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Curriculum Standards 101

Curriculum 1 (C1) Courses administered through a CEP are college/university catalogued 

courses with the same departmental designations, course 

descriptions, numbers, titles, and credits.

Curriculum 2 (C2) College/university courses administered through a CEP reflect the 

pedagogical, theoretical and philosophical orientation of the 

sponsoring college/university departments.

Curriculum 3 (C3) Faculty site visits ensure that college/university courses offered 

through the CEP are the same as the courses offered on campus.



Curriculum Standard 1

Every CEP course is in the catalog and taught on 

campus. Course title, description and number of 

credits are identical.

C1 Required Evidence

1) College course catalog

2) List of all courses offered for concurrent enrollment

with publicly available descriptions

Curriculum Standard 1:

What the Review Team Looks For



C1 Required Evidence 2

University of Missouri – Kansas City

http://cas.umkc.edu/hscp/dual-credit-courses.asp

Salt Lake Community College

http://www.slcc.edu/concurrentenrollment/CourseOfferings/index.htm

Example Listings of 

Concurrent Enrollment Courses

http://cas.umkc.edu/hscp/dual-credit-courses.asp
http://www.slcc.edu/concurrentenrollment/CourseOfferings/index.htm




Curriculum 2 – CEP courses reflect the 

college department’s philosophical and 

pedagogical approach.

C2 Required Evidence

1) For each discipline, a letter from the 

department chair or faculty liaison 

describing how the standard is 

implemented

Curriculum Standard 2

What the Review Team Looks For



Implementing Curriculum Standard 2:

Alignment Example from SMSU Biology

Syllabus 
• Template provided by mentor includes:

• Statement about concurrent enrollment program

• Mentor contact information

• University policies

• Clearly articulates student learning outcomes

• Supports core concepts determined by respective program/department

Assessment Measures 
• Pre- and post-quiz for CEP and university courses

• Exam questions reviewed by university mentor

• Random sample of assignments and student grades per assignment

Research Experience
• SMSU Undergraduate Research Conference 

• Align with national professional societies, e.g., PlantingScience



Expected Student Learning Outcomes:  Upon successful completion of this 

course, students will be able to:

• explain and provide examples of evolution via natural selection. 

• explain cell form and function. 

• explain the principles of heredity. 

• explain the flow of energy through ecosystems.

• discuss the relationship between biotic (living) and abiotic (non-living) 

components of an ecosystem.

• demonstrate knowledge of the principles of scientific inquiry including 

hypothesis testing, role of evidence, experimental design, data 

interpretation, and peer review.

• provide specific examples of the relevance of biology to students’ lives.

Implementing Curriculum Standard 2:

Alignment Example from SMSU Biology



Curriculum Standard 3

Faculty site visits in each discipline 

C3 Required Evidence

1) A description of site visits, including what would happen during 

a typical site visit, frequency requirements, how site visits are 

tracked by the CEP, and how site visits are used to provide 

feedback from college/university faculty to CEP instructors. 

2) One example of a completed and signed faculty site visit report 

representing each discipline. 

Curriculum Standard 3:

What the Review Team Looks For



During a site visit, the University liaison strives to directly observe student interest, student 

engagement, & instructor professionalism. The University liaison solicits indicators of 

alignment between the course taught on campus and the course taught at the high school 

site in the areas of course syllabus, content, assignments, assessments, philosophical 

orientation, grading criteria, and classroom environment. Assignment and assessment 

examples may be collected by the liaison to compare with those from the on campus course. 

Typically, the liaison observes the entire class followed by a post‐observation conversation 

between liaison and  CEP instructor. This conversation begins with the CEP instructor 

reflecting on the class, followed by a conversation including liaison feedback highlighting 

observed strengths and suggestions for improvement. 

The site visit form is reviewed and a copy is given to the high school instructor, a copy is filed 

by the University liaison, and an electronic copy is submitted to the secured drop box and 

maintained by the CEP office.

Curriculum Standard 3:
What Would Happen and How Used to Provide Feedback



“All first year CEP instructors are observed during the 

first offering of the course. Veteran CEP instructors 

are observed at least one time every 3 years period.”

Curriculum Standard 3:

Evidence of Visit Frequency 





http://www.slcc.edu/concurrentenrollment/liaisons/LiaisonF
orms/CEAdjunctTeacherPeerEvaluation.pdf

Curriculum Standard 3:

Salt Lake CC Example Site Visit Form

http://www.slcc.edu/concurrentenrollment/liaisons/LiaisonForms/CEAdjunctTeacherPeerEvaluation.pdf


Curriculum Standard 3:

SMSU English Site Visit 

At SMSU, site visits are part of an interlocking professional 

development strategy.  Each “gear” is reinforces the other.

