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Consistent with Accreditation Council on Optometric Education (ACOE) policy, the ACOE publishes the
following information about accreditation and preaccreditation decisions:
e the type of program (professional optometric degree, optometric residency or optometric
technician);
e the program's sponsor, and in the case of an optometric residency not sponsored by a school or
college of optometry, the name of the affiliated optometric institution;
e accreditation status or action;
e the year of the next currently scheduled site visit; and
e the Council's summary of compliance with the standards, which specifies the Council's basis for
any final decision. Updates to the summary of compliance will be published in subsequent reports
of ACOE meeting actions when the ACOE determines that the standards are met.
e ACOE publishes on its website information regarding programs with “Accredited with Conditions”
status and programs from which ACOE has withdrawn accreditation status or Preliminary Approval
status.

Definitions of pre-accreditation classification and accreditation status

At its March 6-7, 2026 meeting in St. Louis, Missouri, the Accreditation Council on Optometric Education
(ACOE) took the following actions: (Note: Date in parenthesis is the date of the next currently scheduled
evaluation visit to the programs. Depending on the outcomes of annual reports, progress reports,
interim visits, substantive program changes and other significant events affecting a program, the Council
may decide to schedule a full on-site evaluation visit before the original accreditation period is
complete. The accreditation period is eight years for professional optometric degree, optometric
residency and optometric technician programs.)

1. Preaccreditation Actions: None

2. Initial Accreditation:

lllinois College of Optometry Residency in Ocular Disease with emphasis in Neuro-Optometry (2033).
The program was granted the status of Accredited, based on the Council's determination that the
program has no deficiencies or weaknesses that compromise the educational effectiveness of the total
program. The program is required to report on its progress related to a recommendation to meet
Standard IV.

Summary of findings related to compliance with the Accreditation Council on Optometric Education
2025 Residency Accreditation Standards:

Standard Level of Reason for met in part or not met
Compliance

I. Mission, Goals, Objectives and Met

Program Improvement

II. Curriculum Met

lll. Administration Met



https://theacoe.org/recent-actions-x24239

IV. Faculty Met in Part The ICO Residency Program Coordinator Leave
Policy does not include the plan for extended
periods of leave by a core faculty member. (4.3)

V. Residents Met

VI. Resources and Facilities Met

3. Continuing Accreditation:
Classification of "Accredited"” continued following a site visit:

A. Bedford VAMC, Edith Nourse Rogers Memorial VA Hospital Residency in Ocular Disease with
emphasis in Primary Care which is affiliated with New England College of Optometry (2033). The
program’s status of Accredited was continued, based on the Council's determination that the program
has no deficiencies or weaknesses that compromise the educational effectiveness of the total program.
The program fully meets the six standards for residency programs.

B. Bennett and Bloom Eye Centers Residency in Ocular Disease, which is affiliated with Indiana
University School of Optometry (2033). The program’s status of Accredited was continued, based on
the Council's determination that the program has no deficiencies or weaknesses that compromise the
educational effectiveness of the total program. The program is required to report on its progress related
to recommendations to meet Standards Il, Ill and V.

Summary of findings related to compliance with the Accreditation Council on Optometric Education
2025 Residency Accreditation Standards:

Standard Level of Reason for met in part or not met
Compliance
I. Mission, Goals, Objectives and Met
Program Improvement
Il. Curriculum Met in Part The program does not ensure that the residents

consistently log the level of involvement in each
patient encounter. (2.4)

lIl. Administration Met in Part The program does not administer a quality
assurance process to monitor the quality of
clinical care provided by the faculty members.
(3.7)

IV. Faculty Met

V. Residents Met in Part The program publishes differing numbers of
available resident positions in different
publications. (5.3)

The supervision policy does not specify that
progression is based upon demonstrated clinical
competence. (5.5)

VI. Resources and Facilities Met

C. Braverman Eye Center Residency in Ocular Disease with emphases in Anterior Segment and Retina,
which is affiliated with Nova Southeastern University College of Optometry (2033). The program’s



status of Accredited was continued, based on the Council's determination that the program has no
deficiencies or weaknesses that compromise the educational effectiveness of the total program. The
program is required to report on its progress related to a recommendation to meet Standard IV.

