
Session # ______________ Poster # __________ Judge Name _____________________________ 

    
MIRCED 2013 Poster Evaluation Rubric 

 
Project Number: _________________ 
 
First Author: ____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Project Title (abbreviated): _________________________________________________________________ 
 
Please enter scores (1, 2, 3, 4, or 5) that reflect your rating of each characteristic. You may give scores between 
categories by using a 2 or 4. If you feel you cannot rate a characteristic adequately, use NA. Additional comments 
may be added at the bottom. 
 

Characteristics Unacceptable (1) Acceptable (3) Commendable (5) Score 

Clarity and 
organization of 
poster 

 Poster was sloppy 
and not well-
organized, the writing 
was poor or the flow 
was difficult to follow. 

 Project description 
and goals were not 
present, irrelevant or 
difficult to 
comprehend. 

 Insufficient 
background 
information was given 
and the benefits and 
purpose were not 
clear. 

 Poster was 
organized and flow 
was at an 
acceptable level; 
writing was mostly 
clear. 

 Project description 
and goals were 
present but not 
clearly articulated. 

 Sufficient 
background 
information was 
given to inform 
viewer of the 
purpose and 
benefits of the 
project. 
 

 Poster was well 
organized, the writing 
was clear and flow 
was easy to follow. 

 Project description 
and goals were easy 
to identify, clear, and 
relevant to the project. 

 Thorough background 
information given 
along with the 
purpose and benefits 
of the project, even 
beyond the immediate 
need. 

 

Creativity and 
attractiveness 

 
Poster was either dull 
(did not capture 
attention) or so creative 
that it was difficult to 
comprehend. 
 

Poster held viewer’s 
attention and included 
acceptable graphics 
and tables. 

Poster captured viewer’s 
attention and included 
interesting and 
appropriate tables and 
professional graphics. 

 

Design approach, 
testing and results 

 
Approach to the problem 
was weak or flawed. 
Tests were inconclusive. 
Results obtained were 
disappointing or 
incomplete. 
 

Approach to the 
problem was 
adequate. Testing was 
good. Results were 
acceptable and 
complete. 

Approach to the problem 
was innovative. Testing 
was thorough and results 
were robust and usable. 

 

   TOTAL  
 
 
Please add any supporting comments below: 
 


