
BMHP5021_BIRM Assessment Component 1 - Marksheet and  Success Criteria (below)
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	Assessment Success Criteria

	BMHP5021_
BIRM
	Fail
	Marginal Fail
	Satisfactory
Pass
	Good
Pass
	Very Good
Merit
	Excellent
Distinction
	Exceptional
Distinction

	Marks /20
	0 – 5.5 marks 
	6 – 7.5marks
	8 – 9.5 marks
	10 – 11.5 marks
	12 – 13.5 marks
	14 – 16 marks
	16.5 – 20 marks 

	Criterion 1 Engagement with literature 

(Marks awarded individually)
 
	Little or no evidence of reading and/or reliance on inappropriate sources.
Views and findings mostly unsupported and non-authoritative.
Referencing conventions used incoherently or largely absent. No reference list submitted or no reference to source made orally in practical. 
	Poor engagement with statutory guidance or legislation. No evidence of wider reading. Reliance on inappropriate sources, and/or indiscriminate use of sources when speaking.  Inconsistent and weak use of Harvard referencing in submitted reference list.
	Engagement with a limited range of mostly relevant and credible sources, including statutory guidance and legislation. Verbal citations made to some materials. 
Harvard referencing not applied accurately or consistently in reference list. 
	Engagement with an appropriate range of literature, including statutory guidance and legislation. In addition to sources retrieved independently in relation to ACEs and multiagency working. 
Verbal citations made to some materials. Reference List may show minor inaccuracies or inconsistencies.
	Engagement with a wide range of literature, including statutory guidance and legislation. In addition to sources retrieved independently in relation to ACEs and multiagency working. Verbal citations made to all materials.  Very good use of Harvard referencing, with no/very few inaccuracies or inconsistencies.
	Engagement with an extensive range of relevant and credible literature including statutory guidance and legislation. In addition to sources retrieved independently in relation to ACEs and multiagency working. Verbal citations made to all materials.  Consistently accurate application of Harvard referencing. 
	Exceptional engagement with an extensive range of relevant and credible literature, including statutory guidance and legislation. In addition to sources retrieved independently in relation to ACEs and multiagency working. Fluent verbal citations made to all materials. High-level Harvard referencing skills consistently applied.

	Marks /20
	0 – 5.5 marks 
	6 – 7.5marks
	8 – 9.5 marks
	10 – 11.5 marks
	12 – 13.5 marks
	14 – 16 marks
	16.5 – 20 marks 

	Criterion 2
Knowledge and understanding 

(Marks awarded individually)
	Major gaps in knowledge. Much irrelevant material.  Substantial inaccuracies. Significantly flawed understanding of the assessment process and how agencies apply processes. 
	Fragmentary knowledge of the assessment process and incomplete or partially flawed understanding how agencies apply processes. 

Some significant inaccuracies and/or irrelevant material in relation to ACEs  . 
	Limited but adequate knowledge and understanding of the assessment process with a narrow critical understanding of how agencies apply processes.

Limited evidence of understanding the impact of ACEs on child development and wellbeing. 
	Knowledge is reasonably detailed and accurate. A good critical understanding of the assessment process, with understanding of how agencies apply processes.

Some evidence of understanding the impact of ACEs on child development and wellbeing.
	Knowledge is reasonably extensive.  Exhibits very competent critical understanding of the assessment process.  Breadth and depth of knowledge of how agencies apply processes.

A high level of understanding the impact of ACEs on child development and wellbeing.
	Excellent, detailed knowledge and highly critical understanding of the assessment process and how agencies apply processes.

An excellent understanding the impact of ACEs on child development and wellbeing.
	Exceptionally detailed knowledge and outstanding critical understanding of the assessment process and how agencies apply processes. 

An extensive understanding the impact of ACEs on child development and wellbeing

	Marks /20
	0 – 5.5 marks 
	6 – 7.5marks
	8 – 9.5 marks
	10 – 11.5 marks
	12 – 13.5 marks
	14 – 16 marks
	16.5 – 20 marks 

	Criterion 3
Cognitive and intellectual skills 

(Marks awarded individually)
	No evidence of any  understanding of the factors that influence professional responses,  no use statutory guidance and legislation. 

Student makes generalised statements made with scant evidence and unsubstantiated opinions or does not contribute at all to discussion. 

	Little or no understanding of the factors that influence professional responses,  little or no use statutory guidance and legislation. 

Student makes generalised statements made with scant evidence and unsubstantiated opinions. Ideas sometimes illogical and contradictory. 

	Limited understanding of the factors that influence professional responses,  with inconsistent attempts to use statutory guidance and legislation. 

