	Level 6
	Assessment Criteria Descriptors (rubric) for Graduate Certificate / Diploma 2015-16
This format emphasizes the holistic nature of judgements to be made by markers. Plagiarism or non-submission will result in F (0%) grading. 

	Assessment Criteria
	Pass – grade A (70-100%)
	Pass – grade B (60-69%)
	Pass – grade C (50-59%)
	Pass – grade D (40-49%)
	Fail - grade E (39% or less)

	
	       Distinction 
	Merit
	Pass 
	Pass  
	Fail 

	Overall judgement
	Outstanding answer, well written, highly structured and informed, showing clarity of thought and personal insight
	Very good understanding of basic principles and relevant evidence, with a coherent and logical argument
	Good understanding demonstrated with some analysis
	Satisfactory understanding of main issues demonstrated
	Poor or superficial, unsystematic, incomplete and/or inaccurate 

	Subject Knowledge and Understanding 
(30% weighting)

	
(conceptual) 




	Excellent knowledge of key issues, concepts and arguments.
Ability to analyse complex issues

	Very good knowledge of all key issues and wider implications. Emerging ability to analyse complex issues
	Good overall knowledge of key issues with evidence of understanding and application.
Complex issues superficially analysed
	Overall satisfactory knowledge of the material with some application
Insufficient attempts at analysis of issues
	Basic misunderstanding, misconceptions, or misinterpretations 
No analysis of issues

	
	(reading)
	Clear evidence of independent thinking informed by an excellent and selective range of reading (including research literature) from a variety of sources
	Very good range of relevant reading (including research literature) from a variety of sources. Balanced, critical use of school/ government documentation.
	Good range of reading drawn (including research literature) from the recommended list and other sources. Heavy reliance on school/ government documentation but with critique.
	Satisfactory range of reading (including research literature) drawn from the recommended list and other sources. Over-reliance on school/ government documentation
	Poor and/or inappropriate literature, lacking accuracy, unsound, limited/dated range of sources (including research literature). Uncritical acceptance of school/ government  documentation 

	Intellectual skills
(30% weighting)

	(argument)



	A critical argument is presented with evidence of synthesis of viewpoints
	A very good argument is presented with careful consideration of viewpoints
	A good, balanced argument is presented with viewpoints justified
	Argument is balanced with differing viewpoints
	Little sense of an argument and lacks coherence. Generally descriptive or anecdotal 

	
	(professional data collection: research design and/or data collection )

	Professional data collection logical and sophisticated; comprehensive understanding of techniques 
	Professional data collection well suited to purpose, clear identified focus and begins to be justified  
	Professional data collection situated in a professional context, suited to purpose and identifies a clear focus
	Professional data collection appropriate to professional context

	Professional data collection does not match purpose, or not discussed

	
	
(presentation of findings/analysis)


	Findings presented in a critical and analytical framework. Thoughtful conclusions, firmly based upon the evidence presented
	Findings presented and analysed with some criticality with conclusions based upon evidence presented
	Findings presented with some analysis and justified conclusions
	Findings presented in a developing framework with weak conclusions
	Findings are presented within a descriptive framework but few conclusions are drawn

	
	(critical /reflective evaluation)

	Critically reflective evaluation of work informed by excellent reflection
	Very good critical evaluation of work with very good evidence of reflection
	Good critical evaluation of work with good evidence of reflection
	Satisfactory critical evaluation of study; satisfactory reflection
	Little or no evaluation of study; uncritical reflection

	Pedagogic and Professional applications (30% weighting)

	
(linking theory to practice)
	Excellent integration of theory and practice with respect to the pedagogic and professional context(s)

	Very good integration of theory and practice with respect to the pedagogic and professional context(s) 
	Good evidence of integration of theory and practice with respect to the pedagogic and professional context(s) 
	Satisfactory evidence of engagement and understanding with respect to the pedagogic and professional context(s) 
	Little or no evidence of engagement and understanding with respect to the pedagogic and professional context(s) 

	
	
(professional reflection/  trust groups)

	Effective evidence of critical reflection including robust evidence of links with trust group
	Very good evidence of critical reflection including strong evidence of links with trust group  
	Good evidence of critical reflection including appropriate evidence of links with trust group  
	Satisfactory evidence of critical reflection  including evidence of links with trust group  
	Little or no evidence of reflection  or of links with trust group  

	
	
 (working in  a group)


	Accepts accountability for determining and achieving personal and/or group outcomes
	Chooses goals and can self-direct; able to co-operate within a group and can take the lead
	Initiates and occasionally leads tasks/ processes for own work and where appropriate, for others 
	Responsibility for  planning and developing courses of action; shows awareness of group responsibility
	Inability to work with others or 
works within a group but lacks self-direction or group responsibility

	
	
[bookmark: _GoBack](ethical conduct)
	Ethical issues have been discussed effectively in some depth
	Very good understanding of ethical issues 
	Good, clear understanding of ethical issues
	Satisfactory awareness of ethical issues
	Ethical issues not or superficially considered

	Key/Transferable Skills –written (10% weighting)


	(presentation: proof-reading/ page numbers/ font etc.)

	Effective presentation of written work
	Very good presentation of written work
	Good presentation of written work
	Satisfactory presentation of written work
	Poor or weak presentation of written work 


	
	(spelling, punctuation and grammar)

	No or very minor errors in  spelling, punctuation or grammar
	Very few errors in  spelling, punctuation or grammar
	Few errors in spelling, punctuation or grammar
	Some errors in spelling punctuation or grammar
	Significant errors in spelling, punctuation or grammar 

	
	(structure)

	Effective structure and highly coherent writing style which fully engages the reader  
	Very good structure and writing style which supports the reader
	Good structure with a coherent writing style

	Satisfactory structure with a mostly coherent writing style
	Poor or weak structure with unclear writing style 

	
	(referencing techniques)

	Harvard system used accurately, consistently and effectively to connect own work with that of others
	Harvard system mainly used accurately, with some secondary sources
	Good use of Harvard referencing protocols and conventions
	Satisfactory use of Harvard referencing protocols and conventions
	Inaccurate following of protocol and conventions of Harvard referencing

	Key/Transferable Skills  - oral
(10% weighting)


	
(structure)

	Outstanding structure and organisation logically progressed
	Very good structure and organisation which is logically progressed
	Good structure and organisation which is logically progressed
	Satisfactory organisation and structure
	Inconsistent standard of organisation and/ or structure

	
	(presentation: preparedness/ ppt/ handout etc.)
	Overall presentation of material (including visual design) is excellent
	Overall presentation of material (including visual design) is very good
	Overall presentation of material (including visual design) is good
	Overall presentation of material (including visual design) satisfactory
	Overall presentation of material (including visual design) is weak or incomplete

	
	(oracy; content and delivery)
	Oracy is excellent and fluent
	Oracy is very good

	Oracy is good
	Inconsistent oracy and weak flow in discussion
	Oracy is inaccurate and lacking in flow

	
	
(overall presence: interaction etc.)

	Excellent eye contact, gesture and body language used with effect on the audience
	Very good eye contact, gesture and body language used to engage and interest audience
	Good eye contact, gesture and body language used to engage audience; appropriate use of notes
	Satisfactory eye contact, gesture and body language with some over reliance on notes
	Poor eye contact, lack of gesture and body language and totally dependent on notes 





