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Academic Excellence Conference Committee’s Evaluation Checklist of Abstracts

10th Annual AEC, Saturday, March 27, 2010



[bookmark: Check3][bookmark: Check4]Yes  |_|	No |_|		1. Abstract is clear and coherent

[bookmark: Check5][bookmark: Check6]Yes  |_|	No |_|		2. Abstract avoids the use of professional jargon

[bookmark: Check7][bookmark: Check8]Yes  |_|	No |_|		3. Abstract conveys what the presentation is about

[bookmark: Check9][bookmark: Check10]Yes |_|		No |_|		4. Abstract conveys the purpose of presentation

[bookmark: Check13][bookmark: Check14]Yes |_|		No |_|		5. Meets the 150 word limit

[bookmark: Check15][bookmark: Check16]Yes |_|		No |_|		6. No typographical or spelling errors

[bookmark: Check17][bookmark: Check18]Yes |_|		No |_|		7. Follows standard usage of grammar and punctuation



[bookmark: Check19]|_|	Accepted as is (or with minor editing by AEC Committee)
	Congratulations!  Please work with your faculty/staff mentor to prepare for the conference.

|_|	Accept with Minor Revision:  Please work with your faculty/staff mentor to revise the abstract addressing issues identified by reviewers. All proposals needing REVISIONS must be resubmitted electronically by your mentor in a Word document to Donna Hinz (dhinz@keene.edu) by Wednesday, February 5, 2010. 

|_|	Denied 	
The AEC Committee regrets to inform you that your proposal has been denied for the following 	reasons.
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