Reviewer Comments Regarding Program Status

	Institution:  
	
	Program:  
	
	Code: 
	


	Conference Date
	
	Reviewer
	

	Reviewer
	
	Reviewer
	

	Circle or shade the descriptors that best represent the program based on available documentation.

Write comments relative to the program information provided.



	Institutional Information

	Comments:



	Critical Area
	Level of Attainment

	Section 1:
Summary of Course Requirements

	Section 1 Comments:


	

	Section 2:
Program Summary

	a.
	Describes the philosophy, rationale and objectives of the program and explains how the program is consistent with the philosophy, rationale, and conceptual framework of the unit.
	· Program summary is not consistent with conceptual framework and/or philosophy of the unit

· Program summary is consistent with conceptual framework and/or philosophy of the unit

· Program summary is clearly consistent with conceptual framework and/or philosophy of the unit

	b.
	Describes the sequence of courses and/or experiences so that candidates develop an understanding of the structures, skills, core concepts, ideas, values, facts, methods of inquiry, and uses of technology.
	· Program sequence marginally addresses stated areas.

· Program sequence addresses stated areas.

· Program sequence clearly addresses stated areas.


	c.
	Describes how candidates are prepared to utilize a variety of instructional approaches to address the various learning styles of students.
	· Candidates are marginally prepared to utilize a variety of instructional approaches.

· Candidates are prepared to utilize to a variety of instructional approaches.

· Candidates are well prepared to utilize a variety of instructional approaches.

	d.
	Describes any differences that may exist between elementary or secondary preparation to teach in each major or minor area (e.g. instructional resources, field placements, and instructional techniques).


	· Program lacks critical elements of coursework.

· Program addresses the needs of elementary and secondary teachers.

· Program clearly reflects the needs of elementary and secondary teachers.

	e.
	Describes how the program incorporates gender equity, multi-cultural, and global perspectives into the teaching of the subject area.


	· Program marginally addresses diversity issues.

· Program addresses diversity issues.

· Program clearly addresses diversity issues.

	f.
	Describes how the program covers multiple methods of student assessment appropriate to content area.
	· Candidates are marginally prepared to utilize multiple methods for student assessment.

· Candidates are prepared to utilize multiple methods for student assessment.

· Candidates are well prepared to utilize multiple methods for student assessment.

	Section 2 Comments:

	

	Section 3:
Instructional Faculty

	a.
	Highest degree in subject area
	· Faculty does not demonstrate adequate academic preparation.

· All faculty possess the minimum requirement of one degree higher than those taught.  

· All faculty hold terminal degrees in subject area taught.


	b.
	Professional development (PD) experience (last 3 years)
	· Little evidence of faculty participation in planned professional development activities.  

· Some evidence of faculty participation in planned professional development activities.  

· Numerous examples of faculty participation in planned professional development activities. 


	c.
	Knowledge of and familiarity with the K-12 Michigan Curriculum Framework (MCF) and Michigan Educational Assessment Program (MEAP)

	· Little evidence in course content of MCF/MEAP awareness and integration.

· Some evidence in course content of MCF/MEAP awareness and integration.

· Clear evidence in course content of MCF/MEAP awareness and integration.

	d.
	Special awards and recognition
	· Little or no evidence of leadership initiatives.

· Some evidence of leadership initiatives.

· Clear evidence of leadership initiatives.


	e.
	P-12 collaborative work
	· Little or no evidence of P-12 collaboration.

· Some evidence of P-12 collaboration.

· Clear evidence of P-12 collaboration.

	Section 3 Comments:

	

	Section 4:
Candidate Preparation

	a.
	Candidate perceptions of teacher preparation program (including the use of technological tools)
RESPONSE OPTIONAL


	· Little or no evidence of candidate satisfaction.

· Some evidence of candidate satisfaction.

· Clear evidence of candidate satisfaction.

	b.
	Content (Michigan Test for Teacher Certification pass rates)
	· Little or no use of assessment data for program improvement.

· Some use of assessment data for program improvement.

· Consistent use of assessment data for program improvement.

	c.
	Pedagogy [based on 1998 Entry-Level Standards for Michigan Teachers (ELSMT)]
RESPONSE OPTIONAL


	· Little or no use of pedagogy data for program improvement.

· Some use of pedagogy data for program improvement.

· Consistent use of pedagogy data for program improvement.

	d.
	Cooperating teacher/mentor perceptions of teacher preparation program
RESPONSE OPTIONAL
	· Little or no use of feedback from cooperating teachers for program improvement.

· Some use of feedback from cooperating teachers for program improvement.
· Consistent use of feedback from cooperating teachers for program improvement.


	e.
	Content-area faculty perceptions of teacher preparation program
RESPONSE OPTIONAL
	· Little or no use of feedback from content-area faculty for program improvement.

· Some use of feedback from content-area faculty for program improvement.
· Consistent use of feedback from content-area faculty for program improvement.


	f.
	Evidence of impact of program graduates on K-12 learning
RESPONSE OPTIONAL


	· Little or no evidence of impact on K-12 learning.

· Some evidence of impact on K-12 learning.

· Clear evidence of impact on K-12 learning.



	Section 4 Comments:  


	

	Section 5:
Collaboration/ partnerships

	a.
	Early field experiences
	· Little or no evidence of field experiences in content area prior to student teaching.

· Some evidence of early field experiences in content area prior to student teaching.

· Clear evidence of early field experiences in content area prior to student teaching.

	b.
	Collaboration/partnerships with K-12 schools
RESPONSE OPTIONAL
	· Little or no evidence of collaborative efforts in content area with K-12 schools.

· Some evidence of collaborative efforts in content area with K-12 schools.
· Clear evidence of collaborative efforts in content area with K-12 schools.


	c.
	Collaboration/partnerships with community organizations
RESPONSE OPTIONAL
	· Little or no evidence of collaborative efforts in content area with community organizations.

· Some evidence of collaborative efforts in content area with community organizations.
· Clear evidence of collaborative efforts in content area with community organizations.

	d.
	Collaboration/partnerships with other post-secondary institutions
RESPONSE OPTIONAL
	· Little or no evidence of collaborative efforts in content area with other post-secondary institutions.

· Some evidence of collaborative efforts in content area with other post-secondary institutions.
· Clear evidence of collaborative efforts in content area with other post-secondary institutions.

	Section 5 Comments:  


	

	Section 6:
Professional Development and Support (post graduation)

	RESPONSE OPTIONAL
	· Little or no evidence of post-graduate support.

· Some evidence of post-graduate support.

· Clear evidence of post-graduate support.

	Section 6 Comments:


	

	Section 7:
Standards Matrix

	Section 7 Comments:


	

	Section 8:
Special Recognition of Program   (OPTIONAL)

	Section 8 Comments: 


	

	Section 9:
Methods for Instruction

	· Candidates do not learn methods specific to content area and participate minimally in field experiences in content area.

· Candidates learn methods specific to content area and participate in field experiences in content area.

· Candidates are well-versed in methods specific to content area and participate in multiple field experiences in content area.

	Section 9 Comments:
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