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Educator-Mentor Effectiveness

Major Assignment Assessment
Name of Faculty Member ____________________________________     Date ___________

Name of Class ____________________________________________________


Name of Reviewer ________________________________________________

This portion to be completed by the faculty member 

To the right of each request, respond in detail.
	Name of the Assignment
	

	State the learning outcomes addressed by the assignment.


	

	How is the assignment linked to course student learning outcomes?

	

	How is the assignment linked to IDEA outcomes?

	

	How was the grading rubric developed for the assignment?


	

	What percentage of the course grade does the assignment represent?


	

	Submit a copy of the assignment and grading rubric to your reviewer.


	


This portion to be completed by the reviewer
Below are the criteria to be used to arrive at an overall score for the assignment.
	Quality Score
	Word Description
	Meaning in terms of “quality in the discipline/department” interpretation

	1
	Unacceptable
	Lacks any merit for the discipline or department; should not be presented in class; missing critical component that should have been included

	1.5
	Poor Quality
	Sub-standard for the discipline/department; some components missing

	2
	Needs Considerable Improvement
	Needs major revisions to meet the accepted standards of the discipline/dept.; contains required content but is not yet quality work

	2.5
	Needs Some Improvement
	With some revisions would meet the typical standards of the discipline/dept.; needs minor improvements

	3
	Professional
	Meets the typical standards of the discipline/dept.; is complete and ready for classroom use

	3.5
	Outstanding
	Exceeds the typical standards of the discipline/dept.; is an example worth sharing among colleagues

	4
	Exemplary
	Is an example of a “best practice” within the discipline; would receive outside recognition for exceptional quality


Assign one quality score (on a scale of 1 -4 using the guidelines above) for the assignment based on your assessment of the quality of the applicable components listed below.  When possible, provide feedback to the faculty member regarding a particular criterion.
Criterion to Consider
The assignment assesses knowledge integral to the course.

The expected time spent on the assignment is appropriate to course level.

The depth of the assignment is appropriate to course level.

The breadth of the assignment is appropriate to course level.

The assignment indicates applicable prerequisites to its completion (e.g., reading, field research).

The assignment indicates how research, if any, should be incorporated (i.e., type, amount).

The assignment is linked to course student learning outcome(s).

The assignment is linked to IDEA outcome(s).

The assignment specifies scope of the paper and applicable format.

The assignment indicates the weight given to various components of the assignment.

The grading rubric is linked to assignment components.

The grading rubric translates to an understandable assignment grade.

The weighting of the assignment is appropriate to overall course assessment.

The weighting of the assignment is consistent with weighting of other assignments.

Please provide any constructive feedback regarding your assessment of this major assignment:

*Assessors should not use this instrument for scoring.  This form is for reference purposes only. The Office of Faculty Evaluation will send designated assessors a link for electronic assessment via email.  
Overall Score Assigned: __________ (1-4)
June 1, 2007 
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