MSC ADVANCED PROFESSIONAL PRACTICE ASSESSMENT CRITERIA – LEVEL 7 
AP7013 
S4305024
	CRITERIA for LEVEL 7
	
(70% +)
	
 (60-69%)
	
 (50-59%)
	
(40-49%)
	
(1-39%)

	1. Overall the assessment task is completed
	The question / assessment task is completed accurately reflecting clear synthesis of the issues indicated by the assessment brief.
	The question / assessment task addresses the key concepts critically, demonstrating advanced levels of understanding. 
	The assessment task is reasonably addressed. There may be incomplete or minor factual omissions.
	The assessment task is addressed with some omissions of areas that ought to be addressed.
	The question / assessment task is not addressed. 


	2. Knowledge of subject and concepts
	Includes a review of relevant issues that is systematic, providing in-depth analysis  and consolidation of key concepts that demonstrates a critical awareness of the relevant subject knowledge. 
	Provides a critically informed discussion about key concepts and relevant issues associated with the chosen subject that reflects a deepening understanding.
	Demonstrates critical and analytical understanding about the key concepts with some understanding of the impact and relevance about associated issues.
	Demonstrates a critical understanding about the key concepts and limited awareness of relevant associated issues. 
	Addresses the question or subject area in a way that shows some gaps in knowledge or understanding and only makes reference to simple theoretical models in an unsystematic or incoherent way.

	3. Application to practice
	Presents insightful analysis of the implications of theory(ies) and their application and relevance to advanced professional practice. 
	Portfolio includes (where appropriate) analysis of the professional / clinical implications for the development and advancement of practice.
	Consideration of the relevance and impact on advancing professional practice.
	Describes professional or clinical implications for advanced practice, but lacks in-depth discussion. 
	Describes theory in relation to practice in an uncritical, non-reflective and dis-organized manner.

	4. Structure, development and progression of portfolio and essay
	Produces a structured portfolio/essay including a concise introduction, clear development of main subjects, linked by appropriate progression and development of concepts under discussion, drawing to appropriate concluding remarks.
	The introduction clearly sets out the purpose of the portfolio/essay. A structured portfolio/essay that has clear development and progression of ideas. Conclusion reflects subjects discussed.
	A structured portfolio/essay that attempts to link and progress arguments.  Evidence of development of key related concepts, but may have some aspects interrupting the logical flow of discussion.
	The portfolio/essay provides an unstructured discussion of main issues that are grouped together but lack development. There is an attempt to form a conclusion.
	The portfolio is unstructured with little or no development or progression between sections. Ideas are presented in a jumbled manner that lacks realistic appraisal of the issues. Weak or brief and inappropriate conclusion.

	5. Use of evidence base and referencing
	Evaluation, arguments and/or discussions are based on consistent synthesis of extensive evidence and of a wide range of appropriate sources, clearly identified from appropriate literature searches. Excellent referencing with no errors.
	Evaluation, arguments and/or discussions are based on analysis of evidence drawn from a range of appropriate resources, using main search engines. Clear evidence of Harvard style referencing with no spelling errors. 
	Evaluation, arguments and/or critical discussions are based on key sources but utilize only a limited range of resources.
Consistent referencing and spelling with no grammatical or syntax errors noted.
	Evaluation, arguments and/or discussions are based on limited evidence or critical reasoning. Selects a course of action from a limited range of alternatives with minimal justification.
Reflecting ineffective use of literature search techniques. Inconsistent referencing and/or errors in grammar, spelling and syntax.
	Evaluation, arguments and/or discussions use inappropriate evidence base or sources, or a range that so limited it is unable to reflect an informed discussion.
Incorrect referencing and/or significant spelling, grammatical and syntax errors throughout the body of work.



* work of 85 or above is deemed to be of publishable quality


	Strengths:
Thank you for sharing your work with me. I have added some annotated feedback to your essay, and offer some more general comments here which I hope that you will find helpful. If you have any questions or need to discuss your feedback, please contact lberragan@glos.ac.uk 
The focus of your assignment is a critical reflection of a teaching session delivered to trainee vascular scientists. Use of clear subheadings offers structure and clarity. Your analysis of the relevant evidence demonstrates excellent engagement with a range of literature to support your writing. There was clear evidence of engagement and analysis of the evidence base. You offer your reader a clear and synthesised view of the relevant literature, exploring this in the context of your growing teaching and learning experience. Providing context for the research approaches used by authors together with details of methodology, sample size and analytical methods enabled you to demonstrate your skills of critical analysis. Having discussed the evidence, you helpfully connected this with your own experience, your teaching session and your learners’ experiences. This approach demonstrates synthesis and evaluation in your work. Well done – I enjoyed reading your work.




	Areas for development:
More of the same please. 





	From your work you are advised to:
See your Personal Tutor    Revisit the UOG Referencing Guide   See The Student Achievement Team	



	Overall comments: Your work demonstrates your connection with and learning from the subject matter of the module. It demonstrates full engagement with the module content and a readiness to further develop your learning and teaching style to encompass supervision and coaching approaches. There is some really good work here which showcases your analytical and thoughtful approach to your learning and the learning for those you facilitate and support. I would encourage you to consider future opportunities for research and evaluation and would be delighted to discuss this with you.  LB
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