ENGR 100 Rocket Posters


Team Evaluation

Team 1:
Evaluate Teams 3 and 5

Team 2:
Evaluate Teams 4 and 6

Team 3:
Evaluate Teams 5 and 7

Team 4:
Evaluate Teams 6 and 8

Team 5:
Evaluate Teams 7 and 1

Team 6
Evaluate Teams 8 and 2

Team 7:
Evaluate Teams 1 and 3

Team 8:
Evaluate Teams 2 and 4

TA/Instr Evaluate all teams

Evaluation Process:

Each team will briefly introduce the content on their poster (and additional details not shown on poster).  Each person on the team needs to speak during this part.  The evaluation team will then ask 4 questions so each person has a chance to answer one.  Follow up questions may be asked to clarify an answer.

After talking to the team, the evaluation team will spend a few minutes filling out the evaluation table.

Team

Directions:  Evaluate each team member and poster on a scale of 1 to 4.  See back for details. 

	Delivery
4
3
2
1

Clarity

4
3
2
1
	Comments:
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	Delivery
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Clarity
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	Delivery
4
3
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1

Clarity

4
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2
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	Comments:




	Poster Organization 
4
3
2
1
	

	Poster Quality

4
3
2
1
	


Content Check-List (5 pts each)
Background:

Why do experiment and why is it important?

Methods:

RockSim and height measurements
Data / Drawings:
Preliminary Rocket

Prototype Rocket
Conclusion:

Findings

Future Work

Future Plans
	Overall Presentation 

4 (Excellent)
3 (Very Good)

2 (Good)
1 (needs work)

Quality




Comments:




Evaluation Criteria

	  
	4 
	3 
	2 
	1 

	Delivery 
(Individual) 
  
	Enthusiastic,
Loud enough,
Made eye contact
	Could have gotten a 4 if had been a little more prepared
	Spoke quietly 
or rarely looked at audience 
or had little enthusiasm
	Presenter appeared very unprepared.

	Clarity (Individual)
Pretend you are a person attending this conference (not a student in this class) 
	Did you understand everything that was covered?
	Did you understand most of what was covered?
	Were there several parts that were confusing?
	Was most of the presentation confusing?

	Poster Organization 
	Information on poster flows smoothly

  
	Most information flows smoothly
	Poster is complete but skips around
	Hard to follow

	Poster Quality 
	Poster added to quality of presentation
	Few minor problems w/ poster affected presentation 
	Some major problems with poster
	Poster was not helpful.

	Content 
  
	(5) Included perfect amount of content and effective level of detail
	(4) Some sections could have had more/less content and/or details
	(3,2) Missing needed information in several parts of presentation
	(1) Incomplete

	Overall Presentation Quality 
	Excellent
	Very Good
	Good
	Needs work

	Total
	50 pts
	
	
	


