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	Criteria
	Rating

	Title Slide

3: Title is descriptive and specific; entity for which presentation is being made is clearly given; names of team members listed; date of presentation given.
2: Title is adequate but may be lacking in specificity, missing one of the required elements or mistake in: entity for which presentation is being made, names of team members, date of presentation.
1: Title is adequate, but missing two of the required elements or several of them are not clearly stated.
	

	Introduction to Presentation and Project

3: Goals of project are clearly stated and purpose/scope of presentation is clear

2: Goals of project are not clearly stated or purpose/scope of presentation is not clear.

   1: Project goals or presentation introduction missing
	

	Design of Turbine Blade x 2
5: Design and rationale for design choices are very clearly presented and demonstrate that research was done and/or engineering judgment was applied to come up with the design.
4: Design and rationale for design choices are somewhat clearly presented and some thought/engineering judgment was applied to come up with the design.
3: Design and rationale for design choices lack clarity. Rationale is barely adequate.
2: Design and rationale are not clear. Rationale is shallow to inadequate.
1: Design and rationale are not clear. Rationale is inadequate.
	

	Design of Support Tower x 2
5: Design and rationale for design choices are very clearly presented and demonstrate that research was done and/or engineering judgment was applied to come up with the design.

4: Design and rationale for design choices are somewhat clearly presented and some thought/engineering judgment was applied to come up with the design.

3: Design or rationale for design choices lack clarity. Rationale is barely adequate.

2: Design or rationale is not clear. Rationale is shallow to inadequate.

1: Design and rationale are not clear. Rationale is inadequate.
	

	Performance of Wind Turbine and Support Tower x 2
5: Clear and complete summary of performance results; all elements present: height, weight, power generated, and stiffness; graphs of data are properly used, units are given and are correct

4: All performance elements are included, but their presentation shows some inattention to detail (e.g., units missing on graphs, typos, etc.)
3: Missing a performance element and/or their presentation shows more significant inattention to detail 
2: Missing several performance elements and/or sloppy presentation of results
1: Missing most performance elements and/or inadequate presentation of results
	

	Conclusions and Recommendations for Further Work
5: Clear and complete conclusions and recommendations for further work; demonstrates that some thought was given as to what worked well and/or did not work well
4: Clear conclusions, but recommendations for further work lack some specificity and/or substance
3: Conclusions less than clear, recommendations for further work may lack some specificity and/or substance
2: Conclusions or recommendations missing or poorly done.
1: Inadequate or missing conclusions and/or recommendations for further work.
	

	Total
	


Comments:

