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I. Assessment

	CRITERIA
	GRADE

	
	Maximum
	Evaluation

	1. Presentation (15%)
	15
	

	1.1. Duration of talk/Audibility/ Comprehensibility

- Much too long or much too short or almost inaudible and very difficult to understand

- Slightly too long or rushed but clear and quite precise

- Right length, well paced, very clear and very precise
	5
1

3
5
	

	1.2. Presentation skills

- Distracting mannerism and no speech variation and dull and poor eye contact and reading from notes/visual aids
- Some weaknesses or mostly good with one partiularly bad weakness (lots of ‘ers’)

- Good variation, lively enthustastic, and relating well to the audience
	5

1

3

5
	

	1.3. Slides

- Too much text and poor colors and type face both poor and too small and confusing and poor labelling/legends

- Some weaknesses or mostly good with one partiularly bad weakness

- Informative text, nice and suitable illustrated photos and correct labelling/legends
	5

1

3

5
	

	2. Content (60%)
	60
	

	2.1. Title of the thesis
- Under or over the the requirement of a bachelor thesis 
- Meet the requirement of a bachelor thesis
	10
5
10                         
	

	2.2. Problem statement
- Not stated

- Unclear or confused

- Very clear
	5

1                        

3

5
	

	2.3. Methods

Only list of methods without explaination why chose these methods 

- List of methods with explaination why chose these methods 

-  List of methods with explaination why chose these methods and which methods have been done by him/herself
	10

2                          

5

10
	

	2.4. Presentation of appropriate supporting data
- Limited quantity or poor quality

- Satisfactory

- Excellent
	10
2                          

5

10
	

	2.4. Interpretation of data
- Limited 

- Criticle 

- Constructive critique and clear presentation of him/herself intepretation
	15

3

10

15
	

	2.5. Conclusions

- Not very related to the stated problem
- the stated problem was solved 

- the stated problem was well solved 
	10

2

5

10
	

	3. Ability to discuss the topic when questioned (20%)
	25
	

	- Vey limited ( < 30%)
- Patchy (< 70 %)
- Excellent
	5

15

25
	


II. Comments

- Possitive comments: ………………………………………………………………………..
- Negative comments: ………………………………………………………………………..
	III. Overall Mark: ......................
	Signed……………………


