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A. EXPOSITION/PRESENTATION

Is the grammar & punctuation used effectively?

Is the overall presentation good and accurate?
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Is there good planning and organisation and coherence?

B. INTRODUCTION

Is there an academically sound explanation of what will & will not be
discussed? Is the topic accurately interpreted?
Are the terms of the topic clearly defined?

C. CONTENT and DISCUSSION

10

Has ALL aspects of the topic been covered adequately?

Is the content written at the appropriate level?
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Is there good integration and effective discussion?

Is the information written in own words?

D. CONCLUSION

Is there a clear link with the Introduction and discussion?
Is there a proper summary and effective conclusion?

E. REFERENCES

Is there evidence of wide reading?

s

Are the references full, accurate and correctly cited?

F. TEAMWORK

Does the evidence show that the work was equally distributed?

Does the evidence show each learner made a meaningful contribution?

Does the evidence show that the group worked cohesively?
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TOTAL

77

/100

Comments: quality of images generally need improving. There is too much reliance on 1 source in
many places, so not entirely own words (see safeassign report). Own voice is not strongly coming
through. Topic is covered comprehensively, however some areas are incomplete, especially
section on clinical applications. Reference list is not equal to text referencing — Fishman 2007 is

throughout document, but in list Fishman and Horton.

Good effort shown.




