Innovative Practice Category Review Criteria

Rubric for Innovative Practice
Submissions
Submissions under the Innovative Practice category should demonstrate appropriate rigor and
reflective depth when outlining the novel practice at their and other institutions. A high impact paper in this
category is one that develops new and intriguing insights in the context of ongoing research, builds on
previous practice as documented in the literature, and/or presents preliminary analysis of empirical data.
The criteria for papers in this category are the following:
•
•
•
•

To what extent are the practices described in the paper extensible, innovative or impactful
translations of pedagogical research to educational practice?
Does the work demonstrate knowledge of related work and discuss the relevance of the submission's
contribution in the context of the prior literature in the field and other relevant areas?
What is the breadth of the audience that will be interested in the subject of the paper?
To what extent is the paper professionally written? All papers must be submitted in English.

Full Paper
Full papers should demonstrate scholarly quality as evaluated on the strength of the methodology used,
the quality/depth of the theoretical foundation, and the quality/depth of the analysis and related
discussion. In addition, these should maintain a high level of scholarly quality, reflecting on how this work
extends/is distinguished from other work attempted in similar areas.
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and summarize
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originality;
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new work
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established
contribution to
engineering
education.
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submission is
significance
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interesting points
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Rate and assess enhancing the quality
the organization, of the submission
language and
English expression
used in the
submission.
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effectiveness of
of related work that
relating this work in effectively relates to
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the contribution
strong knowledge
of related and prior
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missing literature.
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the content of this
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Accept
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Short Paper
Short paper (i.e., Work-in-Progress) innovative practice submissions should outline the innovation and
how it improves upon prior practice. Short papers should introduce new ideas and encourage a discourse
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that can potentially advance the field in some way. The phrase "Work in Progress: " must
be the first words of the abstract.
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