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	Some revision
	Substantial revision

	Academic knowledge & understanding
	As ‘merit’ plus:
Excellent coverage, offering highly developed or original insights.

Be able to identify a common thread(s) which draw together theories around your project.
	As 'pass' plus:
Demonstrate a good awareness of issues and theoretical insights, much of which will have shaped current thinking around your project.


	Demonstrate an understanding of  knowledge which is relevant to your project, written in an organised way ensuring detailed accuracy.
Show that you have identified and understood the key issues linked to your project-referring to current research and national issues.

Critically analyse theory(ies) around the issues within your project.

Demonstrate an understanding of different views.

	Coverage of some/most relevant issues shows reasonable understanding, there is some identification of central issues.
Some acknowledgement of different views but not much evidence of understanding or applying these.

	A lack of relevant material in support of project.
No attempt to show understanding or debate of areas of controversy.

	Critical analysis & interpretation
	As 'merit' plus:
Offer imaginative, insightful, original or creative interpretations.

Show an impressive, sustained level of analysis and evaluation.

Put together a convincing argument that demonstrates an awareness of limitations.

Extensive use of a broad or deep range of well-referenced research.

Offer a clear and expert understanding of the subject matter, offering an original interpretation and/or contribution to the field of study.


	As 'pass' plus:

Demonstrate a command of accepted critical viewpoints.
From deep understanding, be able to suggest new ideas/hypotheses.

Use a broad or deep range of well-referenced research.


	The ability to deal with educational issues in both a logical and creative way and make sound judgements.
Demonstrate the ability to analyse and critically evaluate current thinking around your project including alternative viewpoints.

Present a clear, well-structured argument supported by evidence.

Demonstrate a good range of up-to-date reading (such as journals, publications, books from a variety of sources) beyond core or basic texts).

Ensure these are Harvard referenced.

 
	Demonstrate some ability to deal with educational issues although judgements are not well substantiated.
Show some ability to evaluate research.

Use of analysis  is relatively superficial and ability to construct an argument is limited.

Range of reading may be   limited.

Referencing not always accurate.


	Work is mainly descriptive and analysis is limited.
Little reference to sources.

A single perspective is presented with no clear argument.

There may be self-contradiction or confusion.

Inadequate reference made to reading and other sources. 

	Critical reflection: personal and/or professional evaluation
	As 'merit' plus:
Sophisticated critical self-evaluation.

Demonstrate the ability to form new insights that inform practical situations.
	As 'pass' plus:
Demonstrate originality in addressing the needs specified and/or solving problems identified in the project.

 
	Relevant, appropriate and explicit links are made to professional practice.
Demonstration of independent learning.

Show the ability to self-evaluate to advance own knowledge and understanding which will then enable the development of new skills appropriate to the professional context.


	Show some relevance and links to professional practice.
Able to exercise some initiative and personal/professional responsibility.

Limited ability to self-evaluate.


	No link to professional practice.
Weakness in independent learning, decision-making and/or  self-evaluation.


