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Poster Presentation Score Sheet                      Poster #: 
 
 
 
Author/Presenter:    _______Judge’s Initials:    
	
  



I. Technical:  Score each item on a 1 - 4 scale:  1 = marginal;  2 = adequate;  3 = good;  4 = excellent. 
	
  



  Overall visual appeal (Attracts attention, pleasing layout & design; integration of graphics)        1  2  3  4   
	
  



  Organizational design (Poster tells a story from start to finish with clear signposting)   1  2  3  4   
	
  



  Balance of words and pictures/graphs (Information kept from being too dense or wordy)   1  2  3  4   
 



 Legibility (Good font size, helpful captions/labels, correct grammar/spelling, good writing.)   1  2  3  4   
	
  



(1) Total technical score:    
 
II.  Content: Score each item on a 1 - 4 scale:  1 = marginal; 2 = adequate; 3 = good; 4 = excellent.  0 = no, 1 = yes. 
 



Some research projects will be incomplete at the time of the poster presentation.  Such posters should be evaluated 
based on what is available at the time of presentation.  Not all the following sections may be included. 



	
  



  Title (Effectively highlights the poster’s subject matter / key finding for non-specialists)  1  2  3  4   
	
  



  Authors (All listed; institutional affiliations clearly identified)  No = 0   Yes = 1   
	
  



  Abstract (Succinctly summarizes the project in language that non-specialists can understand)  1  2  3  4   
	
  



  Introduction/Motivation (Clarifies significance of the research and of the approach)  1  2  3  4   
	
  



  Methods (Provides essential information without unnecessary detail) No = 0   Yes = 1   
	
  



     Results (Clarifies significant findings, referencing tables/figures as needed) 1   2     3    4       
	
  



             Tables & Figures (Effectively communicate/distinguish key facts/results, well-labelled) 1 2 3 4       
	
  



  Conclusions/Future Directions (Clarity from perspective of progress-to-date) 1  2  3  4   
	
  



  Acknowledgements / Funding Attributions listed (grant # displayed?) No = 0   Yes = 1   
 



    (2) Total content score:    
	
  



III. Presentation:  Score each item on a 1 - 4 scale:  1 = marginal; 2 = adequate; 3 = good; 4 = excellent. 0 = no, 1 = yes. 
(Note: Students can be hesitant when first approached,  becoming more comfortable as their presentation progresses.) 



	
  



        Student was available to present the poster No = 0 Yes = 1   
      (Visit poster at least twice before scoring zero) 



	
  



  Student’s grasp/understanding of materials  1    2  3  4   
	
  



  Student’s ability to engage poster visitor (eye contact, poise, clarity, responsiveness, initiative) 1    2  3  4   
 



                   (3) Total presentation score:  
 



	
  
CUMULATIVE SCORE:   2x(1) + (2) + (3)  =    



Judge’s Pick:  A check in this box indicates this was the judge’s favorite poster presentation  
 in a given judging session.  This selection need not correspond with the highest total point score.  
  



     JUDGES: feel free to add comments here, or on the back of this form.  
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