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Instructions to authors: Make sure your abstract fits entirely within this box. In the first line of your abstract put your name (last, first), followed by the title of your talk. Leave one blank line after the title. Use nothing smaller than a 10-point font.

Reviewers: One a scale of 1 (Disagree) to 5 (Agree), rank the presentation with regard to the items listed below. Please provide constructive remarks or suggestions.

1.  The title reflected the content of the presentation.  
1   2   3   4   5
2. The abstract was free of grammatical errors.
1   2   3   4   5
3. The abstract accurately represented what was presented in the talk.
1   2   3   4   5
4. The introduction was clear and thorough. 
1   2   3   4   5 

5. The goals and importance of the study were clear. 
1   2   3   4   5
6. The methods were clearly presented.
1   2   3   4   5
7. The experimental design adequately addressed the goals of the study. 
1   2   3   4   5
8. The results (if any) were explained in light of the goals of the study.
1   2   3   4   5
9. Appropriate statistical tests were identified.
1   2   3   4   5
10. The speaker concluded with a helpful summary.
1   2   3   4   5
11. Questions were answered in a focused and well-informed manner.
1   2   3   4   5
12. The visual aids were clear and easy to follow.
1   2   3   4   5
13. The visual aids were useful and relevant.
1   2   3   4   5
14. The speaker was well prepared and comfortable with the material.
1   2   3   4   5
15. Did the speaker have any distracting mannerisms? If so, what were they?
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