Marking Comments for BMHP5016 Component 2.
Just a reminder when awarding marks for each marking criterion: please ensure that the numerical mark awarded aligns clearly with the wording used in your feedback. This consistency helps avoid queries or flagging from external examiners and moderators. Please use the following bands:
· Exceptional: 17–20
· Excellent: 14–16
· Very Good: 12–13
· Good: 10–11
· Satisfactory: 8–9
· Unsatisfactory: 5–7
· Poor / Limited: 0–4

Marking comments should be personalised, with clear reference to students work, and actionable areas of development.
 
Template
Well done for submitting your assignment.
Please note: all marks are provisional until they have been moderated and confirmed by the Exam Board.
Marked by: [Lecturers Name]
Please see in-text comments for further feedback
1. Engagement with Literature (/20)
2. Knowledge and Understanding (/20)
3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills (/20)
4. Practical Skills (/20)
5. Transferrable Skills- (/20)
Areas of Development -

1. Engagement with Literature Skills
· Fail (0-29%)
· Feedback: Your work demonstrates inadequate engagement with essential literature on partnership working and person-centered care. References are either absent or incorrectly formatted, which severely undermines the credibility of your arguments. Please ensure to use and proper citations throughout your work in line with academic standards and marking criteria.
· Marginal Fail (30-39%)
· Feedback: There is minimal engagement with key texts, particularly those discussing principles of support and the importance of partnership working. The sources used lack depth and breadth, and referencing is inconsistent. Future submissions should include a more comprehensive review of relevant literature.
· Satisfactory (40-49%)
· Feedback: You have engaged with a basic range of literature, but the selection could be broader, especially in relation to theories and models of person-centered care and partnership working. There are some referencing errors that need attention and areas of your work have no citations. Try to deepen your analysis by including more diverse sources.
· Good (50-59%)
· Feedback: A good range of literature is covered, including key texts on principles of support and partnership working. Referencing is generally accurate, though some errors are present – see in text comments. Further reading and inclusion of more research, examples, and best practice would strengthen your arguments.
· Very Good (60-69%)
· Feedback: You demonstrate a strong engagement with relevant literature, effectively incorporating theories and models. The referencing is accurate and consistent. To achieve a higher mark, consider using the sources more critically in your work. critically evaluating the limitations of the studies you cite.
· Excellent (70-84%)
· Feedback: Excellent use of literature, demonstrating a comprehensive understanding of partnership working, principles of support, and person-centered care. References are meticulously cited. Consider integrating a wider range of evaluation techniques to showcase depth in your analysis.
· Exceptional (85-100%)
· Feedback: Your work showcases exceptional depth and breadth in engaging with literature, including a nuanced understanding of theories and evaluation techniques. The referencing is flawless. You have set a high standard for integrating diverse perspectives and critiquing existing research.
2. Knowledge and Understanding Skills
· Fail (0-29%)
· Feedback: The submission shows significant gaps in knowledge, particularly regarding partnership working, principles of support, and person-centered care. There is insufficient evidence of researching the chosen setting, processes, or current practices. The identification and understanding of the chosen setting are not evident Please review foundational concepts and seek guidance to strengthen your understanding and research skills.
· Marginal Fail (30-39%)
· Feedback: The understanding of key concepts such as person-centered care and partnership working is incomplete. There is limited evidence of researching the setting or understanding the processes and current practices, leading to a poorly justified evaluation of PCC and PW. 
· 
· Satisfactory (40-49%)

