Capstone Design Individual Technical Contribution Evaluation Sheet (Ver. 2020-01-09)
Project Name:										Reviewer:					Date:
	Criteria
	Exceeded Expectations
	Match Expectations
	Less Than Expected (Fair)
	Need Improvements
	Failure 

	Context
· Identify Engineering requirement related to technical contribution 
· Relevant to the project

	It is clear why the technical contribution is related to the team problem. The contribution directly addresses either the quantification of an engineering requirement or addresses a problem related to the requirement. 
	It is usually clear why the technical contribution is related to the team problem. The contribution usually addresses either the quantification of an engineering requirement or addresses a problem related to the requirement.
	It is partly clear why the technical contribution is related to the team problem. The contribution partly addresses either the quantification of an engineering requirement or addresses a problem related to the requirement.
	It is unclear why the technical contribution is related to the team problem. The contribution may not address either the quantification of an engineering requirement or addresses a problem related to the requirement.
	Technical contribution is not related to the team problem. The contribution does not address either the quantification of an engineering requirement or address a problem related to the requirement.

	Technical contributions (quality)
· Benchmarking 
· Analyses and implication
· Usefulness and Completeness
· Engineering Standards
	Information is very relevant to the assigned topic.  Implications for project decisions are very clear and critical for moving forward with the project. Background research is appropriate and useful and appropriate engineering standards referenced
	Information is mostly relevant to the assigned topic.  Implications for project decisions are mostly clear and useful in the project. Background research is somewhat appropriate and useful. Gratuitous citing of engineering standards.
	Information is usually relevant to the assigned topic.  Implications for project decisions are somewhat clear and somewhat useful in the project. Background research is weakly connected to tasks. Engineering standards not well cited.
	Information is insufficient and/or hardly relevant to the assigned topic. Implications for project decisions are somewhat unclear. Background research is weak or absent. Engineering standards missing. 
	[bookmark: _GoBack]Information is not correct or useful.  

 



	Technical Contribution 
· Difficulty factor
· Intermediate results

	The tasks are of appropriate technical difficulty and are broken down into steps of manageable sizes. 
	The tasks are of mostly appropriate technical difficulty and are usually broken down into steps of manageable sizes.
	The tasks are of low technical difficulty and are not broken down into steps of manageable sizes.
	The tasks are of insufficient technical difficulty and are not broken down into steps of manageable sizes.
	Inadequate technical difficulty. 

	Next steps
· Remaining steps
· Suggested tasks
	The steps needed to compete the contribution(s) are clear and new contributions based on this work are clear. 
	The steps needed to compete the contribution(s) are usually clear and new contributions based on this work are usually clear.
	The steps needed to compete the contribution(s) are sometimes clear and new contributions based on this work are sometimes clear.
	The steps needed to compete the contribution(s) are unclear and new contributions based on this work are unclear or missing
	No steps or tasks are provided. 

	Presentation
· Consistent and logical flow and organization 
· Professional (grammar, no typos, proper citations, third-person used) 
· Tables/figures properly labeled and cited/described in text
· Appropriate use of references and citations 
· Appropriate use of diagrams, figures, sketches, models
· Facts and evidence provided to support conclusions
	The report is consistently clear and concise, using a technical writing style and with little or no spelling/grammar errors. Well formatted and always flows smoothly, in a logical manner. Numerous diagrams/figures appropriately used to illustrate the text. In-line citations with proper references were always included.

	The report is usually clear and concise, generally uses a technical writing style with few spelling/grammar errors. Information usually flowed smoothly and in a logical manner. Many diagrams/figures were included to clarify the text. References were often used and properly cited.

	The report is generally clear and concise with a few spelling / grammatical errors. The technical writing style was not consistently followed.  Information generally flowed smoothly and in a logical manner, but some parts were difficult to follow. Some diagrams were used to accompany the text. Some errors in referencing/citing were made.

	The report is unclear and overly wordy or missing significant detail. It was not in a technical style (e.g. “diary-style”). The information did not flow smoothly and a logical structure was not often used. Few diagrams were included and were not properly related to the text. Few or incomplete references were used, and citations were missing or incomplete.
	The report contained few details and was unclear. Information was not organized. The writing style was informal/casual. No diagrams or illustrations were included or were improperly used. References were not used or were incomplete or missing.


	· EDN links
	Technical contributions are fully documented in EDN
	Technical contributions are mostly documented in EDN
	Technical contributions are partly documented in EDN
	Technical contributions are poorly documented in EDN
	Technical contributions are not documented in EDN
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