Title of Research or Practice Proposal: Accurate and Broadly Descriptive
First Author’s Name, Next Author’s Name if from Same Department/Inst., Department, Institution 
Next Author’s Name, Department, Institution

….Last Author’s Name, Department, Institution

Abstract: Bold face the word “abstract,” provide an abstract of no more than 300 words, indent the abstract 0.5” left and right sides, and fully justify. Lorem ipsum dolor sit amet, consectetuer adipiscing elit. Maecenas imperdiet nibh sit amet ipsum. Aliquam vel felis. Morbi eget turpis. Mauris posuere lectus quis lectus. Nam aliquet odio ac velit lobortis facilisis. Aenean lorem leo, viverra quis, elementum in, interdum ac, orci. Vivamus euismod erat sit amet risus. Nunc vitae felis at eros malesuada fermentum. Sed sed felis. Lorem ipsum dolor sit amet, consectetuer adipiscing elit. Maecenas imperdiet nibh sit amet ipsum. Aliquam vel felis. Morbi eget turpis. Mauris posuere lectus quis lectus. Nam aliquet odio ac velit lobortis facilisis. Aenean lorem leo, viverra quis, elementum in, interdum ac, orci. Vivamus euismod erat sit amet risus. Nunc vitae felis at eros malesuada fermentum. Sed sed felis.
The proposal should address the information indicated on the Research Session or Practice Session pages on the conference website: http://www.cider.vt.edu/conference/cfp1. 

Literature Review
The proposal should address the information indicated on the Research Session or Practice Session pages on the conference website: http://www.cider.vt.edu/conference/cfp1. In general, the proposal should adhere to the following guidelines:

· 1 inch margin left, right, top and bottom

· No headers or footers

· Paragraphs flush left, with no indenting or tabbing

· Paragraphs separated by a blank line

· Font is10-point Times New Roman

· Single spaced text

· Headings centered with blank line above and below
· Use bullets and italicizing as necessary; do not use boldfacing

· Inclusion of tables, charts, pictures and graphics is encouraged

· Maximum length of a proposal is 2 pages including references
Methodology
A research proposal should include the author(s) name, department, institution, abstract (not to exceed 200 words), literature review, methodology, data analysis and results, and a discussion/conclusion. In addition, research proposals will be evaluated based on the following questions: Is the title accurate, broadly descriptive, and inviting? Does the work represent a completed phase of research with results and conclusions? Does it report data or evidence, whether quantitative or qualitative? Is the research a scholarly inquiry of teaching and learning? Does the proposal demonstrate an appropriate knowledge of the literature? Are the research methods (e.g., design, methodology, analyses) appropriate? Are the conclusions well supported? Does the work explain how the reader might apply the findings to his or her own teaching? Is the proposal well written?  Does it follow APA format?
A practice proposal should include the author(s) name, department, institution, abstract (not to exceed 200 words), literature review, goals and objectives for the practice session, description of the practice to be modeled, and a discussion. In addition, practice proposals will be evaluated based on the following questions: Is the title accurate, broadly descriptive, and inviting? Does the proposed practice incorporate a scholarly and innovative approach to teaching and learning? Is the practice grounded in literature and/or data and evidence? Are the session goals and objectives achievable? Is the description of the practice clear?  Is there an interactive component to the session? Is the take-home message clearly provided in a way that can be generalized to other fields and disciplines? Is the proposal well written?  Does it follow APA format?
Results
The rest is just filler to give you an idea of what this should look like.  Lorem ipsum dolor sit amet, consectetuer adipiscing elit (Ally, 2007). Maecenas imperdiet nibh sit amet ipsum. Aliquam vel felis. Morbi eget turpis. Mauris posuere lectus quis lectus. Nam aliquet odio ac velit lobortis facilisis. Aenean lorem leo, viverra quis, elementum in, interdum ac, orci. Vivamus euismod erat sit amet risus. Nunc vitae felis at eros malesuada fermentum. Sed sed felis. Lorem ipsum dolor sit amet, consectetuer adipiscing elit. Maecenas imperdiet nibh sit amet ipsum. Aliquam vel felis. Morbi eget turpis. Mauris posuere lectus quis lectus. Nam aliquet odio ac velit lobortis facilisis. 
Table 1. Recall and Transfer of Some Study
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Recall
	
	Transfer

	
	M
	SD
	
	M
	SD

	Stationary
	6.67*
	2.23
	
	5.57*
	1.34

	Mobile
	4.73*
	3.03
	
	3.97*
	1.40


Note. Max recall score = 12. Max transfer score = indeterminate.

* p < .05
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Lorem ipsum dolor sit amet, consectetuer adipiscing elit. Maecenas imperdiet nibh sit amet ipsum. Aliquam vel felis. Morbi eget turpis. Mauris posuere lectus quis lectus (Anderson & Craik, 1974). Nam aliquet odio ac velit lobortis facilisis. Aenean lorem leo, viverra quis, elementum in, interdum ac, orci. Vivamus euismod erat sit amet risus. Nunc vitae felis at eros malesuada fermentum. Sed sed felis. Lorem ipsum dolor sit amet, consectetuer adipiscing elit. Maecenas imperdiet nibh sit amet ipsum. Aliquam vel felis. Morbi eget turpis. Mauris posuere lectus quis lectus. Nam aliquet odio ac velit lobortis facilisis. Aenean lorem leo, viverra quis, elementum in, interdum ac, orci. Vivamus euismod erat sit amet risus. Nunc vitae felis at eros malesuada fermentum. Sed sed felis.
Discussion

Lorem ipsum dolor sit amet, consectetuer adipiscing elit. Maecenas imperdiet nibh sit amet ipsum. Aliquam vel felis. Morbi eget turpis. Mauris posuere lectus quis lectus. Nam aliquet odio ac velit lobortis facilisis. Aenean lorem leo, viverra quis, elementum in, interdum ac, orci. Vivamus euismod erat sit amet risus. Nunc vitae felis at eros malesuada fermentum. Sed sed felis. Lorem ipsum dolor sit amet, consectetuer adipiscing elit. Maecenas imperdiet nibh sit amet ipsum. Aliquam vel felis. Morbi eget turpis. Mauris posuere lectus quis lectus. Nam aliquet odio ac velit lobortis facilisis. Aenean lorem leo, viverra quis, elementum in, interdum ac, orci. Vivamus euismod erat sit amet risus. Nunc vitae felis at eros malesuada fermentum. Sed sed felis.
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