
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
DIRECTIONS:  Login to the InfoReady platform to rate each of your assigned proposals. Please rate each 
evaluation component on a scale of 1–5, using the NISTS2021 Session Evaluation Rubric and questions listed 
below for reference. Please note that Info Ready requires brief comments/rationale for each rating.   
 
 

Detail and Organization 1 
Unacceptable 

2  
Weak 

3 
Acceptable 

4 
Good 

5 
Excellent 

1. Do the session title and abstract match the detailed description? 
2. Has the presenter clearly and succinctly described the session? Is the information organized in a logical and 

readable manner? 
3. Is the proposal written in a professional tone and use correct spelling, grammar, capitalization, and punctuation? 

 

Learning Outcomes  1 
Unacceptable 

2  
Weak 

3 
Acceptable 

4 
Good 

5 
Excellent 

1. Are the session outcomes clearly stated?  
2. Do the outcomes promote relevant, practical, and applicable takeaways for the intended audience?  

   

Outline and  
Engagement Strategies 

1 
Unacceptable 

2  
Weak 

3 
Acceptable 

4 
Good 

5 
Excellent 

1. Does the session outline create a clear picture of how this presentation will flow? Does it seem likely that everything 
can be completed during the allotted timeframe? 

2. Does the presenter adequately explain how session participants will be engaged throughout the presentation? Are 
there plenty of opportunities for participants to reflect, interact, and/or ask questions? 

 

Significance and Applicability 1 
Unacceptable 

2  
Weak 

3 
Acceptable 

4 
Good 

5 
Excellent 

1. Does the proposal demonstrate some level of creativity, uniqueness, and timeliness in the approach or topic being 
presented? 

2. Are conference attendees likely to find this session relevant and important to the transfer field—i.e. working with, 
advocating for, and/or conducting research on transfer student populations? 

3. Is the session content applicable to other systems, sectors, or institution types and sizes? 
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Presenter Expertise 1 
Unacceptable 

2  
Weak 

3 
Acceptable 

4 
Good 

5 
Excellent 

1. Does the proposal include references to specific theoretical models, relevant research, or demonstrated best 
practices? Are these references properly cited? 

2. Does the proposal include an overview of available assessment data or attempt to connect findings to bigger 
implications for the transfer field? 

3. Based on the presenter’s ability to describe the topic area and convey its importance:  Does the presenter have the 
knowledge and experience necessary to lead the proposed session? Will the presenter’s experience and/or 
expertise provide important or unique perspectives on the given topic? 

4. If Applicable:  If the session mentions any sort of collaboration or partnership, do the presenters represent a variety 
of the roles, disciplines, and/or institutions being discussed?  

   

Session Theme 1 
No 

2  
Yes 

Does the selected session theme match the overall theme of the content?  If no, please suggest an alternate theme 
designation. 

 

Final Recommendation 1 
Do Not Accept 

2  
Accept as  

Poster Session 
3 

Accept with 
Revisions 

4 
Accept as  

Written 

Please provide the rationale for your overall recommendation below. Although the comments you write in this section 
might be forwarded to the presenter(s), your name will remain anonymous. 

 
Comments to Administrator:  

Feel free to include comments that only the Administrator can see (for internal use only). 

 
 
 
 


