
 
 
 
 

Speaker & Topic Relevance Presentation Question 
Handling 

Rigour & 
References 

Timekeeping Additional Comments Total Marks 

        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
 

NEICS Meeting: Registrars Prize Presentation. DATE 
 
Name of Assessor: 
 
Scoring Poor/Weak = 1;   Borderline= 2;    Good = 3;  Excellent = 4  

Content & examples for scoring presentations 
 1 2 3 4 

Relevance to 
Critical Care 

No relevance to ICU. Relevant only to specialised 
centres or occasional instances 

Relevant to many ICUs and 
patient groups 

Highly topical and of ongoing 
relevance to all ICUs 

Presentation Poor use of AV aids, poor verbal 
delivery,  repetition, surplus 
slides, poor timekeeping 

Acceptable but uninspiring 
presentation 

 

Fluent, appropriate use of AV 
aids, good timekeeping 

Extremely fluent, similar quality 
to  presentations at National 
level. 

Question 
Handling 

Unable to answer even basic 
questions on the topic 

Answers basic questions and 
follow up questions with 
adequate but sometimes 
superficial responses 

Handles questions well, but 
limited depth or flexibility in 
answers & thought processes 

Handles all questions well and 
pre-empts follow up questions.  
Clear grasp of salient issues 
asked. 

Scientific Rigour 
& Referencing 

No structure, no context Limited Scientific structure, 
incomplete understanding of 
underlying scientific issues and 
caveats 

Good context/well referenced. 
Understands underlying 
principles and shortcomings in 
existing literature 

High quality structure, up to date 
and appropriate referencing. 
Deep understanding of relevant 
scientific principles and 
controversies 

Timekeeping Had to be stopped mid-talk Finished with obvious rush- no 
time for questions 

Finished on time with limited time 
for questions 

Kept to time. Adequate time for 
questioning. No sense of rush 


