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PreK-12 Educational Evaluation TIG Proposal Review Worksheet 2017 

 

This worksheet is a supporting document for the proposal review, which will be completed 

using Google Forms.  For each proposal, select the most appropriate number for each review 

category, and make comments to the author and the review team directly into the Google 

Form(https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSeQpj4-

xiVVkA7mExdZVIIK4wBIA10rGzTYgkRUzcqli8YebQ/viewform?usp=send_form).  

Your ratings will be summed, and those proposals with the highest cumulative scores will be 

selected for the Evaluation 2017 conference. 

REVIEW CRITERIA 

A. Relevance to PreK-12 Topics and Interests.   
Please identify the topic(s) with which this proposal best aligns (select all that apply):  

a) Accountability and education policy n) Professional development (e.g., 
teacher induction) 

b) After-school/out-of-school time (OST) 
programs  

o) Program implementation/fidelity 

c) Best practices in educational evaluation p) School level (PreK): Early 
childhood education & school 
readiness 

d) College access/career readiness q) School level (K-5): Elementary 
education 

e) Curriculum & instruction: Common Core 
State Standards (CCSS) 

r) School level (6-8): Middle grades 
education 

f) Curriculum & instruction: Literacy s) School level (9-12): High school 
education 

g) Curriculum & instruction: Science, 
Technology, Engineering, & Mathematics 
(STEM) 

t) Social justice/equity 

h) Curriculum & instruction: Other u) Student achievement (e.g., test 
scores) 

i) Educator evaluation (e.g., teachers, 
administrators, counselors) 

v) Teacher quality/effectiveness 

j) Measurement & assessment w) Technology in education 

k) Non-curricular programs (e.g., character 
education, prevention programs) 

x) Urban schools 

https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSeQpj4-xiVVkA7mExdZVIIK4wBIA10rGzTYgkRUzcqli8YebQ/viewform?usp=send_form
https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSeQpj4-xiVVkA7mExdZVIIK4wBIA10rGzTYgkRUzcqli8YebQ/viewform?usp=send_form
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l) Non-traditional schools (e.g., self-paced 
instruction, homeschooling, distance 
learning) 

y) Other (Please identify a topic): 

m) Organizational learning/evaluation 
capacity building 

 
B. Relevance to the Conference Theme, "From Learning to Action" 

(http://www.eval.org/page/evaluation-2017-proposal-submissions). 
To what extent does the proposal address the conference theme?  

1. Not at all 

2. A little 

3. Somewhat 

4. To a great extent 

Reviewer Comments: 

 

C. Quality of Writing/Clarity/Organization.  
The proposal should meet high standards of quality.  Expanded to a manuscript, a very 
high quality proposal would likely be published in a peer-reviewed journal.  

1. Very low quality 

2. Somewhat low quality 

3. Somewhat high quality 

4. Very high quality 

Reviewer Comments: 

 

For Section D, please complete EITHER D1 or D2, depending on the session type of the 
proposal.  

Respond to D1 if the proposal is for a paper, multipaper, panel, or poster.  

Respond to D2 if the proposal is for a demonstration, skill-building workshop, expert lecture, 
roundtable, think tank, ignite presentation, or birds of a feather gathering.  

For the item to which you are NOT responding, please select N/A for Not Applicable. 

 
D1. Quality of Methods. 
Papers, multipapers, panels, or posters ONLY. 

How would you rate the rigor and appropriateness of the methods used in this proposal? 

1. Very low quality 

2. Somewhat low quality 

3. Somewhat high quality 

4. Very high quality 

N/A 

Reviewer Comments: 
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D2. Clarity of Purpose. 
Demonstrations, skill-building workshops, expert lectures, roundtables, think tanks, ignite 
presentations, or birds of a feather gatherings ONLY. 

Goals and objectives should be clearly stated, and the proposal as written will support 
those aims. How would you rate the clarity of purpose of this proposal? 

1. Very unclear purpose 

2. Somewhat unclear purpose 

3. Somewhat clear purpose 

4. Very clear purpose 

N/A 

Reviewer Comments: 

 

E. Innovativeness of Proposal. 
This refers to the introduction of new ideas and methods, and the potential to promote 
the development of new skills and knowledge within PreK-12 educational evaluation. 

1. Very mundane 

2. Somewhat mundane 

3. Somewhat innovative 

4. Very innovative 

Reviewer Comments: 

 

F. Focus on Evaluation Methods, Theories, Policies, and Practices. 
This refers to a proposal's focus on issues in and about evaluation methods, theories, 
policies, and practices that may advance the field of evaluation and evaluation practice, 
rather than a focus on the results, findings, and circumstances related only to a specific 
evaluation.   

1. Focused on specific evaluation findings 
with no reference to evaluation concepts 

2. Focused on specific evaluation findings 
with little reference to evaluation 
concepts 

3. Somewhat focused on evaluation concepts 

4. Highly focused on evaluation concepts 

Reviewer Comments: 
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G. Impact of Proposal. 
To what extent do you believe the findings or methods described in this proposal might 
be used to guide decision making or changes in an educational setting in general? 

1. Not at all 

2. A little 

3. Somewhat 

4. To a great extent 

Reviewer Comments: 

 

H. Comments to the author (comments are required here if none have been made 
above). 
The reviewer may explicitly state what will make the presentation more appealing (this 
could be other evaluations to consider, other publications, ideas on relating the 
presentation to the conference theme, etc.). 

 
 
 
 

 

I. Comments to the PreK-12 Educational Evaluation TIG Leadership Team only 
regarding this proposal, the review criteria, and/or the review process in general 
(optional):  

 
 
 
 
 

 


