Evaluation criteria for PUBLIC SPEAKING
	
	4 points
	3 points
	2 points
	1 point
	0 points

	Topic fulfilment (relevant content, judging priorities)
	
	
	
	
	

	Speech organization (introduction, recap, linking words, etc.)
	
	
	
	
	

	Overall impression (body language, public speaking techniques, drawing analogies, making examples, generalizing, etc.)
	
	
	
	
	

	Fluency/pronunciation (clarity)
	
	
	
	
	

	Lexis - Vocabulary
	
	
	
	
	

	Use of English - Grammar/structure correctness
	
	
	
	
	


Topic fulfilment (relevant content, judging priorities) 
4 points – the topic is fully or nearly fully developed, with the most relevant reasons/arguments chosen and good examples provided. If the topic requires it, the speaker appeals to his/her own experience.
3 points – the topic is quite well fulfilled, however the reasons/arguments or examples are the most adequate ones.
2 points – the topic is only partly developed and there are scarcely any examples or reasons/arguments provided.
1 point – the topic is hardly developed, the speaker does not have a specific point of view or does not know how to express his/her viewpoint.
0 points – none of the criterion mentioned above is fulfilled 

Speech organisation (introduction, drawing conclusions etc.)
4 points – expression is effective, elaborated and well – organized (introduction, reasoning/arguments and recapitulation). The speech seems natural and the speaker knows how to express their points of view. He/she uses linking words. The speaker expresses a confident attitude.
3 points - expression is quite effective, and well – organized (introduction, reasoning/arguments and recapitulation). The speech seems natural and the speaker generally knows how to express their points of view. They are able to organize and develop their speech at most times, use some linking words. The speaker expresses a rather confident attitude.
2 points – expression is mostly effective, however little confidence is present. The speech seems to have no clear structure or some elements of speech organisation are missing (introduction, reasoning/arguments and recapitulation).  Hardly any linking words are present. The speaker occasionally misinterprets the topic (occasions of irrelevant content).
1 point – the speaker has difficulties expressing their point of view, and due to stress or shyness is unable to communicate. But still the communication is not utterly interrupted. There is no clear structure of the speech. No linking words present. A lot of irrelevant content.
0 points – none of the criterion mentioned above is fulfilled 

Overall impression (body language, eye contact, making examples, generalizing, etc.)
4 points – speakers use proper, natural body language, maintain eye contact and are able not only to organize their speech but also make it appear natural and on an outstanding level. They can make relevant examples, generalize their ideas as well as go into details. They skilfully employ public speaking techniques like: repetition, looping, sense of humour, metaphor.
3 points - candidates at most times use proper, natural body language, maintain eye contact and are able not only to organize their speech but also make it appear natural and on a high level. They can give some examples, generalize their ideas as well as go into details. Their speech is pleasant to hear. They employ public speaking techniques like: repetition, looping, sense of humour, metaphor.
2 points – candidates sometimes use body language, scarcely maintain eye contact and have some difficulties organizing their speech. Speakers seem rather tense and not natural. Some attempts to employ public speaking techniques like: repetition, looping, sense of humour, metaphor are made.
1 point – candidates seem tense and therefore forget about natural gestures. Though the speech may seem correct it gives hardly any pleasure to the listener. Intonation is hardly correct. No public speaking techniques are employed.
0 points – none of the criterion mentioned above is fulfilled 

Fluency/pronunciation (clarity)
4 points – speed and rhythm natural to context. Hesitation contextual rather than linguistic. Speech uses colloquial elements naturally and consistently. Pronunciation seems pleasant by ear. The speaker uses various public speaking techniques such as: varying the pace of speaking, volume, pauses, etc.
3 points – speed and rhythm consistent and comfortable to follow. Some hesitation with complex expressions but not disruptive. Speech seems natural and pleasant by ear. The speaker uses some public speaking techniques such as: varying the pace of speaking, volume, pauses, etc.
2 points - speed and rhythm are disrupted at times and the speech is not always pleasant by ear, however comprehensible in general.
1 point – the speech is comprehensible but hardly pleasant to follow.
0 points – none of the criterion mentioned above is fulfilled

Lexis - Vocabulary
4 points – speakers have no problems with basic as well as extended, sophisticated vocabulary that is connected to the topic. Some phrasal verbs and collocations appear and the speech is varied. Hardly any repetitions appear.
3 points – speakers have no obvious problems with basic vocabulary and can introduce some more extended ones as well. Some phrasal verbs or collocations appear, however the lexis matches the topic. Only a few repetitions appear.
2 points - speakers have no obvious problems with basic vocabulary, nonetheless cannot introduce more extended ones. No phrasal verbs or collocations appear, the lexis matches the topic only to some extent. Only a few repetitions appear.
1 point - candidates have no obvious problems with basic vocabulary, nonetheless cannot introduce more extended ones. No phrasal verbs or collocations appear, the lexis hardly matches the topic. Numerous repetitions appear.
0 points – none of the criterion mentioned above is fulfilled 

Grammar/structure correctness
4 points – main clause grammar may have some slips of tongue which speakers correct at once or which do not disturb the flow of speech in any way. Very few errors in complex structures. Grammar structures are varied and relevant to the situation.
3 points – main clause grammar is reasonably well controlled and errors are usually indications of problems with complex structures. However, grammar structures are hardly varied.
2 points – main clause grammar is barely controlled and errors are quite frequent, nonetheless they are acceptable as the communication is not blurred.
1 point - main clause grammar is barely controlled and errors are so frequent that the communication is blurred.
0 points – none of the criterion mentioned above is fulfilled 
