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	1. Organization
	Poor sequence or illogical presentation of information. Some relevant information not presented. Presentation not well timed.
	
	Some information presented out of sequence. Had some pacing and timing problems.
	
	Information presented nearly complete and relevant and presented in logical sequence. Pace and timing appropriate.
	
	Information presented was complete and in logical order. Easy to follow. Very well-timed and well-paced.
	

	2. Originality
	Problem/purpose limited in originality and creativity. Design/approach only marginally appropriate or innovative.
	
	Problem/purpose moderately original or creative. Design/approach moderately appropriate or innovative.
	
	Problem/purpose fairly original or creative. Design/approach appropriate or innovative. 
	
	Problem/purpose very creative or original with new and innovative ideas. Explored original topic and discovered new outcomes. Design/approach introduced new or expanded on established ideas.
	

	3. Significance
	Project has little relevance or significance to field and will make little contribution
	
	Project only moderate relevance or significance to field and will make a nominal contribution.
	
	Project has fair relevance or significance to field and will make good contribution. 
	
	Project extremely relevant or has significant importance to field and will make an important contribution.
	

	4. Discussion and summary
	Major topics or concepts inaccurately described. Considerable relevant discussion missing. Conclusions/summary not entirely supported by findings/outcomes.
	
	Few inaccuracies and omissions. Conclusions/summary generally supported by findings/outcomes.
	
	Discussion sufficient and with few errors. Greater foundation needed from past work in area. Conclusions/summary based on outcomes and were appropriate. 
	
	Discussion was superior, accurate, and thought-provoking. Conclusions/summaries appropriate and clearly based on outcomes.
	

	5. Delivery
	Presenter unenthused, monotonous and relied extensively on notes. Voice mannerisms, body language, and communication skills sometimes inappropriate. Poor quality of slides/presentation material; poor enhancement of presentation/performance.
	
	Displayed interest and enthusiasm. Limited engagement with audience. Occasionally struggled to find words. Generally appropriate voice mannerisms, body language, and communication skills. Moderate quality of slides/presentation materials.
	
	Engaged audience. Displayed interest and enthusiasm. Good voice mannerisms, body language, and communication skills. Good quality of slides/presentation materials; enhanced presentation/performance.
	
	Very engaging. Expressed ideas fluently in own words. Genuinely interested and enthusiastic. Exceptional voice mannerisms, body language, and communication skills. Exceptional slides/presentation quality materials; greatly enhanced presentation/performance. 
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