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Student No./ Name:

Module:
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	CRITERIA


	Learning

Outcome


	GRADE

	
	
	Unsatisfactory

- 39%
	Satisfactory

40 – 49%
	Good

50 – 59%
	Very Good

60 – 69%
	Excellent

70% +
	  %

	Effective justification and communication of scheme objectives
	1, 3, 5
	
	
	
	
	
	10

	Conducting and managing the scheme
	1, 2, 3
	
	
	
	
	
	40

	Review and Evaluation of the scheme and outcomes
	1, 5
	
	
	
	
	
	50

	It is accepted that students will present work that is proof read. Therefore a range of 0 – 10 marks will be deducted for poor spelling, grammar, punctuation and presentation. If work is presented well etc, no marks will be deducted.
	

	TUTOR COMMENTS:



	Student response to feedback:

                                                                                                                               Mark:

                                                                                                                               Tutor:

 Return to student by:               

                                                                                                                                Date:


Assignment Outline

Submission Date: 22nd April 2013
The University of Wales, Trinity St David is working towards a ‘Healthy University’ status. You are to review the nature of this scheme and identify an aspect that you consider the University needs to improve. You will then conduct and evaluate your own health promotion scheme/initiative in line with the University’s and other public health guidelines/agenda.
Tasks
· Form a ‘working group’ (4/5 people), identifying specific roles e.g. secretary, chairperson etc (ensuring roles are rotated accordingly to allow each member of the group an opportunity to experience each role);

· Develop a health promotion scheme proposal in terms of the University’s and other public health priorities and present this in an oral presentation (10% - group mark);
· Develop and conduct your health promotion scheme/initiative, with consideration to ethical and other guidelines (e.g. NHS, University)  (40% - individual mark);
· Write a report reviewing your health promotion scheme/initiative and its outcomes (2500 words, 50% individual mark);

· Include minutes of all meetings in the appendix.

Grading Criteria
For more detailed review of the grading criteria please discuss in tutorials.

3rd Class (40-49%)

There is some, if limited public health agenda presented in support of your scheme that may or may not relate to the Healthy University agenda. The structure and therefore validity of the scheme is weak but you have conducted in an appropriate and ethical manner. You have identified some clear outcome objectives. You have not listened to advice from your presentation and thus have not revised the format of your scheme effectively. The analysis of the scheme and outcome data is weak, containing no statistical analysis. The presentation is satisfactory but you demonstrate limited evaluation or interpretation of the scheme outcomes.
2:2 (50-59%)

The scheme is based on public health and or evidence based need. The format of the scheme, or event has been well communicated and includes an ethical consideration. The scheme has been conducted in a valid and appropriate manner with the collection of some appropriate data that is relevant to the identified populations. The analysis of the project was good with some statistical analysis of data collected. The report was well written and useful but needs greater evaluation rather than just description.
2:1 (60-69%)

As for good, but with more comprehensive literature review and thus greater justification. You scheme or event has been conducted very effectively, demonstrating good teamwork. The evaluation demonstrated a very good analysis of scheme outcomes and how they met the objectives.
1st Class (70+%)

As for very good, but with extensive cross-reference to research and critical comparisons to similar research. You have collected a comprehensive set of outcome data that supports your objectives and proves the worth or not of your scheme. Written and oral presentations were excellent.
Unclassified (<40%)

The format of the scheme was not justified in terms of public health or Healthy University agenda. It was therefore inappropriately conducted or done so in a limited manner. Your group work was incoherent and the presentation format for both oral and written aspects was poor. In essence the scheme was not of a standard to be worthy of conducting.
