
TOK	Class	Presentation	Evaluations	

	

All	students	are	required	to	complete	the	following	during	the	presentation	in	
their	journal	as	a	special	entry,	set	their	bookmark	for	the	page(s)	to	be	
graded,	and	submit	this	work	at	the	end	of	each	period	after	the	
presentation(s).	

1) Presentation	#________;	list	the	group	members’	first	names.	

2) Write	the	real	life	situation	(RLS)	&	the	central	knowledge	question	

(KQ)	as	stated.	

3) Outline	the	main	sections	of	the	presentation;	take	notes	of	interest.	

4) Grade	the	group	overall	using	the	criteria	listed	in	the	table	on	the	back	

page	of	the	presentation	packet	provided	to	you.	

*	Provide	the	achievement	mark	(1-10).		Write	a	short	rationale	for	

scoring	them	with	this	mark.		Please	include	specific	references	to	the	

presentation	when	explaining	your	rationale	for	scoring.	

5) Write	a	minimum	50-word	commentary	on	what	you	felt	were	the	

strengths	and	weaknesses	of	the	presentation.		Identify	members	

who	were	especially	insightful	in	a	critical	sense	(not	just	who	

was	more	informed,	or	who	talked	more).		You	may	also	comment	

on	how	you	feel	regarding	the	RLSs/KQs	presented.	

	

STUDENTS	WHO	ARE	ABSENT	ON	THE	DAY	OF	A	PRESENTATION	are	required	

to	complete	#1	&	2,	and	then	write	a	one-page	personal	response	to	the	

knowledge	question/real	life	situation	and	how	they	would	address	it.		They	

should	consider	different	perspectives	as	they	respond.		Please	do	whatever	

basic	research	as	necessary	to	properly	address	the	real	life	situation	(i.e.	

internet	search)	in	order	to	complete	this	task.		This	is	due	the	next	class	

AFTER	the	student’s	return.



TOK Internal Assessment: Presentation Criteria	

 
Presentation Assessment Instrument  
 

Do(es) the presenter(s) succeed in showing how TOK concepts can have practical application? 

Level 5  
Excellent  
9–10  

Level 4  
Very good  
7–8  

Level 3  
Satisfactory  
5–6  

Level 2  
Basic  
3–4  

Level 1  
Elementary  
1–2  

 
Irrelevant  
0  

The presentation 
is focused on a 
well-formulated 
knowledge 
question that is 
clearly connected 
to a specified 
real-life 
situation. The 
knowledge 
question is 
effectively 
explored in the 
context of the 
real-life situation, 
using convincing 
arguments, with 
investigation of 
different 
perspectives. The 
outcomes of the 
analysis are 
shown to be 
significant to the 
chosen real-life 
situation and to 
others.  

The presentation is 
focused on a 
knowledge 
question that is 
connected to a 
specified real-life 
situation. The 
knowledge question 
is explored in the 
context of the real-
life situation, using 
clear arguments, 
with 
acknowledgment of 
different 
perspectives. The 
outcomes of the 
analysis are shown 
to be significant to 
the real-life 
situation.  

The 
presentation 
identifies a 
knowledge 
question that 
has some 
connection to a 
specified real-
life situation. 
The knowledge 
question is 
explored in the 
context of the 
real-life 
situation, using 
some adequate 
arguments. 
There is some 
awareness of 
the significance 
of the 
outcomes of 
the analysis.  

The presentation 
identifies a 
knowledge 
question and a 
real-life situation, 
although the 
connection between 
them may not be 
convincing. There 
is some attempt to 
explore the 
knowledge 
question. There is 
limited awareness 
of the significance 
of the outcomes of 
the analysis.  

The 
presentation 
describes a 
real-life 
situation 
without 
reference to 
any 
knowledge 
question, or 
treats an 
abstract 
knowledge 
question 
without 
connecting it 
to any specific 
real-life 
situation.  

The 
presentation 
does not 
reach the 
standard 
described by 
levels 1–5. 

Some possible characteristics 

Sophisticated  
Discerning  
Insightful  
Compelling  
Lucid  

Credible  
Analytical  
Organized  
Pertinent  
Coherent  

Relevant  
Adequate  
Acceptable  
Predictable  

Underdeveloped  
Basic  
Unbalanced  
Superficial  
Derivative  
Rudimentary  

Ineffective  
Unconnected  
Incoherent  
Formless  

 

	

	


