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PROGRAM REVIEW SUMMARY


Program: Surgical Assisting	                                    Reviewers:  Christian Aars, Jeremy Prince, Julia Williams
Contact Person for Program Authoring Team: Donna R. Smith

The Program Review Steering Committee has completed its review of your submission. Attached you will find the full composite review for your program. After reading this document, if you would like to make any changes or updates to the program review document that you had originally submitted to the committee, please do so and forward the edited submission to effectiveness@collin.edu by July 31, 2023. Your program review submission will be published on the college website on August 2, 2023. For clarification of findings, please contact the senior reviewer [  Christian Aars  ].

	Program Review Steering Committee Contact Information
Name and email of the committee member you can contact

	Christian Aars
email:  caars@collin.edu

	Status of Review
Overall current status of your program review

	☐ Acceptable without recommendations 
☐ Acceptable with recommendations
☒ Revisit and revise

	Summary
Description of findings from your program review

	The review committee universally agreed that this program review was well on the way to “accepted with recommendations” for most of (the first 9 steps) of the review process.  What nudged the overall review into the “Revisit and Revise” category was the seeming lack (or confusion about) the CIP.  While a CIP was provided, because the noted tables and other prompts were not completely addressed it wasn’t clear if the CIP provided was intended as the current CIP used to evaluate past and current progress, or the future CIP and the plan going forward.  In either case after discussion with the larger Steering Committee it was deemed that the CIP missing in part or completely was too important an exclusion for a review to advance forward, hence the overall rating.

	Highlights
Most important reviewer comments

	Overall, the reviewers want to stress that this program review certainly put forth excellent effort toward providing the required prose and evidence at all of the prompts in the template with only some things missing (or where information provided would strengthen the case provided in the review) – and in general where things are missing this is noted in both the composite review above and the individual reviews, but up to the point of the CIP the program review is largely complete and generally “accepted with some recommendations” by the review committee.
References to grammar and typos that can be easily corrected to improve the document can be found in individual reviewer checklist comments.



As the senior reviewer in the review process, I acknowledge the notification of findings to the author and supervisor.
_______Christian Aars_________________			____4/16/2023____
Senior Reviewer Name							Date
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