[bookmark: _GoBack]1. ORAL OR POSTER PRESENTATIONS
Oral and poster presentations will be categorized as either SBCC or EE or both as indicated by the submitter. Abstracts in this program format may address either of the first two main conference themes: What Works? and Making Sense of the Field Now. Oral presentations and will be empanelled by the program committee into sessions. Posters will be presented within the exhibition space at designated times during the Summit. Whether an abstract is programmed as an oral presentation in a panel session or as a poster presentation will be determined by the program committee.

a. RESEARCH-ORIENTED ABSTRACT

1. Alignment with conference themes 
How well does the abstract address how to change norms, shift behavior, and/or amplify voice? [link to description of Themes here]

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

2. Clarity of content
Are the ideas in the abstract clearly expressed?

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

3. Importance of the main idea in the abstract
How important is the main idea in the abstract to the field of SBCC and/or EE?

   Not at all							         Very
   important  							      important
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

4. Strength of study design & methodology
Was the study designed and implemented well?

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

5. Strength of analysis
Were the right analysis techniques used and used well?

  Very weak							     Very strong
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

6. Strength of evidence for change
How strong is the evidence that something specific (e.g., theory of change, program approach, message content) caused change?

  Very weak							     Very strong
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

7. Value of contribution to SBCC and/or EE field
Does this work add value to the body of knowledge?

    No value							     High value
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

8. Actionable and scalable conclusions
Do insights from this work have potential for adaptation, replication and/or scaling up in other settings?

   Not at all							     Very much
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

Overall recommendation
☐ Definitely accept this abstract
☐ Accept this abstract if space allows
☐ Definitely reject this abstract

Comments/recommendations to share with the submitter
[Text box]

Confidential comments to selection committee
[Text box]



b. PROGRAM-ORIENTED ABSTRACT

i. THEME 1: WHAT WORKS?
Abstracts submitted in this category should explicitly focus on evidence for what works in shifting norms, changing behaviors and amplifying voice. 

1. Alignment with conference themes 
How well does the abstract address how to change norms, shift behavior, and/or amplify voice? [link to description of Themes here]

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

2. Clarity of content
Are the ideas in the abstract clearly expressed?

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

3. Importance of the main idea in the abstract
How important is the main idea in the abstract to the field of SBCC and/or EE?

   Not at all							         Very
   important  							      important
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

4. Strength of program design & implementation
To what extent was the design and implementation of the program guided by evidence?

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

5. Use of monitoring and evaluation
To what extent was monitoring and evaluation used to ensure a match between strategy and activities?

   Not at all							     Very much
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

6. Strength of evidence for change
How strong is the evidence that something specific in the program (e.g., theory of change, program approach, message content) caused the change described?

  Very weak							     Very strong
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

7. Value of contribution to SBCC and/or EE field
Does this work add value to the body of knowledge?

    No value							     High value
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

8. Actionable and scalable conclusions
Do insights from this work have potential for adaptation, replication and/or scaling up in other settings?

   Not at all							     Very much
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

Overall recommendation
☐ Definitely accept this abstract
☐ Accept this abstract if space allows
☐ Definitely reject this abstract

Comments/recommendations to share with the submitter
[Text box]

Confidential comments to selection committee
[Text box]



ii. THEME 2: MAKING SENSE OF THE FIELD NOW
Abstracts submitted for Theme 2 should aim to help the audience better understand the current state of SBCC and EE in relation to current development challenges (e.g., current national and international conditions and trends) and to reflect on how the field is organized (e.g., through dialogue, inclusion, space for innovation and risk taking) and conceptualized (e.g., through models, standards, policies) with an explicit focus on real-time programming. 

1. Alignment with conference themes 
How well does the abstract address how to change norms, shift behavior, and/or amplify voice? [link to description of Themes here]

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

2. Clarity of content
Are the ideas in the abstract clearly expressed?

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

3. Importance of the main idea in the abstract
How important is the main idea in the abstract to the field of SBCC and/or EE?

   Not at all							         Very
   important  							      important
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

4. Strength of program design & implementation
To what extent was the design and implementation of the program guided by evidence?

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

5. Use of monitoring and evaluation
To what extent was monitoring and evaluation used to ensure a match between strategy and activities?

   Not at all							     Very much
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

6. Strength of evidence for change
How strong is the evidence that something specific in the program (e.g., theory of change, program approach, message content) caused the change described?

