Feedback Commentaries for Component 1 Group Presentation- LCHS4007 Digital skills and Research Methods
Module Lead : Hajra Mustasim

Non-Submission-0%
Please note that you did not submit the required group presentation for this assessment. As a result, we are unable to assess your work and provide feedback and this constitutes as a non-submission and a mark of 0 has been recorded. Please contact the Assessments Team immediately to discuss resit options and next steps.

Marked By: Hajra Mustasim
                     July 2026



Turnitin submission ONLY -No presentation- 1 Mark only
Please note as you did not attend/deliver the oral presentation component, which is a core requirement of this assessment, your submission can only be awarded a minimal mark.
Presentation in person includes your individual contribution and ability to respond to questions which is essential for meeting the intended learning outcomes. Therefore, your work has been awarded 1 mark in line with the assessment policy.
You are advised to contact the Assessments Team as soon as possible to inquire about resit arrangements and ensure you understand the next steps to complete this component successfully.
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FAIL (0–29%) 
Please note that all marks are provisional until moderated and approved by the exam board.
1. Engagement with Literature (   /10)
There is little or no evidence of independent reading or use of credible sources. The presentation relies entirely on class notes or general knowledge, with no attempt to include scholarly materials. Harvard referencing is absent or entirely inaccurate. No in-text citations or reference list were provided.
2. Knowledge and Understanding  (   /20)
There are major gaps in knowledge and understanding of the task. The information presented is inaccurate, superficial, or irrelevant to the topic. Core digital tools and health sector context are not identified or explained. Key assessment requirements (e.g. digital safety, literacy) were omitted or misunderstood.
3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills   (   /20)
The presentation is wholly descriptive and lacks any form of analysis. Arguments, if present, are unsupported, illogical, or incorrect. There is no evidence of interpretation or reflection on the use of digital tools. Points are stated without explanation or justification.
4. Practical Skills    (   /20)
The task was not applied to a relevant healthcare setting, and no effort was made to explore how tools function in practice. The advantages and disadvantages of digital tools were not considered or were incorrectly stated. No real-world examples or practical links were included.
5. Transferable Skills   (   /30)
The presentation was disorganised and poorly delivered. Slides were unclear, inconsistent, or unreadable. Group collaboration was not evident and individual participation was lacking. Questions were not answered or responses were incorrect. The overall structure lacked coherence and professionalism.
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MARGINAL FAIL (30–39%)
Please note that all marks are provisional until moderated and approved by the exam board.

1. Engagement with Literature (   /10)
There is poor engagement with essential sources. Most references are inappropriate or outdated, and evidence of reading is minimal. The reference list is incomplete or inconsistent. Harvard referencing is attempted but incorrectly applied. Fewer than four credible sources were used.
2. Knowledge and Understanding  (   /20)
Basic digital tools and safety/literacy concepts were mentioned but explanations were vague or incorrect. The chosen MS365 app was described without sufficient link to the healthcare setting. Key assessment elements were addressed at a surface level only.
3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills  (   /20)
There is limited evaluation or argumentation. The presentation was largely descriptive with some weak attempts to justify points. Interpretation of the topic is shallow, with generalised or unsupported claims. Reasoning lacked depth and structure.
4. Practical Skills   (    /20)
There was a limited attempt to link tools to a healthcare setting, but the relevance was unclear or poorly explained. The discussion of advantages/disadvantages was underdeveloped. Some real-world understanding was implied but not clearly articulated.
5. Transferable Skills   (    /30)
The presentation lacked structure and clarity. While some effort was made to collaborate, group contribution was uneven. Verbal delivery was unclear and lacked confidence. Answers to questions were incomplete or inaccurate. Some basic skills for professional communication were demonstrated but inconsistently.
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SATISFACTORY PASS (40–49%)
Please note that all marks are provisional until moderated and approved by the exam board.

1. Engagement with Literature   (   /10)
There is evidence of reading, with a few credible sources referenced. Some references were relevant, though inconsistencies in formatting and citation were noted. Harvard style referencing was attempted but needs refinement. The reference list was present but limited.
2. Knowledge and Understanding  (   /20)
Basic understanding of the task was demonstrated. Key terms such as digital literacy and digital safety were included, though explanations were brief. The chosen app was described with partial relevance to the healthcare setting. Content needs more clarity and detail.
3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills (     /20)
There is an emerging ability to evaluate digital tools. The presentation made basic comparisons or comments, though some points were unsubstantiated. Attempts at analysis were evident but underdeveloped. More use of examples and supporting data is needed.
4. Practical Skills (   /20)
The chosen healthcare setting was identified, and there was an adequate attempt to link tools to practical use. Advantages and disadvantages were presented, though some lacked clarity or depth. Some understanding of real-world application was shown.
5. Transferable Skills  (    /30)
The presentation was reasonably clear and structured. Group participation was mostly balanced. Visuals were acceptable, though design could be improved. Some group members were more confident than others during delivery. Most questions were answered with basic understanding.
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GOOD PASS (50–59%)
Please note that all marks are provisional until moderated and approved by the exam board.

