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TSH’s Grounds for Appeal & New Financial Information 

In its Grounds for Appeal, the school provided information related to the grounds upon which ACCSC took 
the adverse accreditation decision. In its Grounds for Appeal TSH provided new financial information that 
had not been submitted to the Commission. Pursuant to Section VIII (C)(2)(c), Rules of Process and 
Procedure, Standards of Accreditation the following instances allow for the submission of new information 
for consideration by the Appeals Panel 

c.  Financial Information: In instances where the only remaining deficiency cited by the 
Commission in an adverse accreditation decision is the institution’s failure to meet the 
Commission’s standards pertaining to financial soundness, an institution may present new 
financial information under the following conditions: 

i.  The financial information was unavailable prior to the adverse accreditation decision; 

ii. The Commission or the Executive Committee has determined that the financial information 
is significant and bears materially on the financial deficiencies identified by the 
Commission; and 

iii.  A school may present new financial information only once and any final determination 
reached with respect to the new financial information does not provide a new basis for 
appeal.  

 
Per this Rule, the ACCSC Executive Committee reviewed a summary of the new information submitted 
as part of the Traxler’s School of Hair’s Application for Appeal of a Commission Decision and determined 
that in regards to (ii.),  in an abundance of due process the new information submitted by Traxler’s School 
of Hair as part of the Application for Appeal of a Commission Decision minimally meets the above 
referenced criteria. The Executive Committee informed the Appeals Panel, however, that its determination 
was not meant to signal the extent of the significance or materiality of the new financial information or 
that in the view of the Executive Committee the Commission’s decision to withdraw the school’s 
accreditation was arbitrary, capricious, in substantial disregard of the criteria or procedures of the 
Commission, or not supported by evidence in the record on which the Commission took action. 
 
The Appeals Panel reviewed the school’s Grounds for Appeal including the new financial information as 
submitted. Otherwise, the Appeals Panel only considered evidence previously submitted to the Commission 
in the record at the time that the Commission took the adverse action (Section VIII (C)(2)(b), Rules of 
Process and Procedure, Standards of Accreditation). To follow are the Appeals Panel findings relative to 
the three grounds for the Commission’s withdrawal of accreditation decision. 
 
Financial Soundness: 

Although three grounds are cited as grounds for the Commission’s withdrawal of accreditation decision, 
collectively they are all related to the school’s failure to demonstrate financial soundness (Section I (C)(1),  
Substantive Standards of Accreditation) (February 21, 2025 Withdrawal of Accreditation Letter, pg. 4). In 
its Grounds for Appeal, TSH does not dispute that the school has failed to submit financial statements as 
required by accrediting standards. Instead, the school asks the Appeals Panel to consider factors that “could 
lead to a reevaluation of [its] accredited status” (TSH Grounds for Appeal, pg. 3). TSH also submitted as 
exhibits internally prepared financial statements for 2023, a copy of the Irrevocable LOC on file with the 
U.S Department of Education, and Surety Bond held by The Mississippi Board of Cosmetology and 
Barbering. 
 
As a reason for the school’s failure to submit financial statements as required. TSH posits the following: 