  Very weak							     Very strong
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

7. Value of contribution to SBCC and/or EE field
Does this work add value to the body of knowledge?

    No value							     High value
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

8. Actionable and scalable conclusions
Do insights from this work have potential for adaptation, replication and/or scaling up in other settings?

   Not at all							     Very much
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

Overall recommendation
☐ Definitely accept this abstract
☐ Accept this abstract if space allows
☐ Definitely reject this abstract

Comments/recommendations to share with the submitter
[Text box]

Confidential comments to selection committee
[Text box]



2. PRE-FORMED PANELS

a. THEME 1: WHAT WORKS?
Abstracts submitted in this category should explicitly focus on evidence for what works in shifting norms, changing behaviors and amplifying voice. 

i. RESEARCH-ORIENTED PANELS

Consider the overview and all the papers in the panel as a whole:

1. Alignment with conference themes 
How well does the proposal address how to change norms, shift behavior, and/or amplify voice? [link to description of Themes here]

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

2. Clarity of content
Are the ideas in the proposal clearly expressed?

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

3. Importance of the main idea in the proposal
How important is the main idea in the proposal to the field of SBCC and/or EE?

   Not at all							         Very
   important  							      important
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

4. Broad range of perspectives represented
How well does the panel reflect multiple conceptual, methodological and/or organizational perspectives?

   Not at all							     Very well
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

5. Sound conclusions in terms of evidence presented
Are the conclusions consistent with the evidence?

   Not at all							     Very much
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

6. Actionable and scalable conclusions
Do insights from this panel have potential for adaptation, replication and/or scaling up in other settings?

   Not at all							     Very much
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

7. Unique contributions of the individual papers to overall panel objectives
Does each individual paper contribute something unique and valuable to the overall objective of the panel?

   Not at all							     Very much
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

8. Strength of study design & methodology
Overall, were the studies in this panel designed and implemented well?

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

9. Strength of analysis
Overall, did the studies in this panel use the right analysis techniques and use them well?

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

10. Strength of evidence for change
Overall, how strong is the evidence in the papers that something specific (e.g., theory of change, program approach, message content) caused change?

  Very weak							     Very strong
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

Overall recommendation
☐ Definitely accept this panel proposal
☐ Accept this pael proposal if space allows
☐ Definitely reject this panel proposal

Comments/recommendations to share with the submitter
[Text box]

Confidential comments to selection committee
[Text box]



ii. PROGRAM-ORIENTED PANELS

Consider the overview and all the papers in the panel as a whole:

1. Alignment with conference themes 
How well does the proposal address how to change norms, shift behavior, and/or amplify voice? [link to description of Themes here]

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

2. Clarity of content
Are the ideas in the proposal clearly expressed?

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

3. Importance of the main idea in the proposal
How important is the main idea in the proposal to the field of SBCC and/or EE?

   Not at all							         Very
   important  							      important
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

4. Broad range of perspectives represented
How well does the panel reflect multiple conceptual, methodological and/or organizational perspectives?

   Not at all							     Very well
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

5. Sound conclusions in terms of evidence presented
Are the conclusions consistent with the evidence?

   Not at all							     Very much
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

6. Actionable and scalable conclusions
Do insights from this panel have potential for adaptation, replication and/or scaling up in other settings?

   Not at all							     Very much
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

7. Unique contributions of the individual papers to overall panel objectives
Does each individual paper contribute something unique and valuable to the overall objective of the panel?

   Not at all							     Very much
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

8. Strength of program design & implementation
Overall, to what extent was the design and implementation of the programs described guided by evidence?

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

9. Use of monitoring and evaluation
Overall, to what extent did the programs described use monitoring and evaluation to ensure a match between strategy and activities?

   Not at all							     Very much
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

10. Strength of evidence for change
Overall, how strong is the evidence that something specific in the programs described (e.g., theory of change, program approach, message content) caused changes that were reported?