Summary of findings related to compliance with the Accreditation Council on Optometric Education
2025 Residency Accreditation Standards:

Standard Level of Reason for met in part or not met
Compliance

I. Mission, Goals, Objectives and Met

Program Improvement

II. Curriculum Met in Part The written curriculum does not support the

fulfillment of the didactic and scholarly activities
indicated in the program’s objectives. (2.1)

The program does not ensure the accuracy of the
patient encounter logs throughout the residency
year. (2.4)

There is no formal training in or assessment of
the resident’s provision of culturally sensitive
patient-centered care. (2.5)

lIl. Administration Met in Part The program does not ensure that the clinical
quality of care provided by each faculty member
is included in the program’s quality assurance
process. (3.7)

The program does not consistently adhere to its
completion requirements of writing a paper of
publishable quality or maintaining logs of didactic
and scholarly activities. (3.8)

The resident is not assured of professional
liability coverage at all clinical locations. (3.9)

IV. Faculty Met

V. Residents Met in Part The program’s published staff composition and
hours of operation are inconsistent; the complete
list of admissions requirements is inconsistently
published. (5.3)

The program does not follow its written
supervision policy in terms of the resident’s full
autonomy at Phase lIl. (5.5)

The program’s academic calendar does not
include significant deadlines for program
requirements. (5.7.8)

VI. Resources and Facilities Met




D. Indiana University School of Optometry, Residency in Primary Eye Care (2033). The program’s status
of Accredited was continued, based on the Council's determination that the program has no deficiencies
or weaknesses that compromise the educational effectiveness of the total program. The program fully

meets the six standards for residency programs.

E. Northeastern State University, Oklahoma College of Optometry Residency in Ocular Disease (2033).
The program’s status of Accredited was continued, based on the Council's determination that the
program has no deficiencies or weaknesses that compromise the educational effectiveness of the total
program. The program is required to report on its progress related to recommendations to meet

Standards I, IV and V.

Summary of findings related to compliance with the Accreditation Council on Optometric Education

2025 Residency Accreditation Standards:

Standard Level of Reason for met in part or not met
Compliance

I. Mission, Goals, Objectives and Met in Part The program does not ensure that residents

Program Improvement evaluate all core faculty members. (1.8)

II. Curriculum Met

IIl. Administration Met

IV. Faculty Met in Part The program’s documented plan for extended
leaves does not address extended periods of
leave by faculty members. (4.3)

V. Residents Met in Part The orientation materials do not include written
information on resident counseling or
remediation. (5.7.6)

VI. Resources and Facilities Met

F. Pennsylvania College of Optometry at Drexel University Professional Optometric Degree Program
(2033). The program’s status of Accredited was continued, based on the Council's determination that
the program has no deficiencies or weaknesses that compromise the educational effectiveness of the
total program. The program is required to report on its progress related to recommendations to meet

Standards |, I, V, VI, VII, and VIII.

Summary of findings related to compliance with the Accreditation Council on Optometric Education
2025 Professional Optometric Degree Program Accreditation Standards:

Standard Level of Reason for met in part or not met
Compliance
I. Mission Met in Part The program does not follow a policy and

procedure that governs the ongoing evaluation of
the program’s success in meeting its mission and
goals and does not use graduation rate as a
measure when assessing whether it meets its
goals and fulfills its mission. (1.5)

The program’s publications include inaccurate
information regarding degree program offerings




and students’ anticipated number of patient
encounters. (1.9)

1. Curriculum

Met in Part

The program does not include a criterion that
addresses clinical privileges of supervising faculty
where applicable among its externship site
selection criteria. (2.23)

Some externship sites have not been visited by
the program prior to placement of the first
extern, and some have not been visited in over
four years. (2.25)

lll. Scholarly Activity and Research

Met

IV. Governance, Institutional
Accreditation, Administration, and
Finances

Met

V. Faculty

Met in Part

The program does not adhere to periodic
performance assessment procedures for all
faculty members. (5.5)

The program does not adhere to a defined policy
and procedure for faculty member recruitment.
(5.6)

The program does not follow a defined policy and
procedure for handling faculty-member
grievances (5.8)

VI. Students

Met in Part

The program does not have access to a
mechanism to provide its students educational
accommodations sufficient to meet the
program’s needs. (6.10)

The program’s published academic calendar does
not provide students needed information in a
timely manner. (6.18)

VII. Facilities, Equipment, and
Resources

Met in Part

A business continuity plan that addresses the
program’s plans to ensure that students’
educational needs continue to be met during
operational disruptions is not in place. (7.5)

VIII. Clinic Management and Patient
Care Policies

Met in Part

The program does not conduct a systematic,
ongoing quality assurance process that relies on
peer-based review. (8.7)

The program does not specify that the program
does not retaliate against patients that submit
complaints. (8.9)

G. Pennsylvania College of Optometry at Drexel University Residency in Neuro-Ophthalmic Disease
(2033). The program’s status of Accredited was continued, based on the Council's determination that
the program has no deficiencies or weaknesses that compromise the educational effectiveness of the




total program. The program is required to report on its progress related to recommendations to meet

Standards I, II, 1ll, IV and V.

