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Program Review Summary Sheet for 

Graduate Programs

Instructions for External Reviewers:
In accordance with the 2010-15 Performance Funding guidelines of the Tennessee Higher Education Commission (THEC), each non-accreditable graduate program undergoes either an external peer review or academic audit according to a pre-approved review cycle.   
The criteria used to evaluate a program appear in the following “Program Review Summary Sheet for Graduate Programs.”  The Summary Sheet consists of 20 criteria grouped into four categories.  THEC will use the criteria to assess standards for graduate programs.  All criteria noted with an asterisk are excluded from the performance funding point calculation
For each criterion within a standard, the responsible program has provided evidence in the form of a Self Study document.  Supporting documents will be available as specified in the self study.  As the external reviewer, you should evaluate this evidence and any other evidence observed during the site visit to complete the checklist and prepare the narrative report.  Items on the summary sheet should be rated on a four-point scale ranging from “poor” to “excellent” (or N/A for items which are not applicable to the program).

This evaluation becomes a part of the record of the academic program review.  The summary sheet will be shared with the department, the college and central administration, as well as the Tennessee Higher Education Commission.  When combined with the written report, prepared by the entire program review committee, the Program Review Summary Sheet will facilitate development of a program action plan to ensure continuous quality improvement.  

Your judgment of the criteria will be used in allocating state funds for the university's budget.  
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Program Review Summary Sheet for Graduate  Programs

	Institution:

Program Title(s):

Degree Designation(s) and CIP Code:

	A.   Student Experience
	N/A
	Poor
	Minimally Acceptable
	Good
	Excellent

	1
	There is a critical mass of students to ensure an appropriate group of peers.
	
	
	
	
	

	2
	Prudence is exercised in the number and type of short courses accepted toward the degree.
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	Programs offered entirely through distance education technologies are evaluated regularly to assure outcomes at least equivalent to on-campus programs.
	
	
	
	
	

	4
	There are adequate enrichment opportunities, such as lecture series, to promote a scholarly environment.
	
	
	
	
	

	5
	There are adequate professional development opportunities, such as encouraging membership in professional associations, participation in conferences and workshops, and opportunities for publication.
	
	
	
	
	

	B.    Graduate Faculty Quality
	N/A
	Poor
	Minimally Acceptable
	Good
	Excellent

	1
	Faculty hold terminal degrees in the appropriate discipline.
	
	
	
	
	

	2
	Faculty academic credentials correspond to the concentrations in which they teach.
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	Faculty scholarly activity is sufficient to serve as effective mentors for graduate students
	
	
	
	
	

	4
	Faculty have sufficient practical/professional/academic experience to serve as effective mentors for graduate students.
	
	
	
	
	

	5
	Faculty have regular opportunities for professional development, including travel and participation in professional organizations, workshops and other learning activities.
	
	
	
	
	

	6
	Faculty teaching loads are consonant with the highly individualized nature of graduate instruction, especially the direction of theses or dissertations.
	
	
	
	
	

	C.    Teaching/Learning Environment
	N/A
	Poor
	Minimally Acceptable
	Good
	Excellent

	1
	There are ample materials and secretarial support to encourage research and publication.
	
	
	
	
	

	2
	There is adequate library support.
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	There is adequate and accessible computer support.
	
	
	
	
	

	4 *
	There are adequate lab facilities. 
	
	
	
	
	

	5 *
	There is adequate office space. 
	
	
	
	
	

	D.    Program Evaluation
	N/A
	Poor
	Minimally Acceptable
	Good
	Excellent

	1
	Follow-up data on graduating students are regularly and systematically collected
	
	
	
	
	

	2
	The curriculum is evaluated periodically.
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	Evaluation of placement of graduates is regular and systematic.
	
	
	
	
	

	4
	Completion rates are at an acceptable level.
	
	
	
	
	


* Criterion not included in the performance funding calculation.
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