	
	
	



[bookmark: _GoBack]OER Editorial Review 
Purpose:  The Editorial Board reviews proposed OERs following established criteria to ensure consistent quality in CNM OER publications. 
Criteria marked “complete/yes” are deemed suitable for CNM instruction and licensing purposes.  Criteria not marked may require additional work by the authors, prior to be approved for publication.
Title of text under review: Click here to enter title.
Author(s) of text under review: Click here to enter author names.
Reviewer Name: Click here to enter name.
	OER Editorial Review Checklist
Criteria 
	Complete: Check Yes 

	Alignment to Objectives/Relevancy
· Is the text fully aligned with the course objectives? 
	☐

	· Are student learning objectives comprehensively addressed? 
	☐

	Currency/Longevity  
· Is the content appropriately current?
	

	· Will the text remain current and valid for a reasonable length of time.
	☐

	· Is the text organized and written in a way which will make future updates relatively easy to implement? 
	☐

	Subject Matter Coverage/Authority/Accuracy
· Is the content thorough, authoritative, and appropriate (perspective, depth of coverage, reading level, language, number quality and relevance of visuals? 
	☐

	· Is the content accurate and valid 
	☐

	· Is the presentation understandable by the target audience?
	☐

	· Does the author present main ideas clearly? 
	☐

	· Does the text connect related concepts?
	☐

	· Is the text unbiased, fair and culturally sensitive? Does the text use examples that are inclusive of a variety of cultural experiences and perspectives? 
	☐


	· Is the text free from errors? 
	

	Organization/Structure  
· Do the topics flow in a clear and logical order?  
	☐

	· Is appropriate introductory material provided?
	☐

	· Does the text culminate with information which supports summative and formative assessments? 
	

	· Does the text support objective and accurate measurement of student proficiencies?
	☐

	Usability for students 
· Is the content provided in a learner-centered format
	☐

	· Does the text follow a consistent framework and use consistent formatting, headings, subheadings, and labeling of graphics?
	☐

	· Does the text provide adequate context or definitions for technical terms, jargon or acronyms used? 
	☐

	· Can the content be accessed and used on a variety of devices?  
· Is the material provided in printable format?
	☐


	Usability for instructors 
· Does the text provide a strong framework to support the course outcomes? 
	☐

	· Does the text allow flexibility for faculty to make changes to improve course organization, to engage students  or to support varied teaching styles?
	☐

	Licensing 
· Are attributions and license information of source works  present, sufficient, clear, and consistent?
	☐

	· Is/are the source work(s) used according to license?
	☐

	· Is the authorship and license information provided for the work and sub-portions of the work under review complete, clear and appropriate for sharing?
	☐

	Accessibility  
· Has/have the authors provided the Accessibility checklist? 
See: CNM’s ADA Accessibility Checklist
	☐
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