  Very weak							     Very strong
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

Overall recommendation
☐ Definitely accept this panel proposal
☐ Accept this pael proposal if space allows
☐ Definitely reject this panel proposal

Comments/recommendations to share with the submitter
[Text box]

Confidential comments to selection committee
[Text box]



b. THEME 2: MAKING SENSE OF THE FIELD NOW
Abstracts submitted for Theme 2 should aim to help the audience better understand the current state of SBCC and EE in relation to current development challenges (e.g., current national and international conditions and trends) and to reflect on how the field is organized (e.g., through dialogue, inclusion, space for innovation and risk taking) and conceptualized (e.g., through models, standards, policies) with an explicit focus on real-time programming. 

i. RESEARCH-ORIENTED PANELS

Consider the overview and all the papers the panel as a whole:

1. Alignment with conference themes 
How well does the proposal address how to make sense of the field now?

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

2. Clarity of content
Are the ideas/insights in this proposal clearly expressed?

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

3. Importance of the main idea in the proposal
How important is the main idea in the proposal to the field of SBCC and/or EE?

   Not at all							         Very
   important  							      important
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

4. Broad range of perspectives represented
How well does the panel reflect multiple conceptual, methodological and/or organizational perspectives?

   Not at all  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

5. Innovativeness
To what extent does this panel theme break new ground methodologically, conceptually, programmatically?

  Not at all  							     Very much
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

6. Actionable and scalable conclusions
Do insights from this panel have potential for adaptation, replication and/or scaling up in other settings?

   Not at all							     Very much
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

7. Unique contribution of the individual papers to overall panel objectives
Does each individual paper contribute something unique and valuable to the overall objective of the panel?

   Not at all							     Very much
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

8. Strength of study design & methodology
Were the studies designed and implemented well?

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

9. Strength of analysis
Were the right analysis techniques used and used well?

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

10. Strength of evidence for insights
How well do study results support recommendations for innovation/new directions for the field?

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

Overall recommendation
☐ Definitely accept this panel proposal
☐ Accept this panel proposal if space allows
☐ Definitely reject this panel proposal

Comments/recommendations to share with the submitter
[Text box]

Confidential comments to selection committee
[Text box]



ii. PROGRAM-ORIENTED PANELS

Consider the overview and all the papers in the panel as a whole:

1. Alignment with conference themes 
How well does the proposal address how to make sense of the field now?

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

2. Clarity of content
Are the ideas/insights in this proposal clearly expressed?

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

3. Importance of the main idea in the abstract
How important is the main idea in the abstract to the field of SBCC and/or EE?

   Not at all							         Very
   important  							      important
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

4. Broad range of perspectives represented
How well does the panel reflect multiple conceptual, methodological and/or organizational perspectives?

   Not at all  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

5. Innovativeness
To what extent does this panel theme break new ground methodologically, conceptually, programmatically?

  Not at all  							     Very much
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

6. Actionable and scalable conclusions
Do insights from this panel have potential for adaptation, replication and/or scaling up in other settings?

   Not at all							     Very much
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

7. Unique contribution of the individual papers to overall panel objectives
Does each individual paper contribute something unique and valuable to the overall objective of the panel?

   Not at all							     Very much
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

8. Strength of program design & implementation
Overall, to what extent was the design and implementation of the programs described guided by evidence?

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

9. Use of monitoring and evaluation
Overall, to what extent did the programs described use monitoring and evaluation to ensure a match between strategy and activities?

   Not at all							     Very much
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

10. Strength of evidence for change
Overall, how strong is the evidence that something specific in the programs described (e.g., theory of change, program approach, message content) caused changes that were reported?

  Very weak							     Very strong
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

Overall recommendation
☐ Definitely accept this panel proposal
☐ Accept this panel proposal if space allows
☐ Definitely reject this panel proposal

Comments/recommendations to share with the submitter
[Text box]

Confidential comments to selection committee
[Text box]



3. COMM TALKS
Comm Talks provide a platform to showcase well-formed ideas or share key experiences in 10 minutes or less. Idea should be new or surprising, a challenge to the status quo, or a compelling new argument to a well established and accepted idea. Comm Talks should be presented as a narrative rather than presentation format. They may address any of the three main conference tracks: What Works? Making Sense of the Field Now. Voice and Agenda Setting.

1. Alignment with conference themes 
Does the abstract address one or more of the main conference themes? [link to description of Tracks here]

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

2. Clarity of content
Are the ideas in this proposal clearly expressed?

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

3. Importance of the main idea in the proposal
How important is the main idea in the proposal to the field of SBCC and/or EE?

   Not at all							         Very
   important  							      important
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

4. Compellingness of the idea or experience
Will this talk capture the imagination of the audience?

   Not at all							     Very much
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

5. Structure of the talk
Is there a clear structure that includes evidence and/or observations and draws a larger conclusion?

