POSTER CRITIQUE FORM


Title of Paper: [simplify] Water Flow Effects on Sediment
Name(s): [abbreviate] J. Hamby
Organization, Location: [simplify] Tennessee Tech Invertebrate Lab


Scale for scoring:  0: Unacceptable; 1: Poor; 2: Average; 3: Good; 4: Excellent; 5: Outstanding. 
	 5
	Title: meets the requirements of a good Title; how many "and, but, the, scientific names (if appropriate)"?

	 5
	Name, Location, Institution: clearly identifies author, institution and address?

	 0
	Abstract: presents summary of pertinent information, not too much details (if appropriate; optional)?

	 5
	Introduction: clearly states objectives of study and addresses similar research (with References)?

	 4
	Methodology: methods are appropriate and properly applied (Reference to Method used?).

	 4
	Results: logical, clearly presented, and appropriately summarized? Are BOTH Tables/Figures Present?

	 5
	Conclusion: based on results, emphasizes significance  implications of study?

	

	


	 5
	Presentation:  poster design, including typography, graphics, photographs, and other visual and audio aids (if used), well-prepared, clean and appropriate for a Poster presentation?

	 5
	Organization:  material well-organized, balanced in content and in logical sequence?

	 5
	Understanding of subject: presenter is knowledgeable; responds effectively and clearly to questions?

	 43
	  Total points


If present were the Abstract, Discussion, Literature Cited sections necessary?     Yes       No
Is this Poster worthy of recognition?     Yes x       No
How do you estimate your ability to evaluate this paper?         High x         Medium         Lo
Judge's signature: Bradley Rhea
POSTER CRITIQUE FORM


Title of Paper: [simplify] Effects of D. O. During Generation at Center Hill Dam
Name(s): [abbreviate] J. Durreta
Organization, Location: [simplify] Tennessee Tech Invertebrate Lab


Scale for scoring:  0: Unacceptable; 1: Poor; 2: Average; 3: Good; 4: Excellent; 5: Outstanding. 
	 5
	Title: meets the requirements of a good Title; how many "and, but, the, scientific names (if appropriate)"?

	 5
	Name, Location, Institution: clearly identifies author, institution and address?

	 0
	Abstract: presents summary of pertinent information, not too much details (if appropriate; optional)?

	 5
	Introduction: clearly states objectives of study and addresses similar research (with References)?

	 4
	Methodology: methods are appropriate and properly applied (Reference to Method used?).

	 5
	Results: logical, clearly presented, and appropriately summarized? Are BOTH Tables/Figures Present?

	 5
	Conclusion: based on results, emphasizes significance  implications of study?

	

	


	 5
	Presentation:  poster design, including typography, graphics, photographs, and other visual and audio aids (if used), well-prepared, clean and appropriate for a Poster presentation?

	 5
	Organization:  material well-organized, balanced in content and in logical sequence?

	 5
	Understanding of subject: presenter is knowledgeable; responds effectively and clearly to questions?

	 44
	  Total points


If present were the Abstract, Discussion, Literature Cited sections necessary?     Yes       No
Is this Poster worthy of recognition?     Yes  x      No
How do you estimate your ability to evaluate this paper?         High  x       Medium         Lo
Judge's signature: Bradley Rhea
POSTER CRITIQUE FORM


Title of Paper: [simplify] Intraspecific Competition Among White Clover
Name(s): [abbreviate] J. Adams
Organization, Location: [simplify] Tennessee Tech Invertebrate Lab


Scale for scoring:  0: Unacceptable; 1: Poor; 2: Average; 3: Good; 4: Excellent; 5: Outstanding. 
	 5
	Title: meets the requirements of a good Title; how many "and, but, the, scientific names (if appropriate)"?

	 5
	Name, Location, Institution: clearly identifies author, institution and address?

	 0
	Abstract: presents summary of pertinent information, not too much details (if appropriate; optional)?

	 4
	Introduction: clearly states objectives of study and addresses similar research (with References)?

	 4
	Methodology: methods are appropriate and properly applied (Reference to Method used?).

	 5
	Results: logical, clearly presented, and appropriately summarized? Are BOTH Tables/Figures Present?

	 5
	Conclusion: based on results, emphasizes significance  implications of study?

	

	


	 5
	Presentation:  poster design, including typography, graphics, photographs, and other visual and audio aids (if used), well-prepared, clean and appropriate for a Poster presentation?

