GALLERY WALK PEER EVALUATION:
PRESENTER 

____________________________________________________________

PEER REVIEWER

____________________________________________________________

	
	1
	2
	3
	4

	Information


	Did not include all criteria and those included were incorrect or misunderstood
	Some information but major portions need revision.
	All criteria included by some areas are lacking in depth 
	All criteria included and in-depth.

	Ability to present concepts
	Could not explain the concepts and how they applied to their story.  

Just read from the poster without explanation
	Could explain a few concepts but did not seem familiar with the story.  Some explanation but could have used more examples or depth.
	Explained all concepts with examples/

connections to the story  but some were vague or unclear.
	Showed a thorough understanding of both the concepts and how they applied to the story. Well explained in all areas.

	Visual
	No apparent connection to the presentation.

Visually ‘messy’ to the extreme.
	Lacks neatness and not that visually appealing.  Not very well connected to the presentation or story.  Just decoration for the presentation.  The presenter did not refer to it at all.
	Neat and tidy.  Some  connections unclear but overall a fair representation of their ideas.
The presenter referred to the poster from time to time.
	Eye-candy.  All connections evident between visual and story and presentation.
The poster provided ample support for the presentation.


Two stars:

One suggestion/wish:  

