Oral Presentations

Overall, the criteria used to arrive at marks reflect the ability of students to:

1. structure an oral presentation

2. compile suitable material

3. communicate effectively

4. deliver a balanced and complete presentation within a time limit

5. design and use visual aids

6. undertake independent study of the topic in question

7. respond to questions

	90-100
	97
	Advanced and mature oral presentation exhibiting substantial oratorical skills.  Material presented is balanced, has been very well-researched and shows evidence of originality.  Excellent anticipation and fielding of questions.  Scores maximum marks for each of the above 7 criteria.  

	
	93
	Advanced and mature oral presentation with very high scores on all criteria.  Excellent, well-researched and balanced content.  Evidence of critical thought and analysis, very good and wholly appropriate illustrative material.  Very good anticipation and fielding of questions.

	80-89
	87
	Excellent oral presentation, well-paced and balanced.  Content and depth of knowledge are beyond that derived from lectures.  Confident delivery, imaginative and enthusiastic performance that holds a captive audience, very confident response to questions.

	
	83
	Excellent oral presentation scoring highly on each of the 7 criteria.  Substantial knowledge and understanding of material.  Confident delivery, good illustrative material, balanced and keeps to time.  Confident response to questions.

	70-79
	78
	Very good presentation scoring highly on most of the criteria 1-7.  Clear logical structure and focussed coverage of well-researched, suitable material.  Aims and conclusions clearly stated, research has been conducted at an appropriate level and there is evidence of work beyond lectures.  Good ability to handle questions.

	
	75
	Very good presentation, scoring highly on most of the above criteria.  Well-researched material confidently and logically presented.  Capable handling of questions. 

	
	72
	Very good presentation, balanced and keeps to time.  Confident delivery of suitable well-researched material, visual aids are relevant and clearly visible.  Competent handling of questions.  May lack some of the polish or fluency of a higher scoring presentation.

	60-69
	68
	A good presentation with a clear logical structure, coverage of well-researched, suitable material and good visual aids.  Some ability to handle questions.

	
	65
	A good presentation, well-structured and delivering appropriate, researched material.  Some minor shortcomings may include aims not clearly indicated, contents pitched at slightly wrong level, inconsistent handling of questions.

	
	62
	A competent presentation delivering appropriate, researched material.  Scores well on the 7 criteria.  Shortcomings may include slightly imbalanced structure, some time keeping difficulties, inconsistent quality of visual aids and/or poor handling of questions.

	50-59
	58
	A competent presentation demonstrating a reasonable standard in all aspects of the presentation.  Content is largely relevant and shows some evidence of research.  Some ideas may be less well expressed, may be unable to handle some questions.

	
	55
	Presentation addresses most of the 7 criteria; content is largely relevant but may be variable in quality.  The presentation may not be completed within the time limit or may be significantly imbalanced.  Visual aids may be variable in quality and relevance.  Unable to handle some questions.

	
	52
	Adequate presentation but under performs on one or more criteria.  Delivery may lack confidence, inability to hold the audiences attention through the presentation.

	40-49
	48
	Weak but clearly acceptable presentation.  Some irrelevant or inaccurate material is included.  Lacks evidence of independent research.  May be significantly under or over the time limit.  Unable to handle the majority of questions.

	
	45
	Weak but acceptable presentation.  Aims and conclusions not clearly stated, lacks evidence of research and/or may include noticeable amounts of irrelevant or inappropriate material.  Poor visual aids lacking clear connections to the material discussed.  Unable to handle the majority of questions.  

	
	42
	Poor presentation with flaws in some aspects.  May include a significant amount of irrelevant material.  Presentation lacks structure and the presenter does not engage with the audience.  Visual aids are poorly constructed, not always relevant and difficult to see for some or all of the audience.  Unable to handle the majority of questions.

	Fail

	30-39
	37
	Presentation narrowly but clearly fails in several aspects.  There may be major gaps in knowledge and understanding and/or inclusion of substantial amounts of irrelevant material.  May be substantially under or over the time limit.

	
	33
	Presentation is unacceptable and fails on many of the criteria 1-7.  Limited knowledge and understanding, disorganised with insufficient explanation.  Delivery is poor, for example substantially over length and/or largely inaudible.  Unable to respond to questions.

	
	25
	Presentation fails on most criteria.  Very limited material, complete inability to understand or answer questions, audience is disinterested.  Sections may be inaudible, the majority of visual aids are difficult to see or inappropriate.

	
	15
	Unacceptable presentation, content largely irrelevant, few suitable visual aids, may be inaudible.  Fails on nearly all criteria 1-7.

	
	5
	Unacceptable presentation.  Content is irrelevant, no suitable visual aids, may be inaudible.  Fails on all criteria 1-7.

	
	0
	No attempt or not ready present by advertised deadline without prior notification and agreement.