Discipline-specific 

training

Ongoing professional development via email, 

phone, and/or Skype

Site visits



• SMSU visits every class, every semester

• Go as early in semester as is feasible; prioritize newer or struggling teachers

• Options for site visit: 
 Observe a teacher-led class

 Team teach

 Teach the class to model college instruction

• Checklist while there: 
 Refer to Site Visit form

 Verify textbook and syllabus use

• Follow-up with teacher during prep period:
 Discuss syllabus & major assignments

 Discuss grading/rigor 

 Explain process for getting sample student papers to ensure rigor

 Discuss any other problems teacher may need help with

• Complete site visit report & submit to CE director; report is used to track that site visits have been completed 

and professional development is happening.

Curriculum Standard 3:

SMSU English Site Visit Components



Curriculum Standard 3:

SMSU English - Site Visit Form (Top Half)



Please describe ALL activities, professional development, personal workshops or other

activities that were designed to enhance the teachers’ ability to teach, improve the class, 

extend content knowledge, or in any way aid the pedagogy of teaching:

I taught the class, making sure the students and teacher understand the SMSU library 

resources, beginning with how they can communicate with our librarians.   I then showed them 

the periodicals/journals chart that explains the differences between types of sources, making a 

special point to explain the concept of peer-review and how that process impacts the quality of 

sources.   I walked the class through using SMSU’s “One Search” database search engine, 

showing them how to narrow their topic as they search using the filtering features of One 

Search. I then took questions from the students about the college experience.  For the rest of 

my time there, the teacher and I discussed curriculum and the process by which I sample 

student papers/grades to assure college-level rigor.

Curriculum Standard 3:

SMSU English - Site Visit (Example Narrative)



Molly,

I read Jamie's paper. I commented on the paper (attached), and I also responded with the rubric (attached) so 

you can see how I use it.  The rubric is intended to offer useful feedback for both formative and summative 

assessment.  Jamie can look closely at the rubric to determine where the paper could be improved.

I think a "C" on this paper is very fair. I appreciate its clarity in terms of thesis, organization, and 

language. There's a problem, however, with a lack of support for the argument, especially in providing evidence 

from the story. I also see that Jamie is struggling to smoothly integrate quotations (the few places where they 

are used) into her essay. I attached an excerpt from the book They Say, I Say that explains ”quotation 

sandwiches.”  This has been an effective strategy for me. 

In short, I agree with your grade.  Many students are not used to earning anything less than an A, so the reaction 

you experienced is not unusual.  I would emphasize to the student that she has a solid skill set that will grow 

quickly with diligent practice.  It’s always good to remind students that this is college: it’s supposed to be 

challenging!

Curriculum Standard 3:

SMSU English - Site Visit (Example Feedback)



Hi Chris, 

I read the papers you sent and prepared this general response.  There are some common problems that I will 

address here as a group, and then we can talk about the grading of individual papers when I visit.

Issues, in order of importance: 

Thesis: Many of these papers lack a clear thesis, which should be easy to identify by the end of the 

introduction.  A thesis is simply the controlling idea of the paper; a clear thesis should make it easy for the 

reader to know where the paper is headed, and it should be reflected in topic sentences and transitions.  

In addition to thesis concerns, some students seem confused about the goal of this paper: some are taking 

sides and offering solutions, but that’s not what they’re supposed to be doing in the opposing viewpoints 

paper.  They should be objectively presenting two sides of an issue.  We should not be able to tell what side 

they are on.

Development of ideas: The length of these papers alone is an indication that they are not giving an in-depth 

explanation of the ideas in the paper.  As a general rule, these papers should be 5-6 pages.   

Curriculum Standard 3:

SMSU English - Site Visit (2nd Example Feedback)



Curriculum Standard 3:

Example Intervention Resulting from Site Visit



Curriculum Standard 3:

Example Intervention Resulting from Site Visit



Curriculum Standard 3:

Example Intervention Resulting from Site Visit



Curriculum Standard 3:

Example Intervention Resulting from Site Visit



Curriculum Standard 3:

Example Intervention Resulting from Site Visit



Future NACEP Accreditation Mini-Series topics: 

February 18 - Faculty Standards

March 10 - Student Standards

April 21 - Assessment Standards

May 19 - Program Evaluation Standards


