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FOR TEAM PROJECTS: IN EACH OF THE FOUR SECTIONS OF THE JUDGING RUBRIC, YOU MAY CONSIDER HOW TEAMWORK PLAYED A PART WHEN ASSIGNING POINTS. THERE IS NO SEPARATE JUDGING SECTION WITH POINTS FOR TEAMWORK. Consider how the group functioned as a team. Was it a team effort used to complete this project? Did all members of the team show an understanding and active participation in the entire project? All members of the team participate equally in the presentation of the project, correctly and clearly answering questions.
	[bookmark: _Hlk115098101]SECTION #1: COMMUNICATION
	Superior
(Exceeds)
	Excellent
(Meets)
	Good

	Oral
· Student delivers a well-structured, logical, and concise explanation of their project. The presentation includes a clear introduction, a description of the scientific question or engineering problem, the methodology/design, results, and a conclusion. Transitions between sections are smooth and help guide the listener through the project’s progression.
· The explanation accurately represents the scientific principles, experimental design, data collection, analysis, and project limitations. The student uses appropriate terminology and demonstrates a solid grasp of the content.
· The student can discuss possible next steps or expansions for their project, future applications, or broader impacts on science, society, or technology.
· Student responds thoughtfully and accurately to judge questions. Answers reflect critical thinking, insight into the topic, and an ability to explain choices and defend conclusions.
	
	
	

	Visual
· The display is arranged in a clear, logical sequence that reflects the scientific method or engineering design process. Sections such as the title, question or problem, hypothesis, methods, results, and conclusions are clearly labeled and easy to locate.
· Presentation is neat, visually balanced, and free of distracting clutter. Text is legible from a reasonable distance, with consistent font sizes and styles. Grammar, spelling, and punctuation are correct.
· Charts, tables, photographs, and diagrams are used purposefully to illustrate data, methods, or findings. Graphics are appropriate to the project content and enhance the viewer’s understanding rather than simply decorating the board. All visuals are clearly labeled, and legends are included where necessary to explain colors, symbols, or data groupings. Axes on graphs are labeled with appropriate units.
	
	
	

	Comments /Feedback:
	SUPERIOR (9-10)
EXCELLENT (6-8)
GOOD (0-5)







Points Earned:
      /10

	SECTION #2: ORIGINALITY
	Superior (Exceeds)
	Excellent (Meets)
	Good

	· [bookmark: _Hlk236930686]The project shows strong originality for the student’s grade level, featuring independent thought and a unique concept, approach, or solution that goes beyond standard or replicated work.
· [bookmark: _Hlk236930021]There may be a novel combination of concepts or a unique method of analysis that reveals something not previously understood or clearly documented. 
· The work reflects independent thinking and problem-solving beyond what is typically expected at this grade level.
	
	
	

	Comments /Feedback:
	SUPERIOR (5)
EXCELLENT (4)
GOOD (0-3)
Points Earned:
      /5



	SECTION #3: RESEARCH OR DESIGN METHODOLOGY
	Superior (Exceeds)
	Excellent (Meets)
	Good

	· [bookmark: _Hlk236930643]The project addresses a clear and focused scientific question or engineering problem.
· For science experiments, the hypothesis is specific and testable using scientific methods.
· For meta-analysis projects, the hypothesis is testable using data drawn from multiple peer-reviewed studies.
· For engineering design projects, the problem is clearly defined, and the criteria for success are identified. Preliminary designs are developed, and a prototype is created and tested.
	
	
	

	· Sufficient and reproducible data are collected using appropriate, ethical, and safe methods.
· For meta-analyses & science experiments, a meaningful and sufficient body of scientific data is synthesized to address the research question.
· For engineering design projects, materials and tools are used effectively to construct a working prototype or model.
	
	
	

	· Conclusions logically follow from the data and are supported by evidence.
· Possible sources of error are acknowledged.
· For engineering design projects, the effectiveness of the prototype is evaluated against the original success criteria.
	
	
	

	Comments /Feedback:
	SUPERIOR (14-15)
EXCELLENT (11-13)
GOOD (0-10)












Points Earned:
      /15

	SECTION #4: DEPTH OF UNDERSTANDING (considering student's grade level)
	Superior (Exceeds)
	Excellent (Meets)
	Good

	· [bookmark: _Hlk236930568]Adequate age-appropriate background research (journals, textbooks, websites, etc.), analysis, and references relevant to the project, which provide a basis for the hypothesis and age-appropriate use of terms and principles. *Keep in mind, 5th graders do not have the same knowledge base as 12th graders.
· Age-appropriate sources are used. Sources like Wikipedia are appropriate for younger students but not high school students.
· Information from sources is not merely copied; it is understood, interpreted, and synthesized in the student’s own words.
	
	
	

	Comments /Feedback:
	SUPERIOR (9-10)
EXCELLENT (6-8)
GOOD (0-5)



Points Earned:
      /10

	Judge’s Printed Name and Signature:
	Total Points Earned (completed by judges)
      / 40

	
	Overall Rank (CIRCLE)
Superior (36-40)
Excellent (24-35)
Good (0-23)
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