· Feedback: Basic knowledge of module content is demonstrated, but there are inaccuracies. You have made a basic attempt to research your chosen setting, but the understanding of processes and current practices is superficial.
· 
· Good (50-59%)
· Feedback: A reasonable understanding of core principles is demonstrated, including the importance of person-centered care and partnership working. The research into the chosen setting and understanding of processes and current practices is adequate. 
· Very Good (60-69%)
· Feedback: A good understanding of the subject matter is evident, with clear explanations of key theories and principles. There is good evidence of researching the setting, processes, and current practices, and the evaluation is well articulated. Excellent (70-84%)
· Feedback: Excellent understanding of module content which informed your evaluation of PCC, PW, and ethics. Your research into the chosen setting is thorough, with a detailed understanding of processes and current practices.
· 
· Exceptional (85-100%)
· Feedback: Your work demonstrates an outstanding grasp of the subject, integrating theories, principles, and practical applications with exceptional clarity. The research into the setting, processes, and current practices is exemplary.
· 
· 3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills
· Fail (0-29%)
· Feedback: The work lacks critical analysis and is poorly structured. Arguments are not supported by evidence, and there is a failure to apply theories to practical scenarios, particularly regarding partnership working. Please focus on developing a coherent argument with clear reasoning.
· Marginal Fail (30-39%)
· Feedback: Limited critical analysis is present, and the arguments are weakly developed. There is no attempt to apply theories. More robust analysis and evaluation are needed, particularly when discussing the benefits and challegnes related to effective PCC and PW in your chosen setting.
· Satisfactory (40-49%)
· Feedback: Basic critical thinking is demonstrated, but the analysis is not consistently deep. The work provides some logical structure but needs stronger arguments, especially in evaluating the effectiveness of PC and PW, and the recommendations, along with alternative perspectives or possible barriers to implementation explored. There is some attempt to apply theories, but this is not done correctly.
· Good (50-59%)
· Feedback: You present a logical argument with adequate critical analysis. The application of theories to real-world situations is attempted e.g. Maslows hierarchy. However a deeper exploration of alternative perspectives and limitations to implementation could strengthen the work.
· Very Good (60-69%)
· Feedback: Good attempt at critical analysis and well-structured arguments are evident. You successfully apply theories, and demonstrate an ability to critically assess the impact of  person centered care and partnership working. 
· Excellent (70-84%)
· Feedback: Your work shows very good critical thinking skills, with well-structured, persuasive arguments. The analysis is deep, particularly in discussing the challenges and limitations of implementing your guidance. Further, exploring the implications of these limitations would enhance the discussion.
· Exceptional (85-100%)
· Feedback: Exceptional critical analysis and intellectual engagement with the material. The arguments are sophisticated and well-supported, demonstrating a nuanced understanding of complex issues such as the implementation of partnership working in different settings.
4. Practical Skills
· Fail (0-29%)
· Feedback: The application of practical skills is inadequate. The recommendations are not well-formed, lacking a clear basis in current health and social care policy or legislation. There is little to no demonstration of how to choose an appropriate setting or identify examples of PCC or PW effectively. The work lacks practical examples and does not engage with real-world applications.
· Marginal Fail (30-39%)
· Feedback: Basic practical skills are demonstrated, but the application is limited. The recommendations are weak and not clearly informed by relevant policy or legislation. The selection of settings and identification PCC and PW examples are not evident. More practical examples and a better understanding of real-world applications are needed.
· Satisfactory (40-49%)
· Feedback: Practical skills are applied at a basic level. The recommendations are somewhat informed by policy but lack depth and specificity. The choice of settings and identification of PCC and PW examples shows some understanding, but more detailed and accurate application is required. Future work should include more detailed practical examples and decisions.
· Good (50-59%)
· Feedback: Good practical skills are demonstrated, with recommendations that show some consideration of current health and social care policy and legislation. The choice of settings and identification of PCC and PW examples are generally appropriate. Very Good (60-69%)
· Feedback: Strong practical skills are evident, with well-formed recommendations that are informed by relevant policy and legislation. The choice of settings and clearly identified  PCC and PW examples reflect a good practical understanding. More critical evaluation of practical limitations and alternative approaches would enhance the work.
· Excellent (70-84%)
· Feedback: Excellent practical application, with well-crafted recommendations grounded in current health and social care policy and legislation. The selection of settings and identification of problems demonstrate a high level of competence in applying theoretical knowledge to practical scenarios. The work thoughtfully considers practical challenges and potential solutions.
· Exceptional (85-100%)
· Feedback: Outstanding practical skills are demonstrated, with exceptionally well-formed recommendations that are thoroughly informed by current policy and legislation. The choice of settings and identification of PCC and PW examples are insightful and innovative, showing a sophisticated understanding of practical and theoretical integration. The depth and clarity of practical examples set a high standard.
 5. Transferable Skills for Life and Professional Practice
· Fail (0-29%)
· Feedback: The submission lacks a report style and does not include an abstract, which are essential components for professional presentation. The use of paragraphs is minimal or absent, making the report hard to follow. There is also a lack of an academic tone, which is necessary for formal assignments. Future work should focus on adhering to a structured report format, including clear sections and a professional style.
· Marginal Fail (30-39%)
· Feedback: The work attempts to follow a report style but lacks key elements such as an abstract and structured sections. Paragraphs are not used effectively, leading to poor flow and clarity. The academic tone is inconsistent, and the writing often feels informal. Improving the structure and adopting a more consistent academic style will enhance the professionalism of the work.
· Satisfactory (40-49%)
· Feedback: The work demonstrates a basic attempt at report style, with an effort to include paragraphs and a more formal tone. However, it lacks an abstract and needs a clearer structure. The academic tone is present but could be stronger. Focus on refining the report style, ensuring that each section is clearly defined and that the tone remains consistently professional.
· Good (50-59%)
· Feedback: The submission follows a reasonable report style, with the inclusion of an abstract and use of paragraphs. The academic tone is generally appropriate, though some sections could be clearer and more concise.  Enhancing the clarity and professionalism of the writing will improve the overall presentation.
· Very Good (60-69%)
· Feedback: The work is well-presented in a report style, including a succinct abstract, clear paragraphing, and a consistent academic tone. The structure is logical, with well-defined sections. A few areas could be improved by ensuring the choice of wording is professional, you explore alternative perspectives, refer to current H&SC policy and practice, and ensure all sections are equally detailed. Continue to refine your writing style to enhance clarity and impact.
· Excellent (70-84%)
· Feedback: The report style is excellent, with a well-crafted abstract, clear and cohesive paragraphs, and a consistently professional academic tone. The structure is well-organized, making the content easy to navigate. The writing is clear and precise, demonstrating strong communication skills. Consider further refining your work by enhancing the conciseness of certain sections and ensuring every detail is relevant and impactful.
· Exceptional (85-100%)
· Feedback: The work exemplifies exceptional transferable skills, presented in a highly polished report style. The abstract is concise and informative, paragraphs are well-structured, and the academic tone is consistently professional. The document is exceptionally well-organized, making it both engaging and easy to follow. This level of clarity and professionalism sets a high standard for academic and professional communication.



