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REVIEWER WORKSHEET  

[CONTENT AREA], 

[LEVEL] 
 

 

 Continued Program     New Program 

 

 

INSTITUTION:             

 

Y = YES:  Meets standard; areas for improvement may be found, but overall the standard is met. 

N = NO:  Areas for improvement are serious and must be addressed prior to a positive rating.  

 

Note: Any Area for Improvement (AFI) must be directly tied to the relevant program standard(s). 
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