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	Knowledge base (40%): Choose a banding	        Mark: 32/40

	· You have demonstrated a comprehensive understanding of the role of ultrasound in your chosen area. 

· You demonstrated a good ability to respond to questions


	 Critical Evaluation (30%): Choose a banding	                                                                       Mark: 24/30

	· Your level of critical evaluation shows a strong ability to critically appraise the literature.  


	Use of evidence (20%): Choose a banding	                                                                        Mark: 17/20

	· There is evidence that you have read widely and appropriately and drawn on reading beyond the course material throughout your presentation and questioning. The sources used were appropriate. Your referencing is accurate within the text, however not in alphabetical order in the reference list.


	Transferable skills (10%): Choose a banding	      Mark: 7/10

	· Your presentation was well-organised and your slides were clear; you made good use of images.  Your communication was outstanding very good.  


	Feedforward Comments:

	Strengths: Very good critical evaluation of papers; good use of pie-charts to demonstrate results
Areas for improvement: Timing > 10 min -a lot of information packed into the presentation; reference list not in alphabetical 
80% 24/30
84% overall 
Overall Banding: Excellent


To be deleted when completed and converted to a PDF document before uploaded onto BB. 
	Green
	Outstanding/Excellent/Very good

	Yellow
	Good/Pass

	Pink
	Marginal Fail/Limited Fails 

	
	

	Anatomy and Physiology
	20/20 – Very good knowledge of anatomical structures

	Pathology 
	25/30 – Some prompting required, otherwise very good knowledge of pathology and appropriate patient management options suggested.  Required chart to answer type of hip dysplasia on one question

	Applied Physics
	15/20 – Minor gaps with some applied physics, e.g. gain.  Good knowledge of artefacts and ultrasound safety




	Level M (FHEQ Level 7)
	Indicative Qualities

	100 - 90%
	Outstanding
	An exceptional and outstanding piece of academic work; showing advanced and critical awareness at the forefront of the discipline or professional practice. Exceptional use of appropriate texts, research and other learning materials, well beyond the taught content, displaying new insights and advanced scholarship; mastery of clarity in argument and communication. Exemplary
[Knowledge base: 36-40 
Critical Evaluation: 27-30 
Evidence: 18-20 
Transferable: 9-10]  

	89 - 80%
	Excellent
	An excellent piece of academic work clearly demonstrating critical awareness of the discipline, current research or professional practice.  Evidence of originality and advanced scholarship. Excellent analysis in most areas; use of new sources and approaches evident; balanced in analysis and argument. Clarity of argument and comprehensive knowledge. 
[Knowledge base: 32-35 
Critical evaluation: 24-26 
Evidence: 16-17 
Transferable: 8]

	79 - 70%
	Very Good
	A very good and competent piece of work, demonstrating good critical awareness and analysis of the subject. Comprehensive understanding of knowledge, with the ability to develop critiques at an advanced level. Evidence of originality; negligible errors or omissions. Notably good presentation/communication of ideas and comprehension. 
[Knowledge base: 28-31 
Critical evaluation: 21-27 
Evidence: 14-15 
Transferable: 7]

	69 - 60%
	Good
	A good piece of academic work demonstrating the ability to critical evaluate. Good knowledge and understanding of the discipline or professional practice. Some ability to develop critiques at an advanced level and some evidence of originality. Good understanding of main concepts, but could be further developed and strengthened with greater focus and more in-depth analysis. Good evidence of appropriate reading. Accurately and appropriately referenced. 
[Knowledge base: 24-27
Critical evaluation: 18-20 
Evidence: 12-13 
Transferable: 6]

	59 - 50%
	Pass
	Meets the relevant learning outcomes but is mostly descriptive. Some basic critical awareness is present evaluation but the analysis is not very well developed and could be strengthened in originality or scope. Some evidence of appropriate reading and critical thought beyond the taught material but evaluation and critique could be strengthened.  Evidence of appropriate structure but presentation and focus may need improving.
[Knowledge base: 20-23 
Critical evaluation: 15-19
Evidence: 10-11 Transferable: 5]  

	49 - 40%
	Marginal Fail 
	Little evidence of understanding and overall not reaching the minimum pass standard due to some key omissions in presentation, argument or structure. Limited critique and evaluation and argument needs further development. Content not always relevant. Limited evidence of reading. 
Knowledge base: 16-19 
Critical evaluation: 12-14 
Evidence: 8-9 
Transferable: 4  

	39 - 30%
	Limited
	Some evidence of effort but missing essential aspects. For example, may be lacking in evidence of understanding, focus and structure. Likely to have no analysis or discussion and material may lack of relevance. Presentation may need to be improved. Likely to show insufficient evidence of reading; 
[Knowledge base: 12-13 
Critical evaluation: 9-10 
Evidence: 6 
Transferable: 3]

	29 - 20%
	A Limited Piece of Work
	Some material presented but generally unsatisfactory with some irrelevant or incorrect material. Lack of discussion. Likely to show insufficient evidence of reading; Likely to be incomplete.
[Knowledge base: 8-11 
Critical evaluation: 6-8 
Evidence: 4-5 
Transferable: 2]

	19 - 10%
	A Very Limited Piece of Work
	Significant deficiencies; Likely to have insufficient, irelevant or incorrect material. Likely to have very poor structure and no discussion.
[Knowledge base: 4-7 
Critical evaluation: 3 -5
Evidence: 2-3 
Transferable: 1]

	9 - 0%
	Exceptionally Limited Piece of Work
	Insufficient material presented. No evidence of sufficient preparation.

Zero is reserved for failure to attempt an answer
[Knowledge base: 0-3 
Critical evaluation: 1-2 
Evidence: 0-1 
Transferable: 0]




