
USF HEALTH RESEARCH DAY 2026 – Judging Rubric – Oral Presentations 
Category Poor (1-2 points) Fair (3-4 points) Good (5-6 points) Excellent (7-8 points) Superior (9-10 points) 
Content of Presentation  • Little to no depiction of 

issue, problem research 
question or hypothesis 
investigated; inability to 
situate topic in academic field 
or suggest the significance of 
the topic 
• Analysis of evidence 
presented unclear and 
evidence chosen for project 
inadequate in quantity and/or 
quality 
• Scope of project is not 
well defined 
• Complex thought is not 
evidenced in the project 
 

• Limited depiction of 
issue, problem research 
question or hypothesis 
investigated; situates topic in 
academic field overly 
generally and has difficulty 
suggesting the significance of 
the topic 
• Analysis of evidence 
presented but not always 
clear and evidence chosen for 
project relatively slight in 
quantity and/or quality 
• Scope of project is 
defined in a limiting or overly 
diffuse manner 
• Relatively complex 
thought is evidenced in the 
project 

• Clear depiction of issue, 
problem research question or 
hypothesis investigated; 
situates topic in academic 
field generally and suggests 
the significance of the topic 
• Sound analysis of 
evidence presented and 
evidence relatively well 
chosen for project 
• Scope of project is 
defined reasonably 
• Notable complex thought 
is evidenced in the project 

• Clear depiction of issue, 
problem research question or 
hypothesis investigated; 
situates topic in academic 
field and makes clear the 
significance of the topic 
• Thoughtful analysis of 
evidence presented and 
evidence relatively well 
chosen for project 
• Scope of project is 
somewhat logically defined 
• Significant complex 
thought is evidenced in the 
project 

• Compelling, concise 
depiction of issue, problem 
research question or 
hypothesis investigated; 
clearly situates topic in 
academic field and makes 
clear the significance of the 
topic 
• Interesting, thoughtful 
analysis of evidence 
presented and evidence well 
chosen for project 
• Scope of project is 
logically defined 
• Exceptional level of 
complex thought is evidenced 
in the project 
 

Methodology • Disorganized 
• Process or methodology 
was absent or unclear. 
• The process or approach 
used to accomplish the goal 
was only partially explained 
with relevant details left out. 
• Audience cannot 
understand presentation 
because there is no sequence 
of information. 

• Analysis is organized 
• Process or methodology 
was present but was an 
unsuitable means for 
evaluating the project 
question or meeting the 
project goal. 
• The process or approach 
used to accomplish the goal 
was described but was 
confusing to follow and 
understand.  
• Audience has difficulty 
following presentation 
because student jumps 
around. 
 

• Analysis process 
appropriate for these data 
• Process or methodology 
was present and was a proper 
means to evaluate the project 
question or meet the project 
goal. 
• The process or approach 
used to accomplish the goal 
was described but 
occasionally with too much or 
too little detail.  
• Student presents 
information in logical 
sequence which audience can 
follow. 
 

• Analysis process 
appropriate for these data 
• Process or methodology 
was clearly outlined and was 
a proper means to evaluate 
the project question or meet 
the project goal. 
• The process or approach 
used to accomplish the goal 
was described.  
• Student presents 
information in logical 
sequence which audience can 
follow. 
 

• Analysis is grounded in 
prior study 
• Process or methodology 
was clearly outlined and 
demonstrated elegance 
or inventiveness to evaluate 
the project question or meet 
the project goal. 
• The process or approach 
used to accomplish the goal 
was described with great 
clarity.  
• Student presents 
information in logical, 
interesting sequence which 
audience can follow. 
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Results/Conclusion • Findings or results were 

unstated or hard to identify. 
• Next steps, lessons 
learned, or future work were 
missing, vague or limited.  
•  

• Findings or results were 
stated but lacked clarity, 
context, or objectivity. 
• Discussion of next steps, 
lessons learned, or future 
directions, did not follow 
from the results that were 
shown, has some errors, or 
lacks clarity.  
•  

• Findings or results 
addressed project question or 
goal with clarity, context, and 
objectivity. 
• Generally, discussion of 
next steps, lessons learned, or 
future directions, were 
consistent with the results that 
were shown, although this 
discussion lacked the 
expected level of 
sophistication. 
•  

• Findings or results 
addressed project question or 
goal with great clarity, 
context, and objectivity. 
 
