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Assessment marks are subject to
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Learning Outcomes’ (from module syllabus)

This submission is. . .

Outright Fail
0-29%

Un-
satisfactory
30-39%

Adequate
40-49%

Good
50-59%

Very Good
60-69%

Excellent
70-79%

Exceptional
80-100%

Determine, adapt and use appropriate
methods and skills.

Take responsibility for and exercise the
necessity to keep information about
clients confidential within the limits of
the duty of care.

Exercise autonomy and judgment in
the application of ethical principles,
values and moral concepts inherent
within mental health.

Exercise autonomy judgment in the
application of individualised care and
treatment within the Mental Health
field to combat discrimination and
social exclusion.

Employ appropriate academic
conventions in the production and
presentation of work.

Feedback

This submission is . . .

Outright Fail
0-29%

Un-
satisfactory
30-39%

Adequate
40-49%

Good
50-59%

Very Good
60-69%

Excellent
70-79%

Exceptional
80-100%

Structure and Argument:

Effective and clear introduction;
Breadth of issues covered; Ability to
answer the question; Structure and
coherence of argument; Usefulness of
the conclusion.

Understanding and Application of
Theories:

Appropriate use of relevant theoretical
framework.

Evidence of Additional Reading:
Appropriate use of references and
quotations; Use of supporting
evidence.

Style and Presentation:

Fluency of writing;
Spelling/grammar/punctuation;
Presentation; Degree of conformity to
required word limit.

References:

Include all references mentioned in
alphabetical order.

In the main body of your submission
you must give credit to authors on
whose research your work is based.
Append to your submission a
reference list that indicates the books,
articles, etc. that you have read or
quoted in order to complete this
assignment e.g. for books:

4 These learning outcomes are a reduced version from the module outline from the programme of study handbook.




Surname of Author and Initials, (year
of publication), Title Of Book, (edition),
Place of Publication: Publisher.
Appendices:

Labelled appendix 1, 2, 3 etc. and
organised into materials and results
sections.

Bibliography:

Correct style; Independent study;
Range of information sources.
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Assessment Criteria

0-29%

non Assessment Marking C

30-39%*

40-49%

50-59%

iteria

60-69%

70-79%

80-100%

1. Structure and Argument
Effective and clear
introduction; Breadth of
issues covered; Ability to
answer the question;
Structure and coherence of
argument; Usefulness of
the conclusion

Unsubstantiated
generalisations,
made without use of
any credible
evidence. Lack of
logic, leading to
unsupportable/
missing conclusions.
Lack of any attempt
to analyse,
synthesise or
evaluate.

Some evidence of
analytical intellectual
skills, but for the
most part
descriptive.
Ideas/findings
sometimes illogical
and contradictory.
Generalised
statements made
with scant evidence.
Conclusions lack
relevance.

Evidence of some
logical, analytical
thinking and some
attempts to
synthesise, albeit
with some
weaknesses.
Some evidence to
support findings/
views, but evidence
not consistently
interpreted.

Some relevant
conclusions and
recommendations,
where relevant

Evidence of some
good logical,
analytical thinking
and synthesis.

An emerging
awareness of
different stances and
ability to use
evidence to support
the argument.
Valid conclusions
and
recommendations,
where relevant

Sound, logical,
analytical thinking;
synthesis and
evaluation. Ability to
devise and sustain
persuasive
arguments, and to
review the reliability,
validity &
significance of
evidence. Ability to
communicate ideas
and evidence
accurately and
convincingly.

Sound, convincing
conclusions /
recommendations.

Thoroughly logical
work, supported by
evaluated evidence.
High quality analysis,
developed
independently or
through effective
collaboration.
Ability to investigate
contradictory
information and
identify reasons for
contradictions.
Strong, persuasive,
conclusions,
justifiable
recommendations.