         No							                   Very clear
    Structure							       structure
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

6. Appropriateness of approach for time limit (10 minutes maximum)
Is the format of the talk compatible with the limited time allocated?

   Not at all							     Very much
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

7. Value of contribution to SBCC and/or EE field
Does this work add value to the body of knowledge?

    No value							     High value
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

8. Actionable conclusions
To what extent can the insights/conclusions from this talk be applied in practical settings?

   Not at all							     Very much
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

Overall recommendation
☐ Definitely accept this proposal
☐ Accept this proposal if space allows
☐ Definitely reject this proposal

Comments/recommendations to share with the submitter
[Text box]

Confidential comments to selection committee
[Text box]



4. MULTIMEDIA SHOWCASE
The multimedia video showcase is a forum that features viewing of multimedia used in SBCC or EE programs. Media include film, television, vine videos, mobile platforms, animation, comics, transmedia and interactive websites. Live performance or theater will also be considered. Rather than panel presentations, sessions should be designed to offer the audience the opportunity to view the featured product and provide a 1-2 minute introduction. Submissions may reflect any of the three main conference tracks: What Works? Making Sense of the Field Now. Voice and Agenda Setting.

1. Alignment with conference themes 
How well does the abstract address one or more of the main conference themes? [link to description of Tracks here]

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

2. Clarity of content
Are the ideas in this proposal clearly expressed?

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

3. Importance of the main idea addressed by the material
How important is the main idea in the material to be presented to the field of SBCC and/or EE?

   Not at all							         Very
   important  							      important
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

4. Use of evidence in development of this material
To what extent was the design and use of the materials described guided by evidence?

   Not at all							     Very much
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

5. Quality and creativity of feature
How would you rate the production quality and creativity reflected in this material?

       Poor  							     Excellent
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

6. Contribution to outcomes
To what extent is the contribution of this material to positive outcomes described?

   Not at all							    Very clearly
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

7. Value of contribution to SBCC and/or EE field
Does this work add value to the body of knowledge?

    No value							     High value
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

8. Actionable and scalable lessons learned
Do insights from production/use of the material have potential for adaptation, replication and/or scaling up?

   Not at all							     Very much
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

Overall recommendation
☐ Definitely accept this proposal
☐ Accept this proposal if space allows
☐ Definitely reject this proposal

Comments/recommendations to share with the submitter
[Text box]

Confidential comments to selection committee
[Text box]




5. SKILLS BUILDING WORKSHOPS
Skills-building workshop sessions will provide participants with the opportunity to develop new and strengthen existing skills for SBCC or EE. Workshops should provide skill building in areas such as, but not limited to, research, communication channels, advocacy, program planning, design, implementation, monitoring and evaluation, theories and approaches. Length of the workshop: two hours. Workshops may address either of the first two main conference tracks: What Works? Making Sense of the Field Now.

1. Alignment with conference themes 
How well does the abstract address one or more of the main conference themes? [link to description of Tracks here]

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

2. Clarity of learning objectives
Are the objectives of this workshop clearly expressed from a learner’s perspective?

      Poorly  							     Very well
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

3. Importance of the skills addressed
How important are the skills addressed in this workshop to the field of SBCC and/or EE?

   Not at all							         Very
   important  							      important
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

4. Feasibility of skills taught in the workshop
How likely is it that participants will be able to apply the skills/methodology to work in the field after the workshop?

Very unlikely  							     Very likely
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

5. Appropriateness of instructional format for time proposed (1 hour or 2 hours)
Is the format of the workshop suitable, given the time allocated?

  Unsuitable  							  Highly suitable
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

6. Qualifications of trainers
How would you rate the qualifications/experience of trainers/facilitators who will conduct the workshop?

       Poor  							     Excellent
	          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

7. Level of interactivity
To what extent are the learning activities interactive/hands on?

   Not at all							     Very interactive
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

8. Appeal of workshop content for learners
Will this workshop appeal to many learners with different backgrounds and levels of experience or will it only appeal to a few learners with specialized or extensive experience/training?

 No experience							 Prior experience
      needed							        essential
          1           2           3           4           5           6           7           8           9           10

Overall recommendation
☐ Definitely accept this proposal
☐ Accept this proposal if space allows
☐ Definitely reject this proposal

Comments/recommendations to share with the submitter
[Text box]

Confidential comments to selection committee
[Text box]