• Discussion of next steps, 
lessons learned, or future 
directions, were consistent 
with the results that were 
shown and was insightful. 

• Findings or results 
addressed project question or 
goal with refined clarity, 
context and objectivity and 
provided exceptional insight. 
• Discussion of next steps, 
lessons learned, or future 
directions, were consistent 
with the results that were 
shown, and the discussion 
was of exceptional clarity and 
displayed significant insight.  
•  

Visual Presentation • Layout/presentation lacks 
intentional choice 
• Appearance lacks 
professionalism 
• Organization detracts from 
the understanding 
• Student uses unnecessary 
graphics (or no graphics) and 
what they use have many 
spelling and/or grammatical 
errors. 

• Presentation would 
benefit from more careful 
execution 
• Layout/presentation 
organized 
• Student occasionally uses 
graphics that rarely support 
presentation. Presentation has 
some misspellings and/or 
grammatical errors. 
 
 

• Presentation is legible and 
understandable; presentation 
adequately supports message 
• Layout/presentation 
organized 
• Overall appearance is clean 
• Organization is present, 
but does not necessarily 
enhance understanding 
• Student's graphics relate to 
text and presentation. There 
may be a few misspellings 
and/or grammatical errors. 

• Presentation is attractive 
and easily read; presentation 
represents and supports the 
message 
• Layout/presentation 
effective 
• Overall appearance is clean 
• Appearance assists in 
understanding 
• Student's graphics 
explain and reinforce 
presentation. There are no 
misspellings or grammatical 
errors. 

• Presentation is attractive 
and easily read; presentation 
exceptionally represents and 
supports the message 
• Layout and presentation 
attract attention 
• Appearance enhance 
understanding 
• Student's graphics explain 
and reinforce presentation. 
There are no misspellings or 
grammatical errors. 

Oral Presentation  
Ability to Answer Questions 

• Lacks clarity 
• Presentation is not clearly 
connected to the presentation 
• Does not demonstrate 
interest 
• Preparation is lacking 
• Significant or distracting 
use of filler words. 
• Presenter was unable to 
answer questions about 
project/research or provided 
inaccurate answers to 
questions. 

• Demonstrates basic 
understanding 
• Presentation is organized 
• Noticeable use of filler 
words. 
• Presenter was unfamiliar 
with content and relied 
heavily on visual aid and/or 
notes. 
 

• Demonstrates clear interest 
in the topic 
• Preparation is evident 
• Presenter was able to 
partially answer questions 
about project/research. 
• Presenter was somewhat 
unfamiliar with content and 
was mostly dependent on 
visual aid and/or notes 
 

• Demonstrates careful 
preparation for presentation 
• Presenter exhibited 
excellent Speech variety 
and elocution were strong, 
with minimal usage of filler 
words. 
• Presenter thoroughly and 
accurately answered 
questions about the 
project/research 
• Presenter appeared 
rehearsed, had minimal 
reliance on visual aid and/or 
notes. 

• Confident and professional 
presentation 
• Presenter spoke with 
exceptional Eloquence variety 
and elocution were nearly 
perfect with few or no filler 
words. 
• Presenter not only 
answered questions about the 
project/research thoroughly 
and accurately but expanded 
with relevant information 
beyond the question. 
• Presenter was well-
rehearsed and able to speak 
extemporaneously with no 
reliance on visual aid and/or 
notes. 

Overall Impression Poor  Fair  Good  Excellent  Superior  
 


