
Paper format - 5% 10 8 6 4 2 0
consider the following criterion:

Paper follows APA formatting and Tsunami Bowl guidelines throughout, 

including citations.

Figures and Tables - 5% 10 8 6 4 2 0
consider the following 3 criteria:

1. At least one figure and one table must be included.

2. Figures and tables are used effectively.
3. Information is well collated in tables and figures. Tables, graphs and figures

are referred to in the text and are clearly labeled.

Title Pages - 2.5 % 10 8 6 4 2 0
consider the following 2 criteria:

1. Title is descriptive of question and work performed.

2. Formatting of both title pages follows Tsunami Bowl guidelines.

Abstract - 5% 10 8 6 4 2 0
consider the following 5 criteria:

1. Contains 200-250 words.

2. States clearly the question being asked & hypothesis being tested.

3. Highlights most important findings and conclusions.

4. Includes enough information to understand research.

5. Is a concise summary of question and findings.

Writing Style - 10% 10 8 6 4 2 0
consider the following 5 criteria:
1. Paper is well organized. The beginning and end are well defined. There is

good use of transitions.

2. The ideas and content are presented clearly.  The central ideas and

purposes are clear.

3. Details are given to enhance the central ideas and are presented in a 

captivating way.

4. The paragraphs are well developed.  The writing style flows smoothly.
5. Writing conventions are met; correct grammar usage, punctuation and

spelling.  Good sentence structure.

Originality - 2.5% 10 8 6 4 2 0
consider the following 3 criteria:

1. The paper piques the reader's interest.

2. Practical, original ideas of the authors are presented.

3. The presentation of the information displays unique insights.

Incorporation of Research/Completeness  - 25% 10 8 6 4 2 0
consider the following 3 criteria:
1. Thorough review of peer-reviewed primary sources. (Wikipedia and

newspapers are not primary sources.)

2. Incorporation of the various disciplines of ocean sciences.

3. Consideration of other sciences involved.

Issue Comprehension - 20% 10 8 6 4 2 0
consider the following 3 criteria:
1. The document addresses the topic including relevant and socioeconomic 

issues of the question.
2. The roles played by various ocean-related industries, community 

development, native cultures, and management agencies are addressed. 
3. There is a clear common thread addressing the assigned topic throughout 

the entire paper.

Discussion/Recommendations/Conclusion - 25% 10 8 6 4 2 0
consider the following 5 criteria:

1. The findings lead to the conclusions in a logical manner.

2. Strong evidence is given to support the conclusions.

3. The strength, direction and focus of the recommendations come from the 

information presented in the document.

4. The conclusions demonstrate some degree of creativity &/or innovation.

5. The main issues are addressed by the recommendations.

Did not provide specific 

recommendations or reach any 

logical conclusions       

The paper thoroughly addresses the roles of various industries, 

cultures, agencies and communities. It addresses socioeconomic 

and other potential issues.   It is obvious that a lot of thought 

and resourcefulness has gone into the synthesis of the material 

obtained.  The paper clearly addresses the assigned topic.

The paper generally addresses the roles of various 

industries, cultures, agencies and communities. It 

addresses some socioeconomic issues.  The paper 

clearly addresses the assigned topic.

The paper successfully touches on multiple 

issues, but lacks depth into the issues. The roles 

of ocean-related communities is only addressed 

in very general terms.  Paper generally 

addresses the assigned topic in most sections.

Some issues are clearly presented, but there 

is only limited discussion of roles various 

fields of ocean sciences may have or any 

socioeconomic issues that exist. Paper only 

marginally addresses the assigned topic.

The paper is weakly developed 

and includes a few 

misunderstandings of the 

issues. Paper does not address 

the assigned topic.

All information/facts provided are 

inaccurate.

Findings lead to conclusions in a logical manner. Strong evidence 

is given to support the conclusions. All the main issues are 

addressed by the recommendations. There is evidence of 

creativity & innovation in the conclusions reached. 

Recommendations address the main issues and are supported by 

information presented in the document.

Findings lead to conclusions in a logical manner, 

however, some evidence given to support the 

conclusions is weak. Most of the main issues are 

addressed by the recommendations. The 

information presented in the paper supports the 

recommendations.

