ITAA Salon Session Proposal Evaluation Rubric
	Criteria
	Excellent (5~4 points)
	Good (3~2 points)
	Needs Improvement (1~0 point)

	Topic & Rationale
	Clearly defined, innovative, and highly relevant topic with a strong rationale for using the Salon format instead of other conference formats, with strong relevance to the ITAA community.
	Somewhat well-defined and relevant topic with a somewhat reasonable justification for the Salon format, with some involvement in the ITAA community.
	The topic is vague, lacks relevance, or fails to justify the need for the Salon format or its relevance to the ITAA community.

	Expected Participation & Engagement
	Clearly defines the number of active participants and provides a strong rationale for participant engagement.
	Provides an estimate of active participants with some details and rationale for participant engagement.
	Unclear or missing discussion of participant engagement.

	Format & Submission Types (papers, abstracts, creative work, video, or other type of outlet)
	Well-articulated format with diverse and appropriate submission types that align with the Salon goals.
	Format and submission types are somewhat clear and appropriate.
	Format is unclear, or submission types are missing/inappropriate.

	Pre-Conference Participation
	Provides a detailed and well-organized plan for participant involvement before the conference.
	Mentions pre-conference involvement with some detail.
	No pre-conference involvement is planned or described.

	Conference Session Structure & Audience Engagement
	Well-developed session format that fosters dynamic participant contributions and audience involvement.
	Somewhat clearly structured session with some audience engagement.
	Session format is poorly defined or does not involve the audience.

	Logistical Support Needs
	Clearly outlines logistical needs and provides feasible requirements.
	Identifies some logistical needs with some specificity.
	Logistical requirements are missing or unrealistic.

	Proposed Outputs & External Partnerships
	Clearly articulates post-conference outputs and includes confirmed external partnerships (e.g., journals, museums).
	Proposes post-conference outputs with some mention of external partnerships.
	No discussion of post-conference outputs or partnerships.


Total Score: ____ / 35
Evaluation Notes:
(Comments on strengths, areas for improvement)


