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Team Name ___________________________    Reviewer ______________________        Score ____
	Presentation

Component
	Excellent


	Good


	Satisfactory


	Unsatisfactory



	Format, Visual Appearance, & Readability
Score: put an X in the appropriate box 
	· The document is visually appealing and easily navigated (assisted by sectioning)

· Sentences are complete and grammatical. They flow together easily

· Words are chosen for their precise meaning

· Engineering terms and jargon are used correctly

· No misspelled words are present


	· The document is organized

· For the most part, sentences are complete and grammatical, and they flow together easily. Any errors are minor and do not distract the reader

· Repetition of words and phrases is mostly avoided

· For the most part, terms and jargon are used correctly with some attempt to define them

· There are one or two misspelled words

	· Errors in the Table of Contents are present

· Within sections, the order in which ideas are presented is occasionally confusing

· In a few places, errors in sentence structure and grammar distract the reader and interfere with meaning

· Word choice could be improved

· Occasionally, technical jargon is used without definition and/or incorrectly

· There are a few misspelled words

	· The document is not visually appealing and there are few “cues” to help the reader navigate the document

· There is no apparent ordering of paragraphs, and thus there is no progressive flow of ideas

· Errors in sentence structure and grammar frequently distract the reader and interfere with meaning

· There is unnecessary repetition of the same words and phrases

· There is an overuse of jargon and technical terms without definition, accompanied by incorrect use

· There are many misspelled words

	Organization


	· Information presented in logical and interesting sequence that the reader can easily follow.
	· Information generally presented in a logical sequence; reader can still easily follow.
	· Information is not always presented in a logical sequence; reader has difficulty following.
	· Information not presented in a logical sequence; reader cannot understand.

	Overall Coverage


	· Addresses all specified content areas including Intro., PF, CG, CS, &CV.

· Includes methodology descriptions for overall design and both subsequent sections (PF,CG)
	· Addresses most content areas including Intro., PF, CG.
	Addresses some of the content areas. 
	· Addresses few of the content areas 


	Project Overview


	· Clear purpose, overview, background, and overall design methodology
	· Clear purpose, overview, background, and overall design methodology but could be more complete. 
	Sketchy or unclear purpose, overview, background, and overall design methodology 
	· No introduction or overview, background, or overall design methodology

	Design Objectives and Constraints

(or QFD)
	· Excellent focus on PF.

· Objectives & Constraints (Customer requirements and engineering specifications) very well established and related to device design
	· Sufficient focus on PF.

· Objectives & Constraints (Cus. requirements and engineering specs) reasonably well established and related to device design
	· Barely sufficient focus.

· Objectives & Constraints (Cus. requirements and engineering specs) more related to general project tasks.
	· Insufficient focus on PF.

· Objectives & Constraints (Cus. requirements and engineering specs) non-existent.

	Existing Product Review
	· Correctly identified all major sources of relevant work both in industry and academy.
	· Correctly identified most major sources of relevant work both in industry and academy.
	· Correctly identified some of the major sources of relevant work both in industry and academy. 
	· It appears as though ten minutes was spent on a search engine. 

	Functional Decomposition
	· Very complete and detailed functional description.
	· Sufficient functional description.
	· Barely sufficient functional description.
	· Insufficient functional description.

	Concept Variants
	· Lots of CV’s for each SF.
· Excellent descriptions, both textually and graphical.

· Advantages and disadvantages very complete.
	· Lots of CV’s for each SF.

· Good descriptions, both textually and graphical.

· Advantages and disadvantages OK.
	· Few CV’s for each SF.

· Poor descriptions, both textually and graphical.

· Advantages and disadvantages minimal.
	· Few CV’s for each SF.

· Poor descriptions, both textually and graphical.

· Advantages and disadvantages not given.

	Road Map

	· Demonstrated an acute awareness of what is required to complete their project.
	· Demonstrated good awareness of what is required to complete their project.
	· Demonstrated some awareness of what is required to complete their project.
	· Did not demonstrate awareness of what is required to complete their project.

	Use of appendices


	· Information is placed appropriately in either the main text or an appendix.

· Appendices are documented and referenced in the text.
	· Appendices are used when appropriate.

· Selection and/or extent of material in appendix may not be optimal.


	· While appendices are present, material in appendix is not referred to properly in text.

· Content in appendix is not complete.
	· Appendices were not utilized when appropriate.

· There is unnecessary inclusion of detailed information in the main body of the text

	Use of references


	· Prior work is ack’ed by referring to sources for theories, assumptions, quotations, and findings.

· References are exact with author, journal, vol., no., page number, and year.
	· With an occasional oversight, prior work is acknowledged

· With some minor exceptions, references are exact.
	· On several instances, references are not stated when appropriate.

· Bibliographical entries are not complete.


	· Little attempt is made to acknowledge the work of others.

· Most references that are included are inaccurate or unclear.