Recommendations are directly based on 

information presented in the paper. Most of the 

main issues are addressed by the 

recommendations. Little evidence to support 

conclusions.

Recommendations are loosely based on 

information presented in the paper. Only a 

few of the main issues are addressed by the 

recommendations. No information given to 

support conclusions.

Made recommendations, but 

did not provide any supporting 

information OR made 

recommendations that were 

not supported by information 

in the paper. Conclusions were 

not backed by evidence.

No evidence of research.

Paper piques the reader's interest and makes the importance of 

the question real. Original, innovative and practical ideas of 

authors are present.  Presentation of the information displays 

unique insights.

Paper piques the reader's interest.  Innovative and 

original ideas are presented but may not be 

practical. Presentation of the information displays 

unique insights.

Although containing innovative or original ideas 

which may be practical, the paper does not hold 

the interest of the reader.

Paper piques the reader's interest. 

Presentation of the information displays no 

unique insights.

Paper piques the reader's 

interest but contains no 

original or innovative ideas or 

unique insights.

Paper does not hold the interest 

of the reader or show any 

originality.

Extensive use of research from many diverse sources. Other 

disciplines and sciences considered. At least 10 primary sources 

cited.

Good use of research. Many resources from many 

different types. Other disciplines or sciences 

considered.  6 - 9 primary sources cited.

Fair use of research. Several resources including 

a few different types. 4 - 6 primary sources 

cited.

Some use of research including a few sources 

of different types. 1 - 3 primary sources cited.

Use of research limited to a 

few sources of all the same 

type. No primary sources cited.

The paper very poorly written 

with numerous grammatical and 

punctuation errors.  

States clearly question being asked in 200-250 words. Gives 

hypothesis being tested. Highlights most important findings with 

enough information to understand research. States major 

findings and conclusions. Is a concise summary of question and 

findings.

Abstract includes all components of good abstract 

but is not well organized or concise.

Is missing one component of good abstract. 

Abstract is not well organized or concise. 

Is missing two components of a good 

abstract. Does not give an overview that leads 

directly to the reader being able to state the 

major findings of the study. 

Is missing three or more 

components of a good 

abstract. Is not written in a 

scientific style. Includes 

references in abstract. 

Is not present.

Paper is extremely well written and edited. The ideas and 

content are clearly articulated and there is good use of 

transitions. Details enhance the central ideas.  

Paper is well written. The ideas and content are 

presented clearly. Some details may be lacking. 

The paper was carefully edited and is free of 

jargon.  

The paper is fairly well drafted (flows well) and 

organized. Only a few details are provided. It 

could have used more editing – there are some 

spelling or grammar issues.  

The paper is not well organized and could 

have used a lot more editing, as there were a 

number of grammar, spelling and/or 

sentence structure mistakes. No details or 

inaccurate details are included. 

The paper is poorly written. 

Sentence structure, grammar 

and/or spelling errors create a 

document that is difficult to 

read and/or understand. 

No title pages present.

At least one figure and one table are included. Figures and tables 

clarify concepts that may be hard to express verbally. Figures 

and tables are referred to in the text and properly labeled. 

Missing one figure or table. The figure or table 

included is used effectively, referred to in the text 

and labeled correctly.

Figures and tables not used effectively.  

Information could be better presented verbally.

Figures and tables not labeled correctly or 

difficult to understand.

Figures and tables not referred 

to in the text.
No figures or tables included.

Is descriptive of question and work performed. Paper includes 2 

title pages, both properly formatted.

Title is descriptive of question and work 

performed. Paper includes 2 title pages, but they 

are not properly formatted.

Title gives only a general description of 

question and work performed. 2 title pages 

present, both properly formatted.

Title gives only a general description of 

question and work performed. 2 title pages, 

but not properly formatted.

Only one title page present.

Research Paper Rubric - Ranking: 10 = best and 0 = worst - Any indication of plagiarism will result in a total paper score of zero

Paper follows APA formatting and Tsunami Bowl guidelines 

throughout, including citations.

Only a few or minor formatting errors in paper or 

citations.

Paper is formatted correctly but majority of 

citations are not in APA format.

Citations are formatted correctly but paper 

does not follow APA & Tsunami Bowl 

guidelines.

Many formatting errors in both 

paper and citations.

None of the document formatting 

follows APA & Tsunami Bowl 

guidelines.