1. Engagement with Literature (   /10)
You demonstrated engagement with a small but relevant range of sources. Most references were appropriate and used correctly. Harvard referencing was mostly accurate with minor formatting issues. At least four credible sources were used, though more current literature could strengthen the work.
2. Knowledge and Understanding (   /20)
Good understanding of the topic was shown. The digital tool, literacy, and safety were linked appropriately to the chosen setting. Most points were accurate, though explanations could be more detailed. The relevance to healthcare practice was clear but could be further developed.
3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills  (   /20)
Evaluation of the tools was good, with relevant comparisons and emerging justification. Most arguments were logical and backed with some evidence. There were signs of critical thinking, though some conclusions were too general or repetitive.
4. Practical Skills   (    /20)
The tool was applied to the healthcare setting with good relevance. Most advantages and disadvantages were explained clearly. There was solid use of practical examples. The group showed an understanding of how these tools operate in real scenarios.
5. Transferable Skills (     /30)
The presentation was well-structured and mostly fluent. Group members communicated effectively and responded to questions adequately. Visual design was appropriate. Professionalism and teamwork were evident. With more confidence and polish, this could move to a higher level.
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MERIT / VERY GOOD (60–69%)
Please note that all marks are provisional until moderated and approved by the exam board.
1. Engagement with Literature (   /10)
Your work reflected confident engagement with a range of relevant and current sources. All references were appropriate and mostly up to date. Harvard referencing was used accurately with minor inconsistencies. You clearly met the expected standard for source use and citation.
2. Knowledge and Understanding  (    /20)
You demonstrated very good knowledge of the core concepts, with clear and detailed explanations of the tools and how they function in your selected healthcare context. The inclusion of digital literacy and safety was thorough and well-aligned to the task brief.
3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills (    /20)
Your arguments were well-structured and supported with evidence. Evaluation and interpretation of data and concepts were strong. You showed the ability to justify claims and consider impact, with well-formed conclusions and meaningful comparisons.
4. Practical Skills  (    /20)
The chosen setting was clearly understood, and the tool was applied effectively. Advantages and disadvantages were clearly articulated with real-world relevance. Examples were relevant and helped contextualise your points. The application of theory to practice was very good.
5. Transferable Skills   (    /30)
Your team presented clearly and fluently, with confident delivery. The structure of your slides and verbal explanations showed professionalism. Group collaboration was smooth, and each member contributed effectively. Answers to questions showed depth of understanding.
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EXCELLENT / DISTINCTION (70–84%) & EXCEPTIONAL (85–100%)
Please note that all marks are provisional until moderated and approved by the exam board.

1. Engagement with Literature  (   /10)
Exceptional use of a wide range of highly credible and current sources. You showed independent research and critical engagement with academic, industry, and professional literature. Harvard referencing was consistently accurate. Your sources were appropriate, recent, and well-integrated throughout.
2. Knowledge and Understanding  (   /20)
You demonstrated excellent knowledge and insight into the subject matter. Your explanation of the digital tools, safety, and literacy was thorough and showed understanding well beyond the minimum required. Contextual links were detailed and highly relevant to the chosen healthcare setting.
3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills  (    /20)
Your work was thoughtful, analytical, and well-evidenced. You made sophisticated arguments supported by strong evidence. You explored alternative interpretations or solutions where appropriate, demonstrating excellent critical thinking and judgement.
4. Practical Skills    (    /20)
Your application of digital tools in the selected setting was insightful and fully grounded in real-world practice. You demonstrated deep understanding of practical implications and challenges. Examples and case scenarios were expertly chosen and discussed.
5. Transferable Skills (   /30)
Your team delivered an outstanding presentation with fluency, clarity, and confidence. All members engaged actively and professionally. Your visual design was polished and supported your arguments. Questions were answered with depth, and your communication style reflected a high level of professional readiness.

Marked By: Hajra Mustasim
                      July 2026

