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Student Name: ____Charles Veith__________________________		Date: _____10/9/25____________
	
	
	Points
Value
	Points
Earned

	1.
	Content:
	
	

	
	Introduction: Review of literature adequate, introduction identifies the pertinence of the field of study, research objectives clearly stated, hypothesis(es) and/or experimental approach(es) logical and concisely stated.
	20
	19

	
	Materials and methods: Experimental procedures well described, appropriate controls clearly identified.
	15
	15

	
	Results: Data appropriate, sufficient and analyzed correctly, data adequately support the conclusions.
	15
	13

	
	Discussion: Conclusions interpretations sound and relate to representative literature. Future research directions and questions are present.
	20
	18

	2.
	Presentation:
	
	

	
	Tables: Necessary, concise, accurate, functionally well laid out.
	5
	5

	
	Figures: Necessary, effective in conveying information sufficiently high technical quality.
	5
	4

	
	Writing style: Grammatically correct, clear, concise
	15
	12

	
	Formatting: Complies with Chicago Manual of Style
	5
	5

	TOTAL POINTS
	100
	91

	<70 points: Poor
70-79 points: Fair
80-89 points: Good
90-100 points: Excellent
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