
 

 

2020 ANNUAL REPORT REVIEW FORM 

 

Note to reviewers: The primary purpose of the annual report review process is to make sure that 

CNME-accredited and candidate ND programs are addressing any outstanding recommendations 

within the specified time period, and that they are otherwise remaining in compliance with 

CNME accreditation standards and policies.  

 

Primary Reviewer: Dr. Joni Olehausen    Secondary Reviewer: Dr. Sarah Beasleigh 

 

UAGM 
 

Recommendations adopted by the Council on May 19, 2019 

Outstanding Recommendation 

 

Recommendation VII-1: The team is concerned that initial NPLEX results have been 

relatively poor, which may be due in part to the fact that English is not the first language for 

nearly all if not all students, and that a number of students delayed graduation until the 

program achieved CNME candidacy status. The team recommends that the program continue 

to explore, develop and implement ways in which to support students in preparing for and 

passing the NPLEX exam. (Std. VII B.5) 

 

 

Did information and/or documentation provided demonstrate progress in addressing the        

recommendation?                                  

• Yes______ (There is evidence of progress) 

• No_______ (There is no evidence of progress) 

Is there sufficient information and/or documentation to decide whether the recommendation 

has been fully addressed? 

• Yes______ (Remove recommendation) 

• No_______ (Require continued reporting) 

 

If the recommendation has not been fully addressed and the program will require more 

than two years (or the time period previously specified by the Council) to address it, has 

the program met the requirements for an extension based on “good cause” as stated in 

the CNME Policy on Enforcement of Standards?  

• Yes_______ (Extend time period for_______ [not to exceed six months, if the 

program has already had two years to address the finding]; indicate the basis for this 

suggestion in the Comments section below) 



 

 

• No_______ (Initiate immediate adverse action; indicate the basis for this suggestion 

in the Comments section below) 

 

If the time period for addressing the recommendation is extended, should the program 

be placed on a sanction (i.e., Letter of Advisement, Probation, or Show Cause)? 

• Yes_______ (Indicate the basis for this suggestion in the Comments section below)  

• No________ (Indicate the basis for this suggestion in the Comments section below) 
 

 

Areas of Interest adopted by the Council on June 26, 2020 

Outstanding Area of Interest 
 

Area of Interest VI-1: The team is concerned that the clinic experience is still weighted heavily 

towards one therapeutic modality. The team recommends that the program make sure that a 

broad range of modalities are consistently utilized, including botanical formulations. (Std. VI 

C.4) 

 

 

Did information and/or documentation provided demonstrate progress in addressing the area of 

interest?                                  

• Yes______  (There is evidence of progress) 

• No_______ (There is no evidence of progress) 

 

Is there sufficient information and/or documentation to decide whether the area of interest has 

been fully addressed? 

• Yes______   (Remove recommendation) 

• No_______  (Require continued reporting)       

(Note: the USDE two-year rule does not apply to areas of interest, since they do not represent a 

finding of non-compliance.) 
 

 

Reviewer’s Comments 
Use this section—and attach additional sheets if necessary—for the following purposes:  

(1) to explain the basis for your conclusions regarding the recommendations and areas of interest above, and 

 (2) to note any problematic areas in the report that may indicate a new compliance issue with  

CNME’s accreditation standards and policies. 
 

 

 

 


