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REVIEW OF CONTINUING SELF‑STUDY REPORT

	Name of program
	

	Location
	


	
	Yes
	No

	
Is there a completed CAAHEP “Request for Accreditation” Form
	
	

	Opportunities for Improvement/Comments:

	Are the following documents present?
	Yes
	No

	
Is there complete Program/Institutional Information Form including the name(s) and contact information for the person(s) responsible for preparing the report?
	
	

	Is there complete information for key program offcials?
	
	

	Was there an organizational chart submitted that clearly shows how the SBB program fits into the overall operation of the sponsoring institution
	
	

	
Were copies of signed agreements with clinical affiliates submitted
	
	

	
Is there a completed Advisory Committee Information Form
	
	

	Opportunities for Improvement/Comments:

	If the program is sponsored by a consortium were the following documents submitted?  (Standard I)
	Yes
	No

	
Was a completed consortium data form submitted
	
	

	
Are there signed copies of all signed consortium agreements
	
	

	Opportunities for Improvement/Comments:

	
	Yes
	No

	
Was a brief historical narrative of the program submitted
	
	

	
Is there a statement of the program’s goals and objectives (Standard II)
	
	

	
Is there a description of the annual review process
	
	

	Opportunities for Improvement/Comments:

	
	Yes
	No

	Is there a copy of the Annual Report (this report should be updated at the time the Self-Study is submitted)
	
	

	Opportunities for Improvement/Comments:

	
	Yes
	No

	
Were current CVs of key program officials submitted(review qualifications and CE)



Medical Director/Advisor(s)



Program Director



Education Coordinator (s)
	
	

	Opportunities for Improvement/Comments:

	
	Yes
	No

	
If applicable are there descriptions of multiple program designs or curriculum delivery methods (Standard III-C, Standard IV-B):
	
	

	
Was a description of how equivalent graduate outcomes are measured and achieved submitted
	
	

	
If applicable was a list of approved mentors (distance programs only) submitted 
	
	

	
Was the program’s policy for approval of mentors submitted
	
	

	Opportunities for Improvement/Comments:

	
	Yes
	No

	
Is there Program Resource Assessments (for each delivery type if applicable) (Standard III)
	
	

	
Were the responses to Strengths and Limitations Questions submitted
	
	

	Opportunities for Improvement/Comments:

	
	Yes
	No

	
Were copies of the Program Official/Faculty Evaluation Surveys submitted
	
	

	Opportunities for Improvement/Comments:

	
	Yes
	No

	
Was a list of currently enrolled students who are expected to return the Self-Study Student Evaluation submitted (Standard IV)
	
	

	
Reviewer:  Indicate number of surveys received by AABB National 

Office
	

	Opportunities for Improvement/Comments:

	
	Yes
	No

	             Was a copy of the latest program catalog, bulletin or brochure or link to website submitted
	
	

	             Were all fair practices questions answered and are policies/processes in place (Standard V)
	
	

	Opportunities for Improvement/Comments:

	Summary of any deficiencies noted, incomplete information  or specific items to be reviewed on-site:



	
	

	Signature of Self‑Study Reviewer 
	Date
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