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	Applicant name:
	




Please take an appreciative and holistic approach:
	Criterion
	Met 
	Why not met
	What is needed (specific details of what parts of the submission need addressing. Write: “In Case Study 1, in your opening paragraph there is an opportunity to reflect more and tell us why you made the decision to…” Rather than: “You need to demonstrate more reflection.”)

	1
You have demonstrated that your practice produces positive outcomes across all 5 elements in each of the 3 dimensions of the Framework for the Accreditation of Professional Standards (FAPS).

	Yes/No
	
	

	2
You have demonstrated reflection and the application of critical analysis to your work and have acted upon this.

	Yes/No
	
	

	3
Your work is presented in a manner that demonstrates awareness of the requirements of the audience and the context of professional standards accreditation.

	Yes/No
	
	

	

	4
You can reference key research, literature or other forms of evidence to support or underpin your practice and the decisions that you take.

	Yes/No
	
	

	5
Your Referees validate and support your submission and the evidence that you produce.

	Yes/No
	
	







Comments
	Please provide positive feedback on an aspect of the applicant’s submission:












	Chair name:
	
	Panel date:
	

	Panel decision:
	Awarded / Award Pending / Not yet awarded



The NADP Confidentiality Statement was read out and agreed to by all Panel Members: Y/N
					[image: ]
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