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	Overall grade descriptor
	A+ A  A-	
Work of distinguished quality based on a rigorous and detailed knowledge base, and demonstrates a sustained ability to analyse, synthesise, evaluate and interpret concepts and principles. 
There is an ability to develop authoritative arguments and the ability to evaluate problems, challenge opinion and develop own judgments.

	B+ B B-
Work of commendable quality based on a strong factual/conceptual knowledge base and includes an assured grasp of concepts and principles.  There is evidence of considered analysis and synthesis with some evaluation of key concepts. There is some evidence of understanding of the complexity of the situation.
	C+ C C-
Work of sound quality based on a firm factual/ conceptual knowledge base demonstrating a good grasp of relevant principles and concepts. There is some evidence of the ability to analyse relevant concepts and work is mostly accurate. There is a good grasp of current theories and issues and evidence of the ability to communicate them. The student is able to work with some autonomy. 
	D+ D D-
Work is broadly satisfactory covering adequately the factual and/or conceptual knowledge base and appropriately presented. It is primarily descriptive with only occasional evidence of analysis. There may be some misinterpretation of key concepts /principles/theories and limitations in the ability to select relevant material.
	F+ F F-
Work falls well short and does not meet the learning outcomes. There is limited understanding of the key knowledge and concepts.  There is some engagement with the assessment task but there are major inaccuracies.  

	Learning Outcomes
	Demonstrates a distinguished knowledge and understanding of professional reasoning theory relating this to the incident(s) that took place, incorporating well chosen literature, used critically to support arguments.
There will be an awareness of the importance of contextual factors, in relation to this incident and how this might impact on the professional reasoning processes.
	Demonstrates a commendable knowledge and understanding of professional reasoning theory, relating this to the incident(s) that took place, drawing on a range of literature and used critically to support arguments
There will be an appreciation of the contextual factors with an explanation of how this might impact on professional reasoning processes.
	Demonstrates a sound knowledge and understanding of professional reasoning theory, relating this to the incident(s) that took place, drawing on some relevant literature to develop the narrative.

Relevant contextual factors will be mentioned with some limited evidence of how this might impact on professional reasoning.
	Demonstrates a satisfactory knowledge and understanding of professional reasoning theory, with tentative links to a limited amount of literature.


There will be limited links to contextual factors and exploration will be from a single perspective.
	Very Limited or no recognition of professional reasoning theory demonstrated with the work. No relevant literature



No reference to contextual factors and how this might impact on your professional reasoning processes.

	Reflection on practice
	Analysis of the incident has resulted in explicit development of new insight arising from the experience and consideration of alternative responses in future related incidents.
	Analysis of the incidence has resulted in some implicit indication that learning has taken place and that there are alternative ways to respond to situation as they arise.
	There will be evidence of some analysis of the incident(s) and some recognition of how this might affect your professional practice in the future. 
	A generally descriptive piece of work with limited  analysis of the incidents(s) and limited evidence of how this might affect your professional practice in the future.
	The incidence has been described but there is no evidence that it has been analysed and no links have been made as to how this might affect your practice in the future

	The writing style, accuracy of grammar and spelling.
	High quality presentation of work with outstanding use of language and style. 
	Thoughtful and effective presentation of work with very good use of language and style. 
	Sound standard of presentation of work. Good spelling, grammar, punctuation.

	Some deficiencies in presentation of work. Some weakness in style or presentation but satisfactory overall.
	Standard of presentation of work is unacceptable. Inaccurate spelling, grammar, punctuation.

	Referencing
	Outstanding level of accuracy of referencing. Arguments are well supported with evidence from peer reviewed journals and relevant publications. 
	Very good level of accuracy of referencing with most arguments supported with evidence from peer reviewed journals and relevant publications.
	Good level of accuracy of referencing but fewer arguments supported with evidence from peer reviewed journals and relevant publications.
	Sound level of accuracy of referencing with some use of evidence from peer reviewed journals and relevant publications.
	Overall unsatisfactory level of accuracy of referencing with limited or no use of relevant evidence. 

	Overall Structure
	Overall structure of assignment
	Structure is very coherent and logical with a level of organisation and structure. 
	Structure is generally clear and coherent with an acceptable level of structure and organisation. 
	Structure is fairly clear and coherent with some level of organisation.

	Lack of clear and coherent structure with poor organisation. 



