Cal Poly MSc Aerospace Engineering — Thesis Proposal Feedback Form

The following criteria should be used by all committee members to evaluate the proposals of Masters candidates in
the Aerospace Engineering department at Cal Poly. After the proposal has been completed, please return this form

directly to the thesis advisor (not to the student).

expert knowledge

Content (~65%)
Introduction and Background (literature 0 1 2 3 a 5
review): Is it clear yvhe.re this Wor.k lies 1.n Noi Needesignfficnt _ Needs T Verygood  Excellent
the context of the field in general including included  improvement improvement  developing
external works?
Motivation: What is the reason for this 0 1 2 3 a 5
WOI‘l-( anq isit rele\{)ant to development of ot Needssignfficant _ Needs T Vorygood  Bcellert
the field in general. included improvement improvement developing
Project: Is it new work? Will it contribute to 0 1 2 3 4 5
C 110 W .

the ﬁeL(.i' Wlll.the Stuqent be d01r.1g L. Not Needs significant Needs Good or Very good Excellent
something unique, or just repeating existing included improvement improvement developing
work?
Scope: Is it clear what the scope is? Does it 0 1 2 3 4 5

: . 197 Ta i
allgn with the general field? Is it well 2 Not Needs significant Needs Good or Very good Excellent
defined (HOt too broad or too narrow)' included improvement improvement developing
Methodology: Does the proposed plan seem 0 1 2 3 4 E

S oAl .

fea51ble7 ? Will lt_prodqge the required ot Needssignificant _ Needs T Vorygood  Bcellert
results? How will verification be included improvement improvement developing
performed?
Analysis Plan: What are the minimum 0 1 2 3 a4 5

L o .
Crlt?rl_a for completlop. How Wll!)resmts be Not Needs significant Needs Good or Very good Excellent
statistically or otherwise proven? included  improvement improvement  developing
Schedule: Is the schedule feasible? Is there 0 1 2 3 A 5
time bl;lllt into the schedule for uneXPECted Not Needs significant Needs Good or Very good Excellent
delays' included improvement improvement developing
Challenges: Expected challenges and 0 1 2 3 4 5
alternat.e plans if something arises. Includes ot Needssignificant _ Needs ——— Vrygood  Bxceller
budget if relevant. included improvement improvement developing
Level of Technical Detail: (adequate for a 0 1 2 3 4 E
proposal): Keep in mmd. tha_t this is a . %oi  feedslgnfioant Noeds fuedih  Qenogoodl  Exeslerd
proposal so the student is still developing included  improvement improvement developing
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Professionalism (~35%)

Personal appearance (professionalism, 0 1 2 3 4 g
clarity, expression, etc
Y, €xp , etc) Not Needs significant ~ Needs Good or Very good  Excellent
included improvement improvement developing
Slide formatting (layout, readability, 0 1 2 3 4 g
consistency, information, etc) Not Needs significant Needs Good or Very good Excellent
included improvement improvement developing
Preparation (was it clear the student had 0 1 2 3 4 5
thought through the presentation in
d g g p Not Needs significant Needs Good or Very good Excellent
aavance, Etc) included improvement improvement developing
Responding: Did the student respond well 0 1 2 3 4 5
to comments and questions from o
. Not Needs significant Needs Good or Very good Excellent
committee members. included improvement improvement developing
Adaptability: Did the student openly accept 0 1 2 3 4 g
comments and questions from the
. d . . Not Needs significant Needs Good or Very good Excellent
committee, and take the information on included improvement improvement developing
board to improve their plan.

General Feedback and Comments

Converting to a letter grade - guidelines for thesis advisor and students

Sum of awarded scores
70

Score =

Department recommended: A = >88%, A-

=>85%, B+=>82%, B= >75%,
below 75%, set-up an ‘incomplete’ contract with the student
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