
 

 

Appendix B 
 
Session Selection Grading 
Each dimension graded on a likert scale of 0-5 
 
Is content relevant to middle level education? 

 
5 = Very relevant 0 = Not relevant 
 
 
Does the content reflect the characteristic of This We Believe? 

5 = Consistent with the 14 
characteristics of This We Believe 

0 = Not consistent with the concepts 
of This We Believe 

 
 
Is the proposal clear and concise? 

5 = The proposal is clear and 
concise.  The session title and 
description reflect the expected 
session content as presented in the 
abstract. 

0 = The proposal is confusing or 
inconsistent. 

 
 
Are learning objectives clear, relevant, and realistic? 

5 = The learning objectives (Goals) 
are clear, relevant to the topics, and 
realistic. 

0 = The learning objectives are 
unclear, not relevant to the topic 

being presented, or unrealistic to 
accomplish in a 75-minute session.  

 
 
Does the presenter demonstrate expertise in the topic? 

5 = The presenter is clearly an 
expert on the topic. 

0 = The presenter does not appear 
to be an expert on the topic. 

 
 
Is current information being presented? 

5 = The information being presented 
is up-to-date and reflects current 
knowledge. 

0 = The information is outdated, 
incorrect, or irrelevant. 

 
 



 

 

Is the information presented innovative and new? 

5 = The information being presented 
reflects the latest research, 
innovative approaches, or new 
ideas. 

0 = The information is not new or 
innovative, and is likely common 

knowledge to the intended 
audience. 

 
 
Importance of the topic 

5 = The topic is of the utmost 
importance to middle level 
education, students, teachers, or 
administrators. 

0 = The topic is of no importance to 
middle level education. 

 
 
Past session evaluations 

5 = Very 
positive past 
evaluations 
(ratings of 4.8 or 
higher) These 
represent the 
top 1/6th of all 
evaluations 
received. 

4 = Positive 
past evaluations 
(ratings of 4.6 to 
4.8) These 
represent the 
2nd 1/6th of all 
evaluations 
received. 

3 = No past 
evaluation data 
or average past 
evaluations 
(ratings of 4.5 to 
4.6) These 
represent the 3rd 
1/6th of all 
evaluations 
received. 

2 = Less 
positive or 
inconsistent 
past evaluations 
(ratings of 4.3 to 
4.5 or ratings 
where some are 
very high and 
some are very 
low) These 
represent the 4th 
1/6th of all 
evaluations 
received. 

1 = Negative 
past evaluations 
(ratings of 4.0 to 
4.3) These 
represent the 5th 
1/6th of all 
evaluations 
received. 

0 = Very low 
past evaluation 
ratings (ratings 
of less than 4.0) 
These represent 
the bottom 1/6th 
of all 
evaluations 
received. 

 
 
Expected session attendance 

5 = The topic or presenter is 
expected to draw a large number of 
session attendees. 

0 = The session or presenter is very 
unlikely to get many session 
attendees. 

 


