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Innovation In teaching I1s a multi-stage process (e.q.

LOW STAKES OPPORTUNITY FOR FEEDBACK

generation, development, adaptation) where intentional B v e o
aCtIVIty ahd StrUCtured CreatIVIty are used tO tranSfOrm |deaS submission. Applicants who aren’t sure if their application meets the

INto new methods, processes, or approaches to advance

an opportunity to receive independent mentoring feedback.
IMPROVEMENT IN TEACHING AND ASSESSMENT
education.

Lettel‘ Of Award submissions during the first and second phase of the application

process are provided feedback to aide in the improvement of teaching
methods and/or assessment of teaching methods for all applicants.

ENCOURAGES MANUSCRIPT PREPARATION

Requirements for award submission mirror that of a manuscript/

publication. Applying for the award completes the majority of work

necessary to submit work for publication in a peer-reviewed journal. Even

LOI LOI If an applicant does not win the award, application materials can be
modified into a manuscript for peer-reviewed publication.

Intent (Lon
deadline

Evaluating The Award Process Review Feedback
IO” 2 o~ AIDS RECOGNITION
Past Award all applicants The Innovation in Teaching award is a peer recognition of innovation in
Winners/Reviewers teaching and the advancement of educational practice. In addition to
B personal recognition, it provides a national platform to dissemenate
OBJ ;C-_“VES. | | - | AWARD DEMOGRAPHICS INNOVATION IN TEACHING eV|dlence-based teaching methods to encourage innovation in other
The ObJeCtIYG o.f this project was to r.ede.5|gn thg Inr\ovatlor.\ in Teaching | To determine if the award has met the needs AWARD DEMOGRAPHICS (1993-2014) settings.
Award application process to (1) define innovation in teaching, (2) streamline of the Association, titles were evaluated to
the application process and (3) promote the visibility and transferability of identify the section area(s) represented to Disciplines Represented®
teaching innovations. see if all of the disciplines that comprise Biology 3 LOI 0
h m h METHOD academic pharmacy have been recognized. Chemistry 6 Feedback EXWffAW/ce
a n g I n g t e — Additionally, since all projects recognized in Experiential Education 5 Notifi tion
Reviewing the Council of Faculties working definition of innovation in 2014 incorporated a technology component Lab 3 Otiticatio
I n n Ovat i o n i n Tea C h i n g teaching provided baseline criteria to construct an information architecture to in their implementation, the Innovations in Pharmaceutics 5
classify existing Innovations in Teaching Award projects. To achieve this, the Teaching Task Force was concerned that Pharmacy Practice 25 —
committee evaluated the submission data from 1994-2014 to determine if there may be a mismatch between the Social and Administrative Sciences 13 N : : %ONSldDE R AL'(; tI ACI__”N_G thN O;/A I?Nsth e
. . . . i _ _ . . e award is designed to recognize innovative ideas and methods to
Awa rd Prccess cemime ncmes SsIEel 1o nelp @Ry vl 15 @emueinty MISEe ek award’s definition for innovation and the Miscellanious/Unknown : ) : : advance education in all aspects of pharmacy education. Innovations
(e : ” PR : P : : . . “recognized projects represent one or more disciplines .
innovation”. This informed an evaluation of the existing application process growing association between technology and Jrreaproec st g Q - " submitted may be a part of either a professional or graduate curriculum
to Foste r and its criteria to identify obstacles that discourage applicants. The educational innovation in media. Category (Results=59 ) Q : Awa I‘d : residency education program, or continuing professional development ’
committee also reviewed the AACP website and supporting literature to Technology 17 d d | ’ T o
. L . oy . S . O ) cadaline . program. They may also represent any discipline within pharmacy.
- - determine additional supportive opportunities. Multiple Disciplines (technology not includea) 12 = : Interprofessional or interdisciplinary projects are also encouraged to apply
Innovation Discovery a : '
— N d
RESULTS - -
The lack of consensus on the definition of innovation and 77% decline in C : : FOCUS ON EVIDENCE-BASED INNOVATION
S pblicationsisUggestedla ne s e R L T g SUBMISSION TRENDS O : : Criteria.for awarc. alpplicati.on require applican.ts t.o critically think about
application restructuring, and support for innovation discovery and transfer. Since no detailed submission data was available to evaluate application demographics, the Taskforce 1 & Awa I‘d . Abblicati the de5|gntoffthe|tr mnovatlohr? indltprovt'ceshcrl'teréja to lensure adequstet
Shannon Tucker, MS, CPHIMS, University of Maryland School of Pharmacy The result was the creation of a two-step application process that (1) focused on projects recognized by an Innovation in Teaching award between 1993 and 2014. When 8 : : ppilication asijssmer'; O ;)u Comi§, Wt IC hg Ima iy de ps develop a more robus
. . . . . : o/ : ] 2 - evidence-based innovative teaching method.
Craig D. Cox, PharmD, Texas Tech University Health Sciences Center, School of Pharmacy mcreasgd mer.mtormg an.d feedb_aCk’ (2)_pro_v|ded a flexible proces§ supporting CO?traSted Wlt_h s 7_76 !ncrease I_n L_JS SChOOLC’ 9 Pharm,ac.y between LSS (722 an.d 2_(_)14 SIS tente . — : ReVIeW : Feedback
o | | | broad innovation, (3) aligned with publication standards, and (4) increased /7% decrease in application submissions since the award’s inception suggested a significant problem — T . prepared for SEEK MENTORING
AR LS Gl Hel SVEFSISF O linnssots Lo lege of Plhizrmmacy award visibility. Utilizing the AACP annual meeting and website to promote with the award submission process. Q 0 _ _ s | all applicants
- . . . . Q . Review Committee - The Letter of Intent process is designed to provide applicants with
aniel R. Kennedy, PhD, Western New England College of Pharmacy the award and recognized innovations creates new opportunities for . . fori 0 o : _ e d criteri _
. . . mentoring. However, the extensive scope of the award criteria requires
: - iInnovation adoption.
Michael J. Malloy, PharmD, Massachusetts College of Pharmacy and Health Sciences P < : : careful construction of the award application for competitive
Susan M. Stein, D.H.Ed., MS, BS Pharm, Pacific University, College of Health Professions IMPLICATIONS INNOVATION IN TEACHING TU : : consideration. Mentoring and feedback from colleagues who have applied
Hoai-An Truong, PharmD, MPH, University of Maryland Eastern Shore School of Pharmacy Leveraging the Innovation in Teaching Award to showcase evidence-based AWARD SUBMISSIONS (1993_2014> C 1 Awa I‘d - for this ak\)/vard o Sllmllatr awarss \.Nas cited as a critical component for
. . . . — I success by several past award winners.
Velliyur Viswesh, PharmD, BCPS, Roseman University of Health Sciences, College of Pharmacy innovative teaching methods creates an opportunity to advance pharmacy 45 D) 0 f . i
- | education. The streamlined application process and feedback is expected to B Neldlilet=14[c]al . g — _ _
Catherine A. White, PhD, The University of Georgia College of Pharmacy increase the number and quality of award applications 40 O S 2 O REVIEW EVALUATION CRITERIA
| O : : Applicants are provided access to the evaluation criteria used by the
53 e review committee. This information can help applicants conduct a

30 self-assessment of their application to determine if the criteria for award

consideration has been fully met.
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