       

           Beginning February 2011 Submissions


ENDORSEMENT PROGRAM SUBMISSION REVIEW WORKSHEET
Institution:                                      Program:                                                                        
Reviewed on:                 

Executive Summary:

___ Unacceptable     


 ___ Acceptable



_____ Theme of the Unit



_____ Unique Features (Mode of Delivery)


_____ Admission and Exit Requirements

_____ Rationale for Implementation

Conceptual Framework:

___ Unacceptable


___ Acceptable


_____ One – two paragraphs in length


_____ Describes program relationship to the unit
Continuous Assessment: 
___ Unacceptable      


___ Acceptable


_____ Specifies program differences or variations from unit CAP
Program Experiences

___ Unacceptable         


___ Acceptable
 
A. Courses and Experiences: 






Evidence:
Clearly described



          
___Yes
___ No

Code of Ethics addressed


      
___Yes
___ No

Writing skills incorporated



___Yes
___ No

B.    Kentucky Teacher Standards and College/Career Readiness Standards






Integration thoroughly described


___Yes
___ No


Assessed thoroughly



___Yes
___ No

C. 
Kentucky Core Academic Standards:






Clearly integrated into content


___Yes
___ No


Assessed in candidate skills


___Yes
___ No

D. Program Faculty

Circle missing or insufficient component:


     Name 



Assignment

     Highest degree


Certification(s) Held
     Field of Study



Relationship to Institution, Unit, and Program
                   Degree-Granting Institution

E. Curriculum Contract/Guidesheet 

Circle missing or insufficient component:


     Name of IHE


     Name of Program (degree or non-degree)


     Resulting Certification with appropriate grade level


     Candidate’s Name


     Admission Criteria


     Required course work and elective hours/choices, etc. (including prefix, number, and hours)


     Exit Criteria (GPA, Praxis II, other)


     Portfolio requirements, TPA requirements, or other required exit assessments as appropriate


     Space for candidate and advisor to sign and date
F. Syllabi

All syllabi included



___ Yes  
___ No

Demonstrate integration of standards:



KTS




___ Yes  
___ No



Learned Society



___ Yes
___ No



Ky Core Academic 


___ Yes
___ No



College/Career Readiness

___ Yes
___ No

Describes course assessments


___ Yes
___ No

Identifies field experiences as appropriate
___ Yes
___ No
G. Mode of Delivery/Off-Campus Sites

Courses are delivered entirely face-to-face 

___ Yes

___ No

Courses are delivered entirely online

___ Yes

___ No

Courses are blended (face-to-face and online)
___ Yes

___ No

Courses are delivered in whole of in part on off-campus locations
___ Yes
___ No

If yes, what is/are the location(s)? 

Has EPSB given approval for use of this location?


___ Yes
___ No
Decisions







1 – The program review document is inadequate and must be resubmitted.

2 – The program review document is adequate with identified concerns being addressed in the Program Review Update

3 – The program review document is fully developed with minimal or no concerns.

Programs receiving response #1 require resubmission to DEP and the Reading Committee.  Programs receiving responses #2 or #3 would require Staff Review of rejoinder and would not return to the Reading Committee.

Program Decision: _____
Recommendation for Joint Committee Technical Assistance:
_____ Yes
_____ No

