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For:​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​___________________________________________________________

Project::​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​_______________________________________________________


	Total 
	/100


	Presentation (Form)
	Exceeds Requirements 
	Meets Requirements 
	Doesn’t meet requirements.
	___/50

	Overall impression. clear evidence of team collaboration.
	Clean, clear, professional. Clear evidence of team collaboration. 
	Clean, Good. Some evidence of team collaboration.
	Disorganized. Seems like it was thrown together at the last minute. Some members clearly did more than others.
	/ 10

	Presenter Form / Clarity of message. Coherence & Organization
	Ideas presented clearly. The logic of the material was clear and easy to follow.
	Knew material. Appeared prepared. Few to no glitches. Able to recover from problems with little loss of flow.
	Didn’t seem familiar with the material. Read slides. Too much stumbling. Hard to follow / understand.
	/ 10

	Style and interest, creativity
	Audience time well spent. Captured and held audience attention.
	Good flow. Easy to pay attention for the entire presentation.
	Does not stick to the point; choppy; awkward. Wandered.
	/ 10

	Layout & Balance (Use of visual/audio aids: media, white-space, colour, positioning, etc.)
	 “Icing on the cake” – aids added interest, style, were well integrated into the talk.
	Visual/audio aids added to the presentation.
	Visual/audio aids either detracted from the presentation, or served no useful purpose.
	/ 10

	Length (approx. 15 min. with 5 min for questions) 
	Right length. Easy to read. Holds audience's interest. 
	Not too long or short (able to say what it needs to). Completeness more important than the tally of minutes.
	Too short (doesn't say enough). Too long (says stuff we don't want or need to know). Strays from the point of the talk.
	/ 10


	Technical Quality (content)
	Exceeds Requirements
	Meets Requirements
	Doesn’t meet requirements.
	___/50

	Introduction & Purpose – Remind audience of project purpose and goals. 
	Has good lead-up to the problem at hand. Explains what you hoped to get out of it.
	Short; to the point. Tells me where we’ve been and what's to come. Clear, clean.
	Sketchy or non-existent. Unclear. Condescending.
	/ 10

	Outline of what was done.
	Thorough. Appears complete, defensible, justified.
	Explains what you set out to do, why, and where you ended up.
	Sketchy, disjoint or non-existent explanations.
	/ 10

	Presentation of prototype.
	Format of presentation well matched with what is being presented.
	Clear, comprehensible. Possible to imagine finished product from presentation.
	Mismatch of format to content.
	/ 10

	What did you learn? Success & failures.
	Thoughtful. Well considered and justified.
	Includes some justifications for claims. (As a group – individual insights can be saved for the paper).
	Non-existent, or clearly guessing.
	/ 10

	Conclusions, future work.
	Excellent set-up for someone interested in pursuing this further.
	Follows logically.
	Non-existent or disjointed – hard to see how future will follow from the present, or why is should.
	/ 10
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