Summary of findings related to compliance with the Accreditation Council on Optometric Education

2025 Residency Accreditation Standards:

Standard Level of Reason for met in part or not met
Compliance

I. Mission, Goals, Objectives and Met in Part The program does not ensure that the residents

Program Improvement evaluate the primary Co-Coordinator on their
administration of the residency program. (1.7)

II. Curriculum Met in Part The program’s written didactic curriculum is not
sufficient to enable the program to meet Goal 7,
Objective C. (2.1)

IIl. Administration Met in Part

IV. Faculty Met in Part The program does not have a process to monitor
whether the residents’ patient encounter logs are
accurately maintained. (2.4)

V. Residents Met in Part The program does not have a memorandum of
understanding with external rotations where the
residents provide direct patient care. (3.10)

VI. Resources and Facilities Met

H. Southern California College of Optometry at Marshall B. Ketchum University Residency in Pediatric
Optometry, Vision Therapy and Vision Rehabilitation (2033). The program’s status of Accredited was
continued, based on the Council's determination that the program has no deficiencies or weaknesses
that compromise the educational effectiveness of the total program. The program fully meets the six

standards for residency programs.

I. University of Missouri-St. Louis, College of Optometry Professional Optometric Degree Program
(2033). The program’s status of Accredited was continued, based on the Council's determination that
the program has no deficiencies or weaknesses that compromise the educational effectiveness of the
total program. The program is required to report on its progress related to recommendations to meet
Standards V, VI, and VIII. Updated July 2026: based on a progress report submitted by the program, the
Council has determined that two recommendations have been met. The month and year behind the
reason for met in part or not met denotes when the program met the standard. The program is required
to continue reporting on its progress related to the remaining unmet recommendation.

Summary of findings related to compliance with the Accreditation Council on Optometric Education
2025 Professional Optometric Degree Program Accreditation Standards:

Accreditation, Administration, and
Finances

Standard Level of Reason for met in part or not met
Compliance

I. Mission Met

II. Curriculum Met

lIl. Scholarly Activity and Research Met

IV. Governance, Institutional Met




Care Policies

V. Faculty Met in Part The College does not have a documented
performance assessment procedure for part-time
faculty members employed by the program. (5.5)

VI. Students Met The program does not have a non-retaliation
statement associated with all types of student
grievances. (6.21) Met 06 2026

VII. Facilities, Equipment, and Met

Resources

VIII. Clinic Management and Patient Met The program does not have a non-retaliation

statement associated with all types of patient
grievances. (8.9) Met 06 2026

J. VA Los Angeles Ambulatory Care Center Residency in Ocular Disease and Low Vision Rehabilitation,
which is affiliated with Southern California College of Optometry at Marshall B. Ketchum University
(2033). The program’s status of Accredited was continued, based on the Council's determination that
the program has no deficiencies or weaknesses that compromise the educational effectiveness of the
total program. The program is required to report on its progress related to recommendations to meet

Standards | and IV.

Summary of findings related to compliance with the Accreditation Council on Optometric Education

2025 Residency Accreditation Standards:

Standard Level of Reason for met in part or not met
Compliance

I. Mission, Goals, Objectives and Met in Part The program does not ensure that the resident

Program Improvement evaluates the Residency Coordinator on their
administration of the program. (1.7)

. Curriculum Met

lIl. Administration Met

IV. Faculty Met in Part The program does not have a documented plan in
place to ensure the continuity of resident
oversight and training in the event of an
extended absence by any core faculty member.
(4.3)

V. Residents Met

VI. Resources and Facilities Met

Classification of "Accredited With Conditions" continued following an interim site visit:

Inter American University of Puerto Rico School of Optometry Professional Optometric Degree
Program (2030). The program’s status of Accredited With Conditions was continued, based on the
Council's determination that 1. the program has not made sufficient progress in meeting the
recommendation from the 2022 site visit; and 2. the program has not made sufficient progress in
meeting the recommendation from the program’s 2024 annual report associated with the current
Standard 1.4. Additional areas of noncompliance resulted from the 2025 interim on-site visit to the
program. The classification Accredited with Conditions indicates that the program has major deficiencies
or weaknesses with reference to the Standards of accreditation that compromise the educational
effectiveness of the program. This classification indicates that the accreditation of the program is in




jeopardy. The program is required to report on its progress related to recommendations to meet

Standards |, Il, VI, and VIII.

