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Peer-Review of Teaching – 2026 Semester 1
For each question select the best response that represents your opinion.
COURSE DETAILS
Name of the lecturer:
…………………………………………………………………………
Course code and title: ……………………………..
Department: …………………………….
Mode of lecture delivery: Face-Face / Online/ Both
Level: ……………………….
Semester: …………………………..

Date of review: MM / DD/ YYYY………………………

EVALUATOR INFORMATION
Peer- reviewer’s
name: ………………………………………………………………
………..
Designation: Senior Prof. / Prof. / Associate Prof.
/Senior Lecturer Gr. I/ Senior Lecturer Gr. II/
lecturer
Teaching Experience: ……………………………………..
Has obtained Certificate of Teaching in Higher
Education (CTHE): ………………………..
If Yes, year qualification obtained: ……………………

SECTION 01 - GENERAL

01. Demonstrates the ability to employ a variety of teaching strategies to facilitate student
comprehension and engagement.

Strongly Agree / Agree/ Neutral/ Disagree/ Strongly Disagree/ Not Applicable

02. Intended learning outcomes are clearly presented
Strongly Agree / Agree/ Neutral/ Disagree/ Strongly Disagree/ Not Applicable

03. The lecturer maintained an interactive learning environment
Strongly Agree / Agree/ Neutral/ Disagree/ Strongly Disagree/ Not Applicable

04. The lecturer was well prepared for the lecture/discussion.
Strongly Agree / Agree/ Neutral/ Disagree/ Strongly Disagree/ Not Applicable

05. The lecture was enhanced with appropriate visual and auditory elements
Strongly Agree / Agree/ Neutral/ Disagree/ Strongly Disagree/ Not Applicable

06. The lecturer was responsive to verbal questions from students
Strongly Agree / Agree/ Neutral/ Disagree/ Strongly Disagree/ Not Applicable

07. What are the positive aspects of the lecturer’s teaching methodology?
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

08. Can you identify areas for reflection and possible improvement?
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
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SECTION 02 – Maintaining the LMS

09. Provides orientation to the course and its structure.
Strongly Agree / Agree/ Neutral/ Disagree/ Strongly Disagree/ Not Applicable

10. The course content is enhanced with appropriate visual and auditory elements, i.e. videos, narrated
lectures, supplementary material, problem-sets etc.

Strongly Agree / Agree/ Neutral/ Disagree/ Strongly Disagree

11. LMS has been effectively organized to deliver the learning outcomes/TLA activities/variety of TLA
methods appropriately.

Strongly Agree / Agree/ Neutral/ Disagree/ Strongly Disagree/ Not Applicable

12. Tools available on the LMS are used efficiently to facilitate student learning.
Strongly Agree / Agree/ Neutral/ Disagree/ Strongly Disagree

SECTION 03: POST-OBSERVATION CONSULTATION AND FEEDBACK

A face-to-face discussion / feed-back session between the teacher and the reviewer/s should take place
immediately or soon after the teaching session. In this session the reviewers are expected to discuss the
positive and negative aspects of teaching observed and also the possible ways to improve, if needed.
Written report (the completed peer-review form) then shall be signed by both parties and shall be sent
to the IQAC, with a copy to the Head of the relevant department of study, for observations/ analysis /
any further action.

16. Reviewer’s comments:

Signature & Date:

17. Teacher’s comments :

Signature & Date:


