Name: Jon Jolly
Please post your report using as many figures as possible on the wiki. 
In addition, I would like you to answer and discuss the following questions:
1. What type of paper is this? This paper presents an interactive tool that allows for easier, customizable redistricting.
2. How many years old is it? 0-1.
3. How many citations does it have? 0.
4. How was it published? Journal of Visual Languages and Computing.
5. What do they claim as their main contributions? (what is novel)	
This paper’s main contribution is a tool that uses advanced Tabu search techniques that allow for more choices, allows visual (drawing on map) and cognitive (weighting criteria) interactivity, presented in an easy to use format that requires no specific software expertise.
6. How does the paper relate to visualization? The tool this paper presents utilizes a number of visualization techniques and interactivity that helps users make better decisions.
7. Why did you choose this paper? I chose this paper because it looked like an intriguing interactive tool that could help users make decisions about a topic when there was no clear best answer (it depends on what is most important to the user).  I could see this mentality being applied to a variety of fields in the creation of visualizations.
8. Who else do you think should read this paper and why? Anyone interested in design, human factors engineers, those trying to skew elections in their favor. ;)
9. How would you rank this paper?  
(note that a poor paper can still be a good choice for a report if we can learn from their mistakes)
 5/5.
This is the rubric I will use to grade the presentation.
It is a work in progress, please feel free to suggest criteria. 
You may not have a ‘Needs Work’ in any category -- if so, I will need revisions. 
	
	Needs Work (-1)
	Pass (0)
	Kudos! (+1)
	

	Mechanics
Proper use of headings, grammer, spelling….. 
	· Distracting errors in spelling or grammar
· Problems with organization
· Appears rushed

	· No more than one noticeable error.
· Answers all required questions.
· Uses headings, fonts, etc. to make a polished report.
· Other (explain)
· Did not put it up in the right place on the wiki. 
	· TBD
	Click here to enter text.

	Graphics
How well are graphics presented and explained?
	·  Did not use enough graphics
· Did not add explanation to the graphics
· Chose irrelevant graphics
	· Found the relevant graphics from the paper
· Explained them accurately
	· Created your own graphics to better explain the ideas in the paper (must be GREAT graphics).
	Click here to enter text.

	Understanding
How well do you seem to understand the paper?
	· Did not read any prior art.
· Cannot explain if or how this paper makes a contribution
· Gives non-plausible answers to questions
· Does not know things that it seems one should know
	· Read two papers that are cited by this paper.
· Understands the nature of the paper’s contribution
· Can answer questions to the satisfaction of the audience
	· Can suggest new interesting ideas based on this paper 
	Click here to enter text.

	Selectiveness
How strong is the rationale for choosing this paper?  
	· Cannot explain why this paper was chosen
· The paper does not seem relevant
	· The paper seems relevant
· You read several papers and can explain why this is better than the alternatives
· There was a strategy you can explain that was used to find this paper.
	· TBD
	Click here to enter text.



