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	FEEDBACK


	Strengths - praise for:

	
	     



	
	Weaknesses - suggestions for improvement:

	
	     


	
	Issues of note:
	

	
	     


	
	Rank-level designation:

	
	1      
	2      
	3      

	
	The Plan is ready for implementation
	The Plan can be implemented after minor revisions, as indicated, and does not require further review
	The Plan requires revisions, and should be submitted for further review after revisions, by date:      


	
	Criteria
	Reviewer Ratings & Comments

	
	
Initial information boxes completed
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes      FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	
	
URL for learning outcomes included
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes      FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	
	
	
	

	
	
	Efficacy of Plan Description & Content
	Suggestions for improvement

	
	
	Less Developed
	Develop-ing
	Well Developed
	Not addressed
	

	P

A

R

T 

I
	1. Program goals
	
	
	
	
	

	
	a. Broad statements of program’s learning goals
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	     

	
	b. Limited in number (ideally 2-5)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	     

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	P

AR

T 

II
	2.
Learning outcomes/competencies
	
	
	
	
	

	
	a. Linked to goals (numbered 1.1 etc.)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	     

	
	b. Each goal is represented by at least one outcome
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	     

	
	c. Reasonable number (ideally 1-5 per goal)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	     

	
	d. Statements are observable/measurable
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	     

	
	e. Directed at what students will know or be able to do
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	     

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	3.
Curriculum Map
	
	
	
	
	

	
	a. Program requirements are listed
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	     

	
	b. Outcomes are linked to appropriate requirements
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	     

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


	
	
	Reviewer Ratings & Comments

	
	
	Efficacy of Plan Description & Content
	Suggestions for improvement

	
	Criteria
	Less Developed
	Develop-ing
	Well Developed
	Not addressed
	

	PART 

III
	4.
Assessment Timeline (3-year plan)
	
	
	
	
	

	
	a. Year 1 is thoroughly presented
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	     

	
	b. Years 2 and 3 are presented
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	     

	
	c. All goals are represented by at least one outcome somewhere in the 3 years
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	     

	
	d. Requirements are clearly stated and connected (from Curriculum Map)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	     

	
	e. Evidence is stated for each designated outcome
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	     

	
	f. Selection of evidence takes advantage of existing indicators
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	     

	
	g. Evidence is stated in enough detail to guide assessment activities
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	     

	
	h. Evidence is feasible for collection within the timeline
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	     

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


1