Summary of findings related to compliance with the Accreditation Council on Optometric Education
2025 Professional Optometric Degree Program Accreditation Standards:

Standard

Level of
Compliance

Reason for Met in Part or Not Met

I.  Mission

Met in Part

The program does not demonstrate that at least 80%
of entering students become licensed to practice
optometry, pass all three parts of the NBEO, or pass
the equivalent Canadian registration exams within six
years of initial matriculation. (1.4) Program remains
out of compliance with this Standard which originated
with the program’s 2024 Annual Report review.

Published annual institutional pass rates for all first-
time takers of National Board of Examiners in
Optometry (NBEQ) Parts |, Il, and Ill do not include
national averages for all first-time takers of each
examination. (1.10)

II.  Curriculum

Met in Part

Course syllabi do not include mode(s) of delivery.
(2.3)

Basic science education does not provide the
foundation needed for the independent practice of
contemporary optometry. (2.7) Program remains out
of compliance with this Standard which originated
with the program’s April 27-29, 2022, ACOE
evaluation visit.

Clinical practice guidelines are not reflected as one of
the required criteria for externship site selection.
(2.23)

Current executed affiliation agreements are not in
place for each active externship site. (2.24)

Some externship sites have not been visited by the
program at least every four years. (2.25)

lll. Scholarly Activity and Research

Met

IV. Governance, Institutional
Accreditation, Administration,
and Finances

Met

V. Faculty

Met




VI. Students Met in Part

The program does not demonstrate that its admission
policies and processes result in the matriculation of
students who are able to complete the program. (6.4)

Care Policies

VII. Facilities, Equipment, and Met
Resources
VIII.Clinic Management and Patient Met in Part The program's clinical quality assurance program

does not provide due process. (8.7)

The patient grievance policy does not include a
provision for nonretaliation. (8.9)

4. Reconsideration or Appeal of Adverse Action: None

5. Withdrawal of accreditation by ACOE: None

Definitions

Preliminary Approval: An ACOE classification that is equivalent to the USDE’s preaccreditation
classification. This classification indicates the professional optometric degree program has clearly
demonstrated it is developing in accordance with Council Standards. The program has approval to
begin student recruitment, selection and admissions, and to begin offering the program.

e The Council shall review the Preliminary Approval classification annually during each academic
year of the program through written reports and/or evaluation visits as deemed necessary by

the Council.

e The Council will conduct a final on-site evaluation visit to the program for the consideration of

an accreditation status during the academic year in which the first class is expected to graduate.
When the Council awards Preliminary Approval to a program or at any time during the Council’s
monitoring of a program holding Preliminary Approval status, the ACOE may issue
recommendations or specify conditions for monitoring which must be attained to maintain the
Preliminary Approval status.

After an evaluation visit team conducts a formal on-site evaluation visitation, the team’s
evaluation report is submitted to the Council for its review.

If the program is found to meet the Council's Standards, then the Council will grant an
appropriate accreditation status.

If the program is denied an accreditation status or if its Preliminary Approval status is withdrawn
or expires, it must submit an updated teach-out plan (refer to ACOE Policy and Procedure
“Teach-Out Process”).

Accreditation Status: The ACOE may decide to grant one of the two following accreditation

statuses to a program following adoption of the evaluation team report and recommendations.
Accreditation status may be lowered or revoked if the Council determines that the program is not
making sufficient progress on recommendations from the Council.



Accredited: A classification granted to an educational program indicating that the program
generally meets the Standards for accreditation. This classification indicates that the program has
no deficiencies or weaknesses that compromise the educational effectiveness of the total program.
However, recommendations relating to marginal compliance with certain Standards, and
suggestions relating to program enhancement may be included in evaluation reports.

Accredited with Conditions: A classification granted to an educational program with major
deficiencies or weaknesses with reference to the Standards of accreditation that compromise the
educational effectiveness of the program. This classification indicates that the accreditation of the
program is in jeopardy. Programs with this classification will be required to submit progress reports
and may be required to undergo an evaluation visit.

Stage One designation: A classification granted to a proposed professional optometric degree program
indicating that the proposed program has demonstrated a complete and sufficiently developed needs
assessment, feasibility study, and risk assessment. The Stage One designation classification does not
provide any rights or privileges of accreditation and is not a formal preaccreditation status. The
proposed program has approval to apply for Stage Two designation.

Stage Two designation: A classification granted to a proposed professional optometric degree program
indicating that the proposed program’s planning and development are sufficient to warrant an on-site
evaluation review in consideration of Preliminary Approval Status. The Stage Two designation
classification does not provide any rights or privileges of accreditation and is not a formal
preaccreditation status.

The ACOE Policies and Procedure Manual may be found in the Resources section.
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