Abstract & Presentation Scoring Rubric

University of Montana

2014 Graduate Student Research Conference
Note: 1/3rd of the score will be determined in advance of the conference and will be based on faculty judges’ ratings of submitted abstracts. The following criteria provide a systematic way to judge students’ work, while taking into consideration variation across disciplines. The remaining 2/3rd of the score will be based on students’ oral and poster presentations at the conference. 

Advance Scoring of Abstracts: (1/3rd of total)
1. Background/Objective/Problem Statement/Context: Rate the degree to which the abstract presents the project’s rationale, ‘sets the stage’, or frames the context:

1
2
3
4
5
6
7


Poor
Adequate
Excellent

2. Methods/Approach/Framework: Rate the degree to which the abstract describes the project’s methods, approach, or framework:

1
2
3
4
5
6
7


Poor
Adequate
Excellent

3. Findings/Innovation/Significance/Impact: Rate the degree to which the abstract articulates the project’s findings, represents an innovation, provides a fresh perspective, etc:

1
2
3
4
5
6
7


Poor
Adequate
Excellent

Sum of items 1-3: _____________ (Total Possible = 21)

In-Person Scoring (2/3rd of total)

4.
Clarity of communication: Rate the degree to which the student’s oral presentation style (paper) or visual presentation (poster) is clear, coherent and engaging. 

1
2
3
4
5
6
7


Poor
Adequate
Excellent

5. Broader impacts: Rate the student’s success in outlining the broader impacts of the student’s research beyond their own discipline:

1
2
3
4
5
6
7


Poor
Adequate
Excellent 

6. Follow-up discussion/Question & answer: Rate student’s ability to field questions and/or discuss their work:

1
2
3
4
5
6
7


Poor
Adequate
Excellent 

Sum of items 4-6: _____________ (Total Possible = 21)

