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Lawrence Technological University

Oral Presentation Evaluation Criteria

Intended for Adaptation to Specific Academic Programs
Scale:

4=Excellent/fully functional



3=Good but with room for improvement

2=Adequate but not distinctive


1=Dysfunctional

Student Name_______________________


Time__________








(within time requirements?)

Delivery (vocal and non-verbal execution of presentation content)
4
3
2
1
-Professional Demeanor and Appearance


-Extemporaneous

-Delivery Supports Presenter’s Credibility


-Fluency

-Avoids Monotone or Redundant Speech Patterns

-Pacing



-Avoids Distractive Mannerism



-Conversational


-Began and Ended Presentation Without Rushing

-Enthusiasm

-Effective Eye Contact




-Enunciation

-Within Time Required






-Movement/Nonverbal Communication is Professional and Confident

Language (Word Choice)




4
3
2
1
-Professional/Appropriate




-Concise/Succinct

-Correct Grammar




-Avoided Verbal Pauses

-Adapted to Audience

-Defined Terms When Needed or Appropriate for Audience


Structure/Organization





4
3
2
1

-Content Presented in a Logical/Rational Order

-Announced Purpose

-Forecasted Main Points




-Provided Specific Support/Examples

-Main Points Proportionate in Scope and Treatment

-Introduced Topic Clearly

-Content Developed with Appropriate Detail


-Provided Transitions

-Overall, Organization Aids Audience Comprehension
-Summarized Content

-Reinforced Central Idea or Recommendation of Presentation

Visual Aids






4
3
2
1

-Effective Integration of Visuals with Oral Content

-Visuals Professional And Appropriate

-Appropriate Presentation Medium/Media


-Consistent and Well-formatted


-Visuals Relevant





-Clear, Compelling Design


-Professional Animation and Handling of Visuals

-Effective Visual Supplement for Type and Content of Presentation

Evaluator’s Comments:

1.  Did the presentation focused and directly adapted to purpose and audience?
  Yes____No____

2.  Was the presentation focused and directly adapted to purpose and audience?
  Yes____No____

3.  Did the presentation reflect adequate preparation?



  Yes____No____

4.  Did the presenter effectively incorporate resources/references into the presentation?Yes____No____

5.  Did the presenter effectively field questions from the audience?


  Yes____No____

6.  Was the presentation’s content (solutions, plans, analyses, or recommendations) technically,      rationally, and practically plausible?






  Yes____No____

Comments:

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Grade______

Lawrence Technological University

Group Oral Presentation Evaluate Criteria

Intended for Adaptation to Specific Academic Programs

(Evaluates both Group Presentation as a Whole and the Group Member’s Individual Contributions)
Individual Presenter’s Scale:

4=Excellent/Fully Supports Group Effort

3=Good But Can Be Improved

2=Adequate

1=Dysfunctional/Detracts from Group Effort

Individual Group Member Presentation Feedback Scores Based upon the Following Criteria:

· Professional Demeanor and Appearance

· Extemporaneous, Conversational Delivery

· Movement/Nonverbal Communication is Professional and Confident

· Delivery Supports Presenter’s and Group’s Credibility

· Use of Visuals is Consistent in Design and Presentation with Group Approach

· Presenter’s Delivery and Content Supports Group Purpose

Group Member’s Name:

4
3
2
1

Comments:____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

_________________________________________________________________________________________

Group Member’s Name:

4
3
2
1

Comments:_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________

Group Member’s Name:

4
3
2
1

Comments:_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________

Group Member’s Name:

4
3
2
1

Comments:_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Overall Group Assessment:

1.  Did the presentation adhere to assignment requirements?


Yes____No____NA(not applicable)____

2.  Did the presenters forecast an agenda and introduce specific group members at the beginning of the presentation?





Yes____No____NA____

3.  Did the group effort provide a unified and cohesive whole (avoiding simply stringing together a series of individual presentations)?




Yes____No____NA____

4.  Did the presenters use internal summaries and transitions between speakers?








Yes____No____NA____

5.  Was the presentation well-organized and structured to promote audience comprehension?








Yes____No____NA____

6.  Were the visuals used in the presentation clear and professional across each of the presenters?








Yes____No____NA____

7.  Did the group’s presentation appropriately impact, influence, and/or persuade the audience?








Yes____No____NA____

8.  Was the presentation focused and directly adapted to purpose and audience?








Yes____No____NA____

9.  Did the presentation reflect adequate preparation?



Yes____No____NA____

10.  Did the presenters effectively incorporate resources/references into the presentation?








Yes____No____NA____

11.  Did the presenters effectively field questions from the audience?








Yes____No____NA____

12.  Was the presentation’s content (solutions, plans, analyses, or recommendations) technically, rationally, and practically plausible?




Yes____No____NA____

Evaluator’s Group Comments:

(Comments can be coded to reflect the number of the issue above, especially in the case of a “No” response by the evaluator)

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Group Grade______

Individual Grades (if Applicable) __________________





__________________





__________________
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