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Science Investigation Award Program
Judges’ Feedback

Location/University:  ……………………………………………………………………..
Date: ……………

Your Organisation:  ………………………………………………..
State: Tas/WA/SA/Vic/NSW/Qld

Your area of interest c.f. science, education, community etc?  …………………………………………
The purpose of this form is to gain feedback from your experiences with the Science Investigation Award program.  It will help us to continue to improve this opportunity for schools and students.

1. Overall, how much do you believe that the program contributed to a positive learning experience for the students? 
( No contribution
Little contribution (1 (2 (3 (4 (5 (6 (7 (8 (9 (10 Strong contribution

Please comment:

……………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………

2. How would you rate the judging process as scientifically or educationally sound?

 ( Not sound
Less sound (1 (2 (3 (4 (5 (6 (7 (8 (9 (10 Very sound
Please comment:

……………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………

3. From your observation, how much did the experience impact on students’ interest in science?
( No impact 
Little impact (1 (2 (3 (4 (5 (6 (7 (8 (9 (10 Strong impact 
Please comment:

……………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………

4. Generally, do you consider that the program engaged students in science, in a positive way?


(Yes   
 (No
Please comment:

……………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………

5. How valuable were the judging materials in providing an objective focus for the assessment?

( Not used

Little value  (1 (2 (3 (4 (5 (6 (7 (8 (9 (10 Strong value
Please comment:

……………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………
6. How useful were the briefing sessions prior to and after the judging, to the success of the process?
(Not involved  
Little use (1 (2 (3 (4 (5 (6 (7 (8 (9 (10 Very Useful

Please comment:

……………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………

7. What changes (if any) are needed to make improvements to the judging program?
……………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………
……………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………

8. Please rate the importance of the following criteria of the judging program:

· Hypothesis explanation


low (1 (2 (3 (4 (5 (6 (7 (8 (9 (10 high

· Communication with the students
low (1 (2 (3 (4 (5 (6 (7 (8 (9 (10 high

· Handling of the data


low (1 (2 (3 (4 (5 (6 (7 (8 (9 (10 high

· Student’s team work


low (1 (2 (3 (4 (5 (6 (7 (8 (9 (10 high

· Written material on the poster

low (1 (2 (3 (4 (5 (6 (7 (8 (9 (10 high

· Presentation of  the poster

low (1 (2 (3 (4 (5 (6 (7 (8 (9 (10 high

· Graphics and pictures on the poster
low (1 (2 (3 (4 (5 (6 (7 (8 (9 (10 high

· An  opportunity for judges’ comments
low (1 (2 (3 (4 (5 (6 (7 (8 (9 (10 high
9. In your view, how valuable is the judging process in maximizing the benefits of the program?

(No Value

Little value (1 (2 (3 (4 (5 (6 (7 (8 (9 (10 Very valuable

  Please comment:

……………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………

10. Please make any other comments about the program:

……………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………………………

11. Would you like to participate in the Science Investigation Awards as a judge next year?

(Yes   
 (No

Thank you for your input
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