
BMHP6029_BIRM Assessment Component 2 – 

In this assignment, Students are required to create an academic poster, critically examining the historical and contemporary treatment and provision of care surrounding a chosen mental health disorder from Chapter 6 of the ICD-11. The poster will be presented as a conference poster. Students will need to discuss the content of the poster and convey the key messages from their research, fielding questions from the audience. This should take no longer than 15 minutes per person (including 5 minutes for questions). 
	Assessment Success Criteria

	BMHP6026_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 


	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.
	Poor engagement with statutory guidance or legislation. No evidence of wider reading. Reliance on inappropriate sources, and/or indiscriminate use of sources. Inconsistent and weak use of Harvard referencing in submitted reference list.
	Engagement with a limited range of mostly relevant and credible sources,. Harvard referencing not applied accurately or consistently in reference list. 
	Engagement with an appropriate range of literature Reference List may show minor inaccuracies or inconsistencies.
	Engagement with a wide range of literature, Very good use of Harvard referencing, with no/very few inaccuracies or inconsistencies.
	Engagement with an extensive range of relevant and credible literature Consistently accurate application of Harvard referencing. 
	Exceptional engagement with an extensive range of relevant and credible literature High-level Harvard referencing skills consistently applied.

	Marks /15
	0 – 4 marks 
	4.5 – 5.5marks
	6 – 7 marks
	7.5 – 8.5 marks
	9 – 10 marks
	10.5 –12.5 marks
	13 – 15 marks 

	Criterion 2
Knowledge and understanding 


	Major gaps in knowledge. Much irrelevant material.  Substantial inaccuracies. Significantly flawed understanding chosen condition from the ICD-11 including diagnostics, support and treatments 
	Fragmentary knowledge of the assessment process and incomplete or partially flawed understanding chosen condition from the ICD-11 including diagnostics, support and treatments. 
	Limited but adequate knowledge and understanding of chosen condition from the ICD-11 including diagnostics, support and treatments– Some misconceptions may be present
	Knowledge is reasonably detailed and accurate. A good critical understanding chosen condition from the ICD-11 including diagnostics, support and treatments 
	Knowledge is reasonably extensive.  Exhibits very competent critical understanding of chosen condition from the ICD-11 including diagnostics, support and treatments with a clear UK context.
	Excellent, detailed knowledge and highly critical understanding of chosen condition from the ICD-11 including diagnostics, support and treatments with a clear UK context.
	Exceptionally detailed knowledge and outstanding critical understanding of the chosen condition from the ICD-11 including diagnostics, support and treatments with a clear UK context. 

	Marks /25
	0 – 7 marks 
	7.5-9.5 marks
	10 – 12 marks
	12.5 – 14.5 marks
	15 –  17 marks
	17.5 – 21 marks
	21.5 – 25 marks 

	Criterion 3
Cognitive and intellectual skills 


	No evidence of critical analysis of chosen condition, in a historical and contemporary context.

  

	Little or no 
critical analysis of their chosen condition, in a historical and contemporary context. Recommendations are largely missing.

  
   
	Limited critical analysis of chosen condition, in a historical and contemporary context. Mostly supported by evidence regarding treatment, management of this condition and reasoned recommendations (some misconceptions may be evident) 
 

	Developing critical analysis of their chosen condition, in a historical and contemporary context. Mostly supported by evidence regarding treatment, management of this condition and reasoned recommendations (some misconceptions may be evident) 
  

	Secure critical analysis of their chosen condition, in a historical and contemporary context. Supported by evidence regarding treatment, management of this condition and reasoned recommendations.
.
  
	Excellent critical analysis of their chosen condition, in a historical and contemporary context. Supported by evidence regarding treatment, management of this condition and reasoned recommendations.
(including knowledge of complex issues – such as variations in gender, ethnicity and local funding/provision differences, and frameworks) 
	Outstanding critical analysis of the treatment of their chosen condition, in a historical and contemporary context. Supported by evidence regarding treatment, management of this condition and reasoned recommendations. 

(including knowledge of complex issues – such as variations in gender, ethnicity and local funding/provision differences, and frameworks)

	Marks /25
	0 – 7 marks 
	7.5-9.5 marks
	10 – 12 marks
	12.5 – 14.5 marks
	15 –  17 marks
	17.5 – 21 marks
	21.5 – 25 marks 

	Practical skills



	Little or no use of discussion skills. 

The student does not demonstrates links of theory to practice considering real-world methods, tools and techniques used within psychopathology.  
	A weak level of discussion skills. 

The student does not demonstrates links of theory to practice considering real-world methods, tools and techniques used within psychopathology.  

	Limited links of theory to practice considering real-world methods, tools and techniques used within psychopathology.  
	Developing  links of theory to practice considering real-world methods, tools and techniques used both historically and contemporarily within psychopathology. 
	Very good links of theory to practice considering real-world methods, tools and techniques used both historically and contemporarily within psychopathology, acknowledging the limitations of historical methods and the potential issues within modern methodologies.  Use of case study examples where relevant
	Excellent links of theory to practice considering real-world methods, tools and techniques used both historically and contemporarily within psychopathology, acknowledging the limitations of historical methods and the potential issues within modern methodologies.  UK Context national and local should be noted with relevant statistics or data. Use of case study examples where relevant
	
Exception links of theory to practice considering real-world methods, tools and techniques used both historically and contemporarily within psychopathology, acknowledging the limitations of historical methods and the potential issues within modern methodologies.  UK Context national and local should be noted with relevant statistics or data. Use of case study examples where relevant. 



	Marks /15
	0 – 4 marks 
	4.5 – 5.5marks
	6 – 7 marks
	7.5 – 8.5 marks
	9 – 10 marks
	10.5 –12.5 marks
	13 – 15 marks 

	Criterion 5 Transferable skills for life and professional practice



	
The poster presentation does not demonstrate coherence or structure. 
and does not address the task set in the assignment specification. 

No evidence of
time management.

Student provides little or no responses to questions asked by lecturer/audience. 

	
The poster presentation does not demonstrate coherence or structure. 
Little evidence of time management.

Student provides little or no responses to questions asked by lecturer/audience. 

	Inconsistent poster presentation skills but clear points for improvement in design. 

The presentation demonstrates limited coherence and structure.
Limited time management skill.  

Student provides limited responses to questions asked by lecturer/audience. 

	Developing poster presentation skills but clear points for improvement in design. 

The presentation demonstrates developing coherence and structure. 

Developing time management.

Student attempts to respond to questions asked by lecturer/audience in a professional manner.
  

	Very good, poster design and presentation skills.

The presentation demonstrates very good depth, coherence and structure. 
Very good time management.

Student attempt to respond to questions asked by lecturer/audience in a professional and evidence based manner.

	Excellent, poster design and presentation skills.

The presentation demonstrates an excellent level of depth with excellent structure. 
Excellent time management.

Student responds to questions asked by lecturer/audience in a professional and evidence based manner.
	Exceptional poster design and presentation skills. 

The presentation demonstrates an exceptionally high level of depth with exceptionally strong structure and discussion. 

Exception time management. 

Student responds to questions asked by lecturer/audience in a professional and evidence based manner.



