2008 Undergraduate Exposition

UNDERGRAD RESEARCH ABSTRACT
Judging Form

Project Number:

Project Title:

Scale: 5 = Strongly Agree, 4 = Agree, 3 = Neutral, 2 = Disagree, 1 = Strong Disagree

CONSTRUCTION OF ABSTRACT

Is the abstract concise? 5141 3]2]1
Is the abstract easy to comprehend/understand? 514 | 3|2 |1
Is the abstract captivating? 514|132 ]1
Is the abstract congruous? Does the abstractflow? | 5 | 4 | 3 | 2 1
Does the abstract use proper grammar/sentence 514|321
structure?

SUB TOTAL:

CONTENT OF ABSTRACT

Is a clear introduction present? 514 | 3|2 |1
Does the statement of problem tell the readerwhat | 5 | 4 | 3 | 2 | 1
specific questions are addressed in the study?
Does the purpose state the usefulness of the 514|321
study?
Is the procedure of the study identified? 514|132 ] 1
Does the conclusion provide a concise statement 514 | 3| 2 1
of the outcomes of the investigation?

SUB TOTAL.:

| TOTAL: |

Comments:
Judge Name:

Judge Signature:

Innovation - Reserach - Entrepreneurship - Leadership @ Michigan Tech




2008 Undergraduate Exposition

UNDERGRAD RESEARCH PRESENTATION
Judging Form

Project Number:
Project Title:

Scale: 5 = Strongly Agree, 4 = Agree, 3 = Neutral, 2 = Disagree, 1 = Strong Disagree

CONTENT OF PRESENTATION
Was the presentation well organized (introduction, 5 4 3 2 1
content, conclusions, etc.)?
Was the explanation of the project clear and concise? 5 4 3 2 1
Was the relevance or significance of the project made 5 4 3 2 1
clear?
Are the conclusions consistent with the project’s data? 5 4 3 2 1
SUB TOTAL
DELIVERY OF PRESENTATION
Did the presenter(s) make a good first impression? 5 4 3 2 1
Did the presenter(s) effectively use eye contact? 5 4 3 2 1
Was the presenter(s) articulate (eloquent, clear, 5 4 3 2 1
coherent, etc.)?
Was the presentation understandable? 5 4 3 2 1
SUB TOTAL
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS
Did the presenter(s) listen carefully to the questions? 5 4 3 2 1
Did the presenter(s) demonstrate a clear understanding | 5 4 3 2 1
and knowledge of the materials when questioned?
SUB TOTAL:
| TOTAL: | |

Comments:

Judge Name:

Judge Signature:

Innovation - Reserach - Entrepreneurship - Leadership @ Michigan Tech




2008 Undergraduate Exposition

UNDERGRAD RESEARCH POSTER
Judging Form

Project Number:

Project Title:

Scale: 5 = Strongly Agree, 4 = Agree, 3 = Neutral, 2 = Disagree, 1 = Strong Disagree

ORGANIZATION OF POSTER
Is the poster captivating and aesthetically pleasing 514|321
(draws your attention)?
Is the poster well organized (coherent flow/logical)? | 5 | 4 | 3 | 2 | 1
Is the poster self-explanatory? 514|132 ]1
Are the important aspects of the work highlighted 54| 3| 2 1
on the poster?
SUB TOTAL
CONTENT OF POSTER
Are the objectives, purpose, methodology and 10| 8 | 6 | 4 | 2
procedure clearly stated on the poster?
Are the results and conclusions comprehensible 10| 8 | 6 | 4 | 2
(graphics, charts, etc.)?
Are the project and its results significant? 15112 9 | 6 | 3
Was the research of high quality? 15112 9 | 6 | 3
SUB TOTAL:
| TOTAL: |
Comments:
Judge Name:

Judge Signature:

Innovation - Reserach - Entrepreneurship - Leadership @ Michigan Tech




