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fiun: Lucille E. Davy, Jay Doolan, Brian D. Robinson & Stephen Goldman. (2006). New Jersey Assessment of Skills and

Knowledge (Science, Grade 4): Assessment Samples. New Jersey Department of Education.



EXAMPLE OF RUBRIC

Evaluation Criteria:

Scientific Approach Presentation
- Clarity in stating the problem © Effective use of figures and tables in
- Identification of important variables presenting data
- Appropriateness of methods and materials Degree of visual appeal
- Extent to which the conclusion is Neatness and organization
supported by the data Writing skill
Fielding of judges’ questions

Originality

- Originality of the research topic and design

- Degree of assistance with carrying out the
project, and acknowledgment of needed
assistance

Poster Score:

Level of Achievement
High Mediurrm Low

Criteria

Scientific approach X

Presentation

Originality

Comments:

Figure 1. An example of a scoring checklist that could be used to
judge a high school student poster competition.
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