine that the difference is 
justified by an explicit state statute or by substantial evidence that the difference 
is necessary. 

The rule does not differ from any applicable federal regulation or statute. 
 

 
 
SECTION 10: 
Demonstrate that the rule has been coordinated, to the maximum extent 
practicable, with other federal, state, and local laws applicable to the same 
activity or subject matter. 

There are no other applicable laws. 

 


