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RUBRIC FOR OIGP POSTER/ PRESENTATION 
 

 

Score* 

                                               1 Poor; 2 Limited; 3 Good; 4 Very Good; 5 Excellent 
 
 
 

Significance 
Presenter establishes background of existing research; Originality of any 
methods and theory in his/her project is conveyed within this context; 
Project contributes to a larger body of interdisciplinary research. 

 

Focus Project is related to a clear research question/thesis statement from which 
it does not fundamentally stray. 

 

Communication Presenter and presentation skillfully communicate project and findings; 
presenter can answer questions and explain project. 

 

Organization Presentation and visuals follow a clear and logical sequence; graphs and 
tables successfully aid in the understanding of the project. 
 

 

 
 

Professionalism 
Project is well edited and contains no glaring spelling or grammatical 
errors; presenter is knowledgeable about the project and prepared. 

 

                                                                                                                 TOTAL POINTS       /25 
 
*Place a score from 1-5 points in each of the boxes, add all the points together to determine the presenter’s total score out of 25. 

 
5: Excellent-- Analyzes and critiques the issue/material beyond the basic requirements. Carefully 
written, concise, thoughtful, well-structured, analytical, comprehensive in scope, raises provocative 
points or questions, incorporates previous topics or discussions, and relates the issue to specific 
examples. Arguments are clearly linked and with effective transitions. Major themes and issues are 
analyzed. Especially rich with insight and originality. The thoughts and ideas expressed connect the 
writer to the reader. All submission guidelines are followed. Clearly stated thesis. Creative. Strong 
writing skills and mechanics. 

 
4: Very Good-- Addresses the issue and materials but not in a specific or concise manner. Depth and 
breadth of discussion, as well as analysis or critique of issues are somewhat lacking. May include a 
personal experience that has not been incorporated with the material. Arguments are loosely tied 
together. May have overlooked key issues. Decent writing mechanics and thesis. All submission and 
format guidelines are followed. 

 
3: Good-- Average response that fulfilled the basic parameters of the assignment but did little else. 
Detail, depth and assessment are lacking. Material is minimally incorporated. Key arguments are 
missing or difficult to locate. Development of arguments is minimal, loosely connected and do not 
flow. Thesis is difficult to identify. Little creativity. 

 
2: Limited--Demonstrates an obvious lack of effort or comprehension of the assignment. Difficult to 
understand due to major problems with mechanics, structure, analysis and citation style. Lacks an 
identifiable thesis. Does not follow submission or format guidelines. Minimal creativity. 

 
1: Poor 


