







xx Month 2004, Presenter Name

Neurolunch Comments
1) I am a (circle one) professor / student / postdoc / other.

your name _________________________________________(if you would like the presenter to know)
2) Appearance of visual aides, slides, overheads (check at least one from each column):
	Strengths
__Good use of color

__Easy to read and understand

__Good balance of text and graphics

__Other:___________________________

__________________________________


	
	Weaknesses
__Hard to read text

__Insufficient color contrast

__Too much detail / too busy

__Other:___________________________

__________________________________



	
	
	


3) Use of visual aides in making a point (check at least one from each column):
	Strengths
__Well organized and logical

__Easy to understand, clearly labeled

__Creative use of images and illustrations

__Well-coordinated with oral presentation

__Other:___________________________

__________________________________


	
	Weaknesses
__Too few illustration and diagrams

__Incomplete labeling

__Use of undefined terms or abbreviations

__Presence of extraneous, distracting

    information on some slides

__Too much visual information per visual

__Other:___________________________

__________________________________



	
	
	


4) Public speaking (check at least one from each column):
	Strengths
__Engaging

__Articulate

__Conveyed enthusiasm

__Good use of body language, eye contact

__Good use and timing of pointer

__Maintained good flow

__Good management of audience

__Other:___________________________

__________________________________


	
	Weaknesses
__Faced the screen while speaking

__Spoke too quickly / slowly (circle one)

__Monotonic, lacked dynamic range

__Insufficient rapport with audience

    (eye contact, gestures, spontaneity)

__Lack of confidence

__Other:___________________________

__________________________________



	
	
	


5) Subject matter and information (check at least one from each column):
	Strengths
__Good use of background information

__Answered questions well

__Gave compelling rationale for

    experiments

__Introduction was understandable to

    those not in the field

__Other:___________________________

__________________________________


	
	Weaknesses
__Too little / much (circle one)

    background information

__Incomplete or vague answers to

    questions

__Insufficient explanation of experimental

    rationale or design

__Introduction difficult to understand by

    those not in the field

__Other:___________________________

__________________________________



	
	
	

	
	
	


6) Other comments or suggestions for improvement:_________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

