
A brief guide to ISEF Judging 
 

 
DISQUALIFICATION 

Projects with a red dot displayed on the project board have been disqualified by the Safety Committee due 

to a violation of the ISEF Rules and Guidelines. You probably won’t encounter any but, if you do, interview 

the student so that they can have a beneficial learning experience, but do NOT award any prizes. 

 

INTERVIEWS (about 8 minutes each) 

Examine the quality of the work, and how well the student understands the project and area of study.  

The physical display is secondary to the student’s knowledge of the subject.   

Look for evidence of laboratory, field or theoretical work, not just library research or a facility with gadgets.  

Unattended projects should not be judged. 

 

Here are some standard questions used by judges: 

 

 Please spend a minute describing your project. (Look at the board). 

 How did you get the idea? 

 Describe the timeline for this project. (Look at the notebook, if any). 

 What are the independent and dependent variables? 

 What did your teacher/mentor/supervisor contribute? 

 (Engineering projects) What might the practical difficulties be? 

 (Team projects) Who did what and how did you apportion the tasks? 

 On what basis did you reach your conclusion? 

 What could be done to strengthen the work? 

 
If steps have been missed or there is confusion, give the student constructive feedback so they may learn.  

 

EVALUATION 

Score each project using the ISEF criteria provided. Use your scores as a guide to choosing winners in 

consultation with the other judges in your group. Give all your completed score sheets to your Captain. 

If students have worked on a project for more than one year, they should have displayed the continuation 

form 7. ONLY research conducted within the current year is to be evaluated. 

Where research was conducted in an industrial or institutional setting, the student should have 

documentation, most often Form 1C, which will help you determine how much assistance was given. 

  

  Judge ONLY the quality of the science and the student’s contribution to it.  

  A student’s background should be irrelevant when scoring. 

And finally… please be discreet when discussing winners or making critical comments as students, parents, 

or other judges might be offended.  Results are confidential until officially announced and, as a general rule, 

the deliberations of your judge group should never be discussed with students or parents.  
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