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	0​–Unsatisfactory
	1–Satisfactory
	2–Proficient
	3–Outstanding

	Organization

Is the presentation easy to understand?
	Presentation has no sequence. Audience cannot follow the material. 
	Presentation has limited organization. Beginning, middle, and end are present, but unclear. Audience has difficulty following the presentation. 
	Presentation has a logical, interesting sequence. Order of presentation makes sense. Beginning, middle, and end are obvious. Most details are in the right place.
	Presentation has a logical, interesting sequence. Clear direction moves audience through the presentation. Beginning gains attention. Details fit and build to main point. End provokes thought. 

	Subject Knowledge

Does the presenter have a clear understanding of their subject?
	Limited or no grasp of subject. Can provide only vague or no answers to questions. 
	Student has limited knowledge, is uncomfortable with material. Provides only limited answers to questions.
	Demonstrates clear knowledge of material. Elaboration or explanation may be limited. Can answer questions when asked. 
	Demonstrates full knowledge of subject (more than required). Explanations are thorough and clear. Provides excellent answers to questions. 

	Support Materials

Did the electronic or paper support materials enhance the presentation?
	No or limited materials. Poorly selected information. Materials are unclear. Sloppy work. 
	Materials connected to presentation, but may lack clarity, be too limited, or lack insight. Editing may be needed. 
	Materials reinforce presentation and generally effective. Information presented provides insight and informs audience. Graphs and charts are appropriate. Limited editing needed. 
	Materials reinforce presentation and are visually pleasing. Information presented provides insight and informs audience. Graphs and charts are appropriate.

	Delivery

Was the presentation effective? Did the presenter engage the audience?
	No connection to material or audience.
	Limited connection to material or audience. Indifferent. Presentation is flat, stiff. 
	Personality, flavor, style of presenters show sometimes. Pleasant and acceptable. Connection with audience more less clear. 
	Confident, honest style gives viewer a clear sense of presenters’ convictions. Engages audience with eye contact, an engaged voice, and positive body language.

	Language Use

Did the presenter use clear, correct, appropriate English?
	Language detracts from the presentation. Language may be inappropriate. 
	A mixture of effective and ineffective language. May use slang or jargon. May use too complex language for the audience. 
	Presented in generally effective language. Only minor problems in grammar, word choice, pronunciation, or tone. Technical terms are explained.
	Presented in natural, smooth language. No distracting problems in grammar, word choice, pronunciation, or tone. Technical terms are explained. 


	Classroom Discussion

Did the presenter engage students, ask penetrating questions, and link material to contemporary examples?


	Classroom discussion was brief, lacked substance, and failed to engage students.
	Limited success engaging students in discussion and keeping it topical.  Discussion questions demonstrate weak understanding of central concern of reading.  Weak link between reading and contemporary concerns/issues.
	Classroom discussion on topic and sustained.  Discussion questions demonstrate and understanding of the reading.  An effort was made to link the reading to contemporary concerns/issues.
	Classroom discussion was engaging and lively.  Questions challenged students to think deeper about the material and their own perspectives.  Presenter linked the discussion questions to contemporary examples, moral dilemmas, or public policies.  A true exchange of ideas was evident.


