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Appendix A


NACCQ Conference Awards – Software Nomination Form

(This form is to be handed in at registration desk, before lunchtime Wednesday

 - day two of the conference)

1. Title of software artifact:…………………………………………………………….

2. Names of Author(s): ………………………………………………………………...

3. Institution name(s):………………………………………………………………….

4. Conference Page No. (if appropriate):……………………………………………..

5. Items for assessment:


Yes - (
No  - (

Software Executables



Software Source Code



Software Design Doc’n



User Manual



Conference Paper/Poster



Other (expand below)



6. Comments/additional items:

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

7. Nominator’s name:……………………………………………………………………..

8. Date:  …………/……………/…………………

Note: Criteria against which your nomination will be judged are given below:

· Software Award

Review forms with list of nominated submissions to panel at beginning of conference, identify top five, then meet to judge as a panel.  Candidates must specifically nominate their entry for this category in order to be assessed for this award. Quality of the software, and  rigour, relevance and significance of the work again are relevant criteria.  Scale of use, potential value, novelty of ideas, functionality and scope of the application, scalability, portability and degree of technical achievement could all be taken into account in considering submissions for this award.  Software that is commercially available, and fully packaged for sale or perhaps open source distribution, would normally score more highly than a prototype application. 
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