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	1
	Is the topic of the paper significant and clearly defined?


	10
	
	

	2
	Does the subject matter represent sound science and/or engineering?


	15
	
	

	3
	Is the subject matter current and leading edge?


	15
	
	

	4
	Does the paper contain:   a statement of the problem and a discussion of the methods, results and conclusions?


	10
	
	

	5
	Are the conclusions obtained technically correct?


	20
	
	

	6
	Is the paper clear, well written, and organized?


	10
	
	

	7
	Does the paper contain original material?


	20
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Judging Criteria Point Award Guidance
	Criteria No.
	Judging Criteria
	Possible Points
	Point Award Guidance

	1
	Is the topic of the paper significant and clearly defined?


	10
	10 – highly significant; a major contribution to the topic area and clearly defined

 5 – somewhat significant and somewhat defined

 0 – no significance, topic has been previously well covered and topic is not defined

	2
	Does the subject matter represent sound science and/or engineering?


	15
	15 – sound scientific and/or engineering basis
10 – good scientific and/or engineering basis, but details regarding basis are incomplete
 5 – some scientific and/or engineering basis, but not well defined in paper
 0 – no science and/or engineering basis, pure conjecture/opinions

	3
	Is the subject matter current and leading edge?


	15
	15 – subject matter is current and leading edge relative to topic area
10 – subject matter is somewhat current (2 -3 yrs old)
 5 – subject matter is somewhat dated (>3 yrs old)
 0 – subject matter is dated (>5 yrs old)

	4
	Does the paper contain:   a statement of the problem and a discussion of the methods, results and conclusions?


	10
	10 – clear and succinct: statement of problem, presentation & discussion of methods, results and conclusions
 5 – some elements (problem statement, methods, results, conclusions) missing and/or poorly represented in paper (e.g., lengthy, vague, etc.)
 0 – no clearly defined statement of problem, discussion of methods, results or conclusions

	5
	Are the conclusions obtained technically correct?


	20
	20 – all conclusions are technically correct and well documented (clear with sufficient detail)
15 – conclusions are technically correct, but not well documented

10 – conclusions are generally technically correct, but lacks clear supporting evidence
 5 – some conclusions have no technical basis
 0 – conclusions are not technically correct – contain errors or unable to determine technical accuracy due to lack of basis/details

	6
	Is the paper clear, well written, and organized?


	10
	10 – paper is clear, well written and organized with appropriate level of detail, figures, documentation
 5 – paper is somewhat vague and lacking in appropriate detail, graphics, and documentation
 0 – paper is difficult to read and understand, is not well organized (does not flow)

	7
	Does the paper contain original material?


	20
	20 – paper contains original and leading edge material significant to topic area
15 – paper contains original material, but originality is not well stated/documented 
10 – paper contains some original thought, but primarily based on previously published and current material

 5 – paper contains little original material and is primarily an historical perspective

 0 – paper contains no original material
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	100
	