Exceptional work;
judiciously selected
and evaluated
evidence. Very high
quality analysis,
developed
independently or
through effective
collaboration.
Ability to investigate
contradictory
information and
identify reasons for
contradictions.
Highly persuasive
conclusions

2. Understanding and
Application of Theories:
Appropriate use of relevant
theoretical framework.

Major gaps in
knowledge and
understanding of
material at this level.
Substantial
inaccuracies.

Gaps in knowledge,
with only superficial
understanding. Some
significant
inaccuracies

Evidence of basic
knowledge and
understanding of the
relevant concepts
and underlying
principles

Knowledge is
accurate with a good
understanding of the
field of study.

Knowledge is
extensive. Exhibits
understanding of the
breadth and depth of
established views.

Excellent knowledge
and understanding
of the main concepts
and key theories.
Clear awareness of
challenges to
established views
and the limitations
of the knowledge
base.

Highly detailed
knowledge and
understanding of the
main
theories/concepts,
and a critical
awareness of the
ambiguities and
limitations of
knowledge.

3. Evidence of Additional
Reading

Research informed
literature.

Appropriate use of references
and quotations; Use of
supporting evidence.

Limited or no
evidence of
additional reading
Little or no
appreciation of the
subject matter and/
or context of the
piece.

Rudimentary
application of
additional reading
but without
consideration and
competence. Flawed
understanding of
subject matter
and/or the context

An adequate
awareness and
mostly appropriate
application of
additional reading.
Basic appreciation of
subject matter and /
or the context.

A good and
appropriate
application of
additional reading.
Good appreciation of
subject matter and
the context, with
some use of
examples, where
relevant.

A very good
application of a
range of additional
reading.

Very good
consideration of the
subject matter and
context with
perceptive use of
examples, where
relevant.

Evidence of some
independent
thinking.

An advanced
application of a
range of additional
reading.

The subject matter
and context of the
piece is well
considered, with
extensive use of
relevant examples.
Independent
thinking extends
beyond established
ideas.

Outstanding levels of
application of a
range of additional
reading resulting in
assimilation and
development of
Independent
thinking beyond
established ideas.

4. Style and Presentation:
Fluency of writing;
Spelling/grammar/punctuation;
Presentation; Degree of
conformity to required word
limit

Writing is
inappropriate or
misapplied.

Little or no evidence
of autonomy in the
completion of tasks.
Work is poorly
structured and/or

Writing is poorly
planned and/or not
suitable for the
audience.

Poor independent
initiative.

Work lacks structure,
organisation, and/or

Can communicate in
a suitable format but
with some room for
improvement.

Work lacks
coherence in places
and could be better
structured.

Can communicate
effectively in a
suitable format, but
may have some
inconsistencies.
Mostly coherent
work and is in a
suitable structure.

Can communicate
well, confidently and
consistently in a
suitable format.
Work is coherent
and fluent and is well
structured and
organised.

Can communicate
with clarity and
confidence ina
suitable format.
Work is coherent,
very fluent and is
very well presented.

Can communicate to
an exceptionally high
standard.

Work is exceptionally
coherent and
demonstrates
excellent lucidity.

largely incoherent. coherence
5. Academic and Views and findings Reliance on Views and findings Views and findings Views and finding Excellent selection of Outstanding
unsupported and inappropriate supported by a supported by supported by relevant and credible selection of relevant

professional skills

Include all references

and give credit to authors on
whose research your work is
based. Append to your
submission.

non-authoritative.
Referencing
conventions largely
ignored.

sources, and/or
indiscriminate use of
sources.

Referencing
conventions used
inconsistently.

limited range of
mostly relevant
sources. Some
omissions and minor
errors.

Referencing
conventions evident
though not always
applied consistently.

research-informed
sources, including
some sources
retrieved
independently.
Referencing
conventions mostly
consistently applied.

relevant and credible
sources, many
retrieved
independently. Very
good use of
referencing
conventions,
consistently applied.

sources. High-level
referencing skills,
consistently applied.

and credible sources.
High-level
referencing skills
consistently and
professionally
applied.




