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Task Type – Report with recommendations

Task Value – 30% 

Task Due Date – 2359 hours on 22April 2018 

Task Length – 2000 words

Task Aim/Rationale:

Thrombolysis of a STEMI is a lifesaving intervention performed by paramedics. Other treatment modalities available for the treatment of patients with a STEMI include, in hospital thrombolysis and pPCI laboratory. It is essential that paramedics consider all treatment modalities before proceeding with either treatment option.  

Task Stimulus: “In relation to acute STEMI’s, prehospital thrombolysis is as effective as in hospital thrombolysis and pPCI.” 

Critically evaluate the above statement and prepare a report that compares and contrasts these three treatment modalities. As a result of your evaluation make recommendations about the current guidelines for thrombolysis used by an ambulance service. You may use any ambulance services guidelines.

Students must include:

1. An evaluation of the effectiveness of prehospital thrombolysis

2. An evaluation of the effectiveness of in hospital thrombolysis

3. An evaluation of the effectiveness of pPCI

4. Compare and contrast these three STEMI treatment options

5. Make recommendations about the effectiveness of current ambulance guidelines in relation to prehospital STEMI treatment.
	Marks
	3
	2
	1
	0

	Introduction
	The introduction is well organised and clearly explains what the report is about. 
	The introduction is organised and the reader knows what the report is about.
	The introduction is unorganised and leaves the reader a little confused. 
	The introduction is poorly organised and leaves the reader with little idea of the papers content

	Evaluation of prehospital lysis
	Evaluation of prehospital lysis is comprehensive, clearly explained. There is clear evidence that the student has read widely and thoroughly understands the subject.
	Evaluation of prehospital lysis is performed and is explained. There is some evidence that the student has read about and understands the subject.


	Evaluation of prehospital lysis is performed but is poorly explained. There is some evidence that the student has read about the subject but understanding is poor.


	Evaluation of prehospital lysis is superficial and poorly explained. There is little evidence that the student has read widely about the subject. The student does not appear to understand the subject. 



	Evaluation of in hospital lysis
	Evaluation of in hospital lysis is comprehensive, clearly explained. There is clear evidence that the student has read widely and thoroughly understands the subject.
	Evaluation of in hospital lysis is performed and is explained. There is some evidence that the student has read about and understands the subject.


	Evaluation of in hospital lysis is performed but is poorly explained. There is some evidence that the student has read about the subject but understanding is poor.


	Evaluation of in hospital lysis is superficial and poorly explained. There is little evidence that the student has read widely about the subject. The student does not appear to understand the subject. 



	Evaluation of pPCI
	Evaluation of pPCI is comprehensive, clearly explained. There is clear evidence that the student has read widely and thoroughly understands the subject.
	Evaluation of pPCI is performed and is explained. There is some evidence that the student has read about and understands the subject.


	Evaluation of pPCI is performed but is poorly explained. There is some evidence that the student has read about the subject but understanding is poor.


	Evaluation of pPCI is superficial and poorly explained. There is little evidence that the student has read widely about the subject. The student does not appear to understand the subject. 



	Compare/contrast of the three treatment modalities
	Comparisons (similarities) between the three treatment modalities are simply explained and clearly evident.

Contrasts (differences) between the three treatment modalities are simply explained and clearly evident.

There is clear evidence the student understands the strengths and weakness of each modality.
	Comparisons (similarities) between the three treatment modalities are explained and evident.

Contrasts (differences) between the three treatment modalities are explained and evident.

There is some evidence the student understands the strengths and weakness of each modality.
	Comparisons (similarities) between the three treatment modalities are poorly explained and not evident.

Contrasts (differences) between the three treatment modalities are poorly explained and not evident.

There is little evidence the student understands the strengths and weakness of each modality.
	Comparisons (similarities) between the three treatment modalities are neither explained nor evident.

Contrasts (differences) between the three treatment modalities are neither explained nor evident.

There is no evidence the student understands the strengths and weakness of each modality.

	Recommendations
	Recommendations are clear, succinct and well supported by the evaluation.
	Recommendations are clear and succinct but not well supported by the evaluation
	Recommendations are made but are not well not well supported by the evaluation
	Recommendations are vague and not supported by the evaluation

	Writing conventions and referencing
	No students to score >2 for grammer
	Writing is smooth and coherent with succinct expression. Sentences are strong and expressive. Diction is consistent, words aptly chosen and observes conventions in written English. Spelling all correct, with few grammatical errors. References are cited using APA 6 in-text and end-text with no errors.


	Writing is mainly clear. Some mechanical difficulties or stylistic problems. May make occasional problematic word choices or syntax errors. Some spelling, punctuation and grammatical errors May contain excessive wordiness. 

References are cited using APA 6 in-text and end-text with some errors.


	Writing is confusing, hard to follow. Inappropriate diction and excessive wordiness

Distracting errors – spelling, punctuation and grammar (such as subject/verb agreements and tense). In-text or end-text APA 6 referencing not used or used with many errors.
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