	ASSESSMENT CRITERIA 
MASTER’S LEVEL DESCRIPTOR                                           

	Elements of Assessment Criteria
	Fail – E (0-34 marks)
	Fail – D (35-49 marks)
	Pass – C (50-59 marks)
	Merit – B (60-69 marks)
	Distinction – A (70+ marks)

	1a 

Development of professional practice


	Descriptive.  Practice not analysed in any depth.


	Limited evidence of some analysis of practice.
	Satisfactory evidence of analysis of practice with some recognition of complex issues 
	Sound evidence of analysis of practice and an ability to understand complex issues. 
	Insightful analysis of practice and a convincing ability to understand complex issues.

	
	Very limited or no suggestion for intervention or development of practice or recommendations for ways forward.


	Limited or inappropriate  suggestions for intervention or development of practice, and recommendations for ways forward.
	Satisfactory suggestions for intervention or development of practice. Interventions justified.
	Sound suggestions for intervention or development of practice.
	Clear and thoughtful suggestions for intervention or the development of practice.

	
	No evidence of how practice has been taken forward.


	Identifies problems to be solved.  Evidence of some development of practice.  


	Evidence of careful development of practice.
	Sound evidence of pragmatic and effective approaches to tackling and solving problems.


	Clear evidence of well-principled, systematic development of practice, and an ability to deal with complex issues. Evidence of originality in tackling and solving problems.

	
	No rationale for proposed actions presented.
	Limited or inappropriate rationale for proposed actions presented.
	Satisfactory rationale for proposed actions presented. 


	Clear rationale for the purposes pursued and strategies employed.  
	A persuasive rationale for the purposes pursued and the strategies employed.



	1b 

Personal professional development


	Personal values not problematised nor explored in wider context.  
	Able to state personal values and link these to context.  
	Personal values, concerns, priorities and actions have been discussed.


	Personal values, concerns, priorities and actions have been considered in some depth.
	Personal values, concerns, priorities, and  actions have been critically explored.



	
	Ethical issues not considered
	Aware of ethical issues but insufficient evidence.
	Satisfactory evidence of ethical issues have been discussed.
	Ethical issues have been considered in some depth.
	Ethical issues have been critically explored.

	
	Little or no evidence of personal professional development.


	Limited understanding of personal professional development and learning.
	Satisfactory understanding of personal professional development and learning, and how this was achieved.   
	Sound evidence of personal and professional development and learning, and how this was achieved.
	Strong evidence of a developed and analytical approach to personal professional development and learning, and how this is achieved. 



	
	Little or no evidence of critical reflection.
	Limited evidence of limited critical reflection.
	Satisfactory evidence of critical reflection.
	Sound understanding of critical reflection.  Explores a link between learning from reflection and future action.  
	Strong evidence of high level of critical reflection as a learning process. Critically evaluates the link between learning from reflection and future action.

	2a 

Literature review


	Narrow range of reading. 
	Limited range of reading. 
	Satisfactory range of reading.
	Carefully selected range of reading.
	Judicious choice of range of reading.



	2b Understanding of concepts


	Concepts are misunderstood. 
	Limited understanding of concepts minimally explored.
	Satisfactory understanding of concepts explored in limited contexts.
	Sound  understanding of concepts explored in wider contexts.


	Has assimilated literature, and engaged critically and systematically with the main concepts and theories explored in a range of concepts.  
                                                      

	3 

Ethics/ Research design and methods


	Ethical issues not considered/ no ethical approval sought.
	Aware of ethical issues but insufficient evidence and/ or no ethical approval sought.
	Ethical issues have been discussed and correct approval and sought.
	Ethical issues have been considered in some depth and correct approval sought.
	Ethical issues have been critically explored and correct approval sought.

	
	Research design and methods do not match purpose, or not discussed.


	Research design and methods are only partly appropriate  to purpose


	Research design and methods appropriate to professional context and well evidenced.
	Sound research design and methods suited to purpose and clearly justified.  


	Logical research design with comprehensive understanding of techniques applicable techniques.

	
	Data collection flawed.  
	Limited understanding of data collection methods
	Methods justified and understood.  
	Methods justified; strengths and limitations explored.  


	High quality of evidence collected.

	4a 

Presentation and analysis of results


	No evidence of understanding of the relationship between theory and practice.
	Limited understanding of the relationship between theory and practice.


	Satisfactory understanding of the relationship between theory and practice.


	Sound understanding of the relationship between theory and practice.


	Critical understanding of the relationship between theory and practice.

	
	Little or no analysis.  Mostly descriptive account.
	Limited analysis of results.
	Satisfactory evidence of critical analysis.
	Sound evidence of critical analysis.
	Presented in a critical and analytical framework throughout.  

	5a 

Validity of findings


	Conclusions presented in a descriptive framework or not explored.
	Limited conclusions presented with some analysis.


	Satisfactory argument presented. 


	Findings presented in a critical and analytical framework.


	Findings presented in a sophisticated critical and analytical framework.  



	
	Weak conclusions.
	Limited link between main text and conclusions.
	Satisfactory conclusions based upon evidence presented.
	Strong conclusions, firmly based upon the evidence presented.
	Strong and well substantiated conclusions.

	5b 

Critical evaluation


	Little attempt at evaluation of work. Reflection uncritical.
	Evaluation of work with some reflection.
	Satisfactory reflection evaluation of work with evidence.
	Critically reflective evaluation of work.
	Highly reflective evaluation.



	6a 

Clarity of structure/ presentation


	Structure is inappropriate.
	Structure is mostly appropriate but  lacks clarity and coherence


	Satisfactorily structured and  logically progressed. 

Coherent presentation of material generally.
	Effectively structured and progressed.  

Secure presentation of material sound.
	Highly effective structure with thoughtful presentation of material.

	6b 

Development of argument


	Little or no development of an argument.
	Limited development of an argument.
	Satisfactory argument presented. 
	Strong argument developed.  
	Complex argument developed and refined.  

	6c 

Expression and grammar


	Quality of expression and grammar poor. 
	Significant errors in expression and grammar.
	Work is clearly expressed and has few minor errors in expression and grammar.  
	Work is clearly expressed and accurate throughout.
	Accurate and fluent writing throughout.  

	6d 

Referencing techniques


	Little or no understanding of the use of sources.


	Limited understanding of referencing techniques to support academic writing.


	Satisfactory understanding of referencing techniques to support academic writing.


	Secure understanding of reference techniques to support academic writing. 


	Comprehensive understanding of referencing techniques to support academic writing.



	
	Regularly breaks Harvard conventions.
	Follows conventions with some errors.
	Consistent use of Harvard conventions both in body of text and in reference list.  
	Harvard system mainly used accurately, including secondary sources.
	All references consistently and accurately referenced.


