

Effective Spring 2013


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

Executive Summary:  

___ Unacceptable 


___ Acceptable


___ Theme of the unit


____ Admission and exit requirements


___ Unique features


____ Mode(s) of delivery


___ Rationale for the program

Conceptual Framework:

___ Unacceptable


___ Acceptable


_____ Describes program relationship to the unit (one page or less)
Continuous Assessment: 

___ Unacceptable      


___ Acceptable


_____ Specifies program differences or variations from unit CAP, if applicable

_____ Description included of performance assessments, including program transition points
Program Experiences

___ Unacceptable         

___ Acceptable
 
A. Courses and Field Experiences: 






Evidence:
Clearly described



          

___ Yes
___ No

Code of Ethics addressed


      

___ Yes
___ No

Teaching of writing skills incorporated (SB 1 2009)

___ Yes
___ No

Teaching of reading skills incorporated (SB 163 2010) 
___ Yes
___ No

Includes field experiences across grade levels 

___ Yes
___ No

Includes EPSB themes



Assessment



___ Yes
___ No



Diversity



___ Yes
___ No



Closing the Achievement Gap

___ Yes 
___ No

Identifies mode of delivery



___ Yes 
___ No

Entirely face-to-face 


___ Yes





Entirely online



___ Yes



Blended/Hybrid



___ Yes



Other




___ Yes

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

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

B.    Specialty Professional Association (SPA) Standards: 






Clearly integrated into content



___Yes

___ No


Assessed in candidate skills



___Yes

___ No

C.    Kentucky Teacher Standards






Integration thoroughly described



___Yes

___ No


Assessed thoroughly




___Yes

___ No

D.    Kentucky Core Academic Standards:






Teaching of KCAS integrated into coursework

___Yes

___ No


Assessed in candidate skills



___Yes

___ No

E. Program Faculty

Circle missing or insufficient component:
Name 




Current teaching assignment in program
Highest degree



P-12 teaching experience and certification(s) held
Field of Study



Relationship to institution, unit, and program
Degree-Granting Institution

F. 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, Portfolio requirements, TPA requirements, or other required exit assessments as appropriate)
Space for candidate and advisor to sign and date
Praxis disclaimer, if appropriate
G. Syllabi



All syllabi for required courses included

___ Yes  
___ No



Demonstrate integration of standards:




KTS

___ Yes  
___ No




SPA

___ Yes
___ No




KCAS

 ___ Yes
___ No



Describes course assessments


___ Yes
___ No



Identifies field experiences as appropriate
___ Yes
___ No


Holistic Review: 









___ Adequate subject knowledge within the curriculum

___ Adequate pedagogical knowledge within the professional courses

___ Includes performance assessment

___ Aligns with the learned society (NCATE) standards

___ Aligns with state curriculum

___ Aligns with performance standards
___ Includes integration of Code of Ethics     
___ Aligned with appropriate regulation(s)
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.

Recommendation for Joint Committee Technical Assistance:
_____ Yes
_____ No

Program Decision: _____