	 4
	Organization:  material well-organized, balanced in content and in logical sequence?

	 5
	Understanding of subject: presenter is knowledgeable; responds effectively and clearly to questions?

	 
	  Total points


If present were the Abstract, Discussion, Literature Cited sections necessary?     Yes       No
Is this Poster worthy of recognition?     Yes  x      No
How do you estimate your ability to evaluate this paper?         High   x      Medium         Lo
Judge's signature: Bradley Rhea
POSTER CRITIQUE FORM


Title of Paper: [simplify] Benthic Macroinvertabrates as Biotic Indicators
Name(s): [abbreviate] S. A. Waller
Organization, Location: [simplify] Tennessee Tech Invertebrate Lab


Scale for scoring:  0: Unacceptable; 1: Poor; 2: Average; 3: Good; 4: Excellent; 5: Outstanding. 
	 5
	Title: meets the requirements of a good Title; how many "and, but, the, scientific names (if appropriate)"?

	 5
	Name, Location, Institution: clearly identifies author, institution and address?

	 0
	Abstract: presents summary of pertinent information, not too much details (if appropriate; optional)?

	 5
	Introduction: clearly states objectives of study and addresses similar research (with References)?

	 4
	Methodology: methods are appropriate and properly applied (Reference to Method used?).

	 5
	Results: logical, clearly presented, and appropriately summarized? Are BOTH Tables/Figures Present?

	 5
	Conclusion: based on results, emphasizes significance  implications of study?

	

	


	 5
	Presentation:  poster design, including typography, graphics, photographs, and other visual and audio aids (if used), well-prepared, clean and appropriate for a Poster presentation?

	 5
	Organization:  material well-organized, balanced in content and in logical sequence?

	 5
	Understanding of subject: presenter is knowledgeable; responds effectively and clearly to questions?

	 44
	  Total points


If present were the Abstract, Discussion, Literature Cited sections necessary?     Yes       No
Is this Poster worthy of recognition?     Yes x       No
How do you estimate your ability to evaluate this paper?         High   x      Medium         Lo
Judge’s signature: Bradley Rhea
POSTER CRITIQUE FORM


Title of Paper: [simplify] Effects of Using Spices …. For Inhibiting the Growth of Salmonella
Name(s): [abbreviate] C. Roden
Organization, Location: [simplify] Tennessee Tech Invertebrate Lab


Scale for scoring:  0: Unacceptable; 1: Poor; 2: Average; 3: Good; 4: Excellent; 5: Outstanding. 
	 5
	Title: meets the requirements of a good Title; how many "and, but, the, scientific names (if appropriate)"?

	 5
	Name, Location, Institution: clearly identifies author, institution and address?

	 0
	Abstract: presents summary of pertinent information, not too much details (if appropriate; optional)?

	 5
	Introduction: clearly states objectives of study and addresses similar research (with References)?

	 5
	Methodology: methods are appropriate and properly applied (Reference to Method used?).

	 5
	Results: logical, clearly presented, and appropriately summarized? Are BOTH Tables/Figures Present?

	 5
	Conclusion: based on results, emphasizes significance  implications of study?

	

	


	 5
	Presentation:  poster design, including typography, graphics, photographs, and other visual and audio aids (if used), well-prepared, clean and appropriate for a Poster presentation?

	 5
	Organization:  material well-organized, balanced in content and in logical sequence?

	 5
	Understanding of subject: presenter is knowledgeable; responds effectively and clearly to questions?

	 45
	  Total points


If present were the Abstract, Discussion, Literature Cited sections necessary?     Yes       No
Is this Poster worthy of recognition?     Yes  x      No
How do you estimate your ability to evaluate this paper?         High  x       Medium         Lo
Judge's signature: Bradley Rhea