Student attempts to make reasoned points during the discussion but these may be underdeveloped or include mis-interpretation. 
	Developing understanding of the factors that influence professional responses,  attempts to link to statutory guidance and legislation. 

Student attempts to make reasoned points during the discussion.  
	Secure understanding of the factors that influence professional responses with consistent links to statutory guidance and legislation. 

Student attempts to make logical and reasoned points to supported reasoned judgements during the discussion.  
	Excellent understanding of the factors that influence professional responses with fluent links to statutory guidance and legislation. 

Student makes logical and reasoned points to supported reasoned judgements during the discussion.  . 
	Outstanding understanding of the factors that influence professional responses with fluent and consistent links to statutory guidance and legislation. 

Student makes logical and reasoned points to support reasoned judgements during the discussion.  . 

	Marks /20
	0 – 5.5 marks 
	6 – 7.5marks
	8 – 9.5 marks
	10 – 11.5 marks
	12 – 13.5 marks
	14 – 16 marks
	16.5 – 20 marks 

	Practical skills


(Marks awarded individually)
	Little or no use of discussion skills. 

The student does not demonstrates understanding the context of the case as a professional and attempts to make recommendation relevant to professional provision. 

Students does not make points appropriate to statutory guidance and legislation. 
	A weak  level of discussion skills. 

The student does not demonstrates understanding the context of the case as a professional and attempts to make recommendation relevant to professional provision. 

Students does not make points appropriate to statutory guidance and legislation. 
	An adequate  level of discussion skills. 

The student demonstrates limited understanding of the context of the case as a professional and attempts to make recommendation relevant to professional provision. 

Students speaks in a non-judgemental manner but struggles to make points appropriate to statutory guidance and legislation, clear misconception evident. 
	A good  level of discussion skills. 

The student demonstrates a developing understanding of the context of the case as a professional and attempts to make recommendation relevant to professional provision. 

Students speaks in a non-judgemental manner and makes points appropriate to statutory guidance and legislation, some misconception may be evident. 
	A very good  level of discussion skills. 

The student demonstrates understanding of the context of the case as a professional to make recommendation relevant to professional provision. 

Students speaks in a non-judgemental manner and makes points appropriately reflecting statutory guidance and legislation. 
	An advanced  level of discussion skills. 

The student demonstrates that they are able to understand the context of the case as a professional to make recommendation relevant to professional provision. 

Students speaks in a non-judgemental manner and makes points with use of  statutory guidance and legislation. 
	Exceptional levels of discussion skills. 

The student demonstrates that they are able to understand the context of the case as a professional to make recommendation relevant to professional provision. 

Students speaks in a non-judgemental manner and makes points that are in-line with statutory guidance and legislation. 

	Marks /20
	0 – 5.5 marks 
	6 – 7.5marks
	8 – 9.5 marks
	10 – 11.5 marks
	12 – 13.5 marks
	14 – 16 marks
	16.5 – 20 marks 

	Transferable skills for life and professional practice


(Marks awarded as a group) 
	The group does not demonstrates a satisfactory level of professionalism suitable for the context of the discussion. 

The group discussion lacks questioning and is disjointed.

Team work, professionalism and mutual respect is not evident throughout the discussion. 
	The group does not demonstrates a satisfactory level of professionalism suitable for the context of the discussion. 

The group discussion lacks questioning.

Team work, professionalism and mutual respect is not evident throughout the discussion. 
	The group demonstrates a satisfactory level of professionalism, highly suitable for the context of the discussion. 

The group discussion includes limited questioning and responses, with significant inconsistencies and weaknesses in responses. 

Team work, professionalism and mutual respect is evident throughout the discussion. 
	The group demonstrates a good level of professionalism, highly suitable for the context of the discussion. 

The group discussion includes relevant questioning and reasoned responses, with minor inconsistencies and weaknesses in responses. 

Team work, professionalism and mutual respect is evident throughout the discussion. 
	The group demonstrates a very good level of professionalism, highly suitable for the context of the discussion. 

The group discussion includes relevant questioning and reasoned responses, with minor inconsistencies. 

Team work, professionalism and mutual respect is evident throughout the discussion. 
	The group demonstrates an excellent level of professionalism, highly suitable for the context of the discussion. 

The group discussion includes incisive questioning and reasoned responses. 

Team work, professionalism and mutual respect is evident throughout the discussion. 
	The group demonstrates an exceptionally high level of professionalism, highly suitable for the context of the discussion. 

The group discussion includes incisive questioning and reasoned responses. 

Team work, professionalism and mutual respect is evident throughout the discussion. 



