Evaluation Rubric for Peer Review of Course Syllabi
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Level 3

[tem:

Expectations for a superior
syllabus are exceeded in many
areas

All expectations for an
exceptional syllabus are
present

Almost all of the expectations
for an above-average syllabus
are satisfied.

Syllabus format and basic
content.

The syllabus provides rich detail
about the course, expectations (of
students by faculty, and faculty by
students), learning outcomes are
identified, and the level of thinking
required of students is
appropriate.

The syllabus can serve as a
model for presentation at regional
or national meetings.

The syllabus answers nearly all
potential questions of students
and can be used as a positive
example during on-campus
workshops. The syllabus may be
one of the top 10 that students
may receive during their academic
program but the syllabus will not
be one of the top one or two that
they will receive.

A few inconsistencies are present
or some areas could have been
enhanced. (For example, the
schedule may lack detail,
expectations may be incompletely
described, or the sequence of
elements may be awkward.) In all
other respects, the syllabus
accurately describes the course.

Is the information presented
clearly and appropriately?

The syllabus is effectively
organized and students can, by
reading the syllabus, determine if
they wish to enroll in the course.
Teaching style, course objectives,
and learning outcomes are clearly
identified.

The syllabus meets the
expectations but does so in a
manner that could be more
“student-friendly”. Examples
include: by providing more detail,
improving tone, or by better
identification of learning outcomes
and objectives.

A few elements of the syllabus
could have been presented more
clearly, effectively, or
appropriately. (Peer reviewers
should identify these items, if
present.)

Characteristics of the course
described in the syllabus.

Students can quickly identify the
level of thinking involved in the
course. Students, teaching
colleagues, and peer reviewers
can characterize whether or not
the course material is appropriate
for the level of the class, its
prerequisites, and courses for
which this class is a prerequisite.

The syllabus represents a sound
“contract” between the instructor
and the students. Formative
evaluation of the course is
present. Students receive
frequent and timely feedback
about their progress. No obvious
deficiencies exist in the syllabus.

Minor concerns may be present.
The course may emphasize
material within the instructor’s
area of expertise, at the expense
of other information, or there may
be other limitations of the course
(material may not be current or
present a complete perspective of
the subject.).
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Level 2

Basic Information
Level 1

Some of the characteristics of
an above-average syllabus are
present

The syllabus contains few
characteristics beyond those of
a minimal syllabus

Syllabus format and basic
content

A few elements of the syllabus
have been enriched (over Level !)
but most sections present only
basic information. Students still
have many questions about the
course.

A basic, “no-frills” syllabus is
presented.

Is the information presented
clearly and appropriately?

At least one of several potential
problems may exist. Incomplete
information may be given to
students, the flow of information
presented may be awkward or
lack a sequential flow, or
inappropriate information may be
present.

The limited content of the syllabus
answers only the most
fundamental questions that
students or faculty colleagues
might have about the course.
Some errors in grammar or
spelling may be present.

Characteristics of the course
described in the syllabus.

Students may still have several
questions about the course,
including: What are the
expectations of the instructor(s)?
What is the pace of the course?
Does the material reflect current
thinking in the field? What level of
thinking is involved in this class?
How frequently will | receive
feedback about my progress in
this class?

The syllabus represents an
“insurance policy” for the faculty
member(s) rather than a contract
with students. For example,
expectations and learning
outcomes may not be described.
Formative evaluation of instruction
may not be provided. Only
indirect summative measures of
student learning (such as student
surveys and the results of exit
interviews) are conducted.
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