Appendix 2: Peer Review Teaching Form

Section A — Reviewee and Reviewer Information 

	Reviewee Name: 
	 

	Reviewee Role / Discipline: 
	 

	Peer Reviewer Name: 
	 

	Reviewer Role / Expertise: 
	 

	Date of Review / Observation: 
	 

	Format Observed: 
	 

	Programme and Level of Students: 
	 

	Session Title / Topic: 
	 


 
Format Observed (select): Lecture / Seminar / Clinical Teaching / Workshop / Simulation / Online Synchronous / Online Asynchronous / Other 
Section B — Pre-Dialogue / Pre-Observation Discussion (To be completed by reviewee prior to session, please share with your reviewer at least one week before the peer review for discussion) 
 
	Session Plan  
	This should include a breakdown of activities within the session and their approximate timings. If you have a pre-existing session plan, please link this document here. Please provide a link if relevant to any online materials provided to the students that link to this session. 
 

	Session Context 
	This should summarise the students’ familiarity of the topic. Is it completely new to them? Does it build on the previous week? Outline how this session fits in the overall programme. 
 

	Expected Student Outcome 
	This should summarise the expected student learning. Is the ILO complete? Will this topic continue in the following week? Is it directly linked to an upcoming assessment? 
 

	DASS Considerations 
 
	 


 
  
 
	How does this session align with curriculum aims and professional standards (if appropriate)? 
	Briefly say which curriculum aims the session links to and how the activities help students achieve them. If relevant, mention any professional standards or frameworks the session supports and how it helps students meet these (e.g., safety, communication, professionalism etc) 

	Are there any aspects of your teaching that you are specifically seeking feedback or advice on? 
	 



Section C — Peer Review Commentary 
 
	Focus Area 
	Strengths / Evidence of Good Practice 
	Ideas for Enhancement 

	Content currency and relevance 
ILOs, session outline, and purpose of session was clearly communicated to 
the students at the start of session. 
	 
	 

	Educational challenge 
Learning activities are structured to engage and support students at all levels of attainment, with all students given opportunities and encouragement to participate actively in the session. 
	 
	 

	Breadth and depth of content 
Session covers appropriate scope and depth, with content pitched at the right level to support student learning. 
	 
	 

	Balance of delivery methods  
Appropriate active learning strategies were used to engage the whole group. 
	 
	 

	Skills development 
Opportunities for formative feedback provided throughout the session. The feedback is specific, timely, relevant and actionable. 
	 
	 

	Student behaviour  
Appropriate classroom management employed. 
	 
	 

	Learning materials for session 
Learning materials clearly provided with considerations made for accessibility. 
	 
	 

	Learning environment and student engagement 
Session started and ended on time, was well paced, covered an appropriate volume and level of material, and was delivered clearly, with the lecturer audible, slides legible, and the teaching space used effectively. 
	 
	 

	Use of technology and contemporary pedagogy 
Technology and up-to-date pedagogical approaches are used appropriately to support learning outcomes and student engagement. 
	 
	 

	Assessment 
Is there evidence that the session actively assesses or checks learners’ understanding of the intended learning outcomes? Consider whether the facilitator engages learners through questioning, activities, discussions, or other methods that allow learners to demonstrate their understanding and progress towards the ILOs. 
	 
	 

	Professionalism and values 
Evidence of respectful, inclusive, and ethical practice by the staff member (including how expectations for professional behaviour are communicated to students if appropriate for the programme and managed in the session). 
	 
	 

	If relevant: 
GTAs were effectively prepared and supported during the session. 
	 
	 

	If relevant: 
Supporting  asynchronous materials signposted or referenced appropriately during the session. 
	 
	 

	If relevant – lab sessions: 
Health and safety requirements for the lab clearly explained to all students and all students were facilitated to have sufficient access to equipment. 
	 
	 


 
Section D — Summary from Reviewer 
	Key strengths / areas of outstanding practice observed 
	 

	Constructive ideas for development 
	 

	Suggested actions or next steps (including recommendation to ADP for Advance HE fellowship/NTF/CATE/teaching feature, specific literature, pedagogic tools or frameworks recommended) 
	 


 
Section E — Post-Dialogue Reflection (Reviewee completes) 
	Which aspects of this feedback have you found most helpful and why? 
	 

	Is there anything you would change about your teaching based on this experience?  
	 

	Is there any further support, resources or CPD that you would find helpful?  
	 


 
Section F — Sign-off 
	Reviewee Name 
	Signature 
	Date 

	Reviewer Name  
	Signature 
	Date 




