MARC-ACSM Student Investigator Award Rubric
Student’s Name_________________________________ University/College_____________________
Check One:
_____Undergraduate 

_____ M.S. level
_____ Doctoral/M.D. level
Evaluator’s Name _____________________________________________________________________
Rate the Abstract and Presentation according to the following scale:
0 = Not Met

1 = Met at a minimal level

3 = Met at a below average level

5 = Met at an average level

8 = Met at an above average level

10 = Met at an excellent level

ABSTRACT

	Criteria
	Rating (0-10) 
	Comments

	1) Purpose – provided a clear purpose for the study
	
	

	2) Methods – provided a clear description of methodology


	
	

	3) Results/Analysis – provided a clear and correct analysis of results
	
	

	4) Conclusion/Discussion– provided clear description of findings related to purpose
	
	

	5) Professional Presentation – Abstract was professional (clarity, grammar, spelling)

	
	

	                                                                        TOTAL
	
	


PRESENTATION

	Criteria
	Rating (0-10)
	Comments

	1) Knowledge – displayed thorough understanding of content/subject
	
	

	2) Clarity of presentation – clearly explained research study in an organized manner
	
	

	3) Relevance and continuity – clearly described purpose, methods, results and conclusions; continuity between abstract and presentation were evident
	
	

	4) Quality of slide presentation – slides were accurate, complimented the presentation and were visually appealing
	
	

	5) Professional Delivery– quality oral communication skills; presentation was within allocated time
	
	

	                                                                               TOTAL
	
	


