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Full Title:   Dissertation 

 

Part of Course:  Part C 

 

Compulsory or optional: Compulsory 

 

ICR Reference Number: MS3001 

 

Academic Level:  Level 7 (Masters) 

 

Credit Value:   60 Credits 

 



Academic staff and 

Course Administration
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Name Role       Post     Affiliation 

Prof Robert Huddart 

robert.huddart@icr.ac.uk 

 

 

Joint Course 

Director (Part C) 
Professor of 

Urological 

Cancer 

 

The Institute of 

Cancer 

Research/Royal 

Marsden Hospital 

Anna Pili 

anna.pili@icr.ac.uk 

Direct tel: 020 7153 5386 

 

 

MSc Course 

Manager 

 

Registry  

Institute of Cancer 

Research 

MSc Course Team 

MscAdministrator@icr,ac.uk 

020 7153 5384/5228 

 

 

Administrative 

staff 

 

Registry 

Institute of Cancer 

Research 

Dr Nicola Rosenfelder 

nrosenfelder@gmail.com 

 

Part C Tutor Consultant 

Clinical 

Oncologist  in 

uro-oncology 

and acute 

oncology 

 

Royal Free London 

NHS Foundation 

Trust 

    

Dr John Glaholm 

john.glaholm@rmh.nhs.uk 

 

Part C Tutor Consultant 

Clinical 

Oncologist, 

Head & Neck 

Charing Cross 

Hospital, 

Imperial Health Trust 

 

 

 

 

Dr Matthew Williams 

mhw@doctors.org.uk 

 

Part C Tutor Consultant 

Clinical 

Oncologist, CNS 

 

Honorary Clinical 

Senior Lecturer 

 

Chelsea & 

Westminster Hospital 

 

 

Imperial College 

London 

 

 

Dr Tom Richards 

tomrichards@doctors.org.uk 

Part C Tutor Consultant 

Clinical 

Oncologist, GI, 

Breast 

University College 

Hospital 

    

mailto:robert.huddart@icr.ac.uk
mailto:anna.pili@icr.ac.uk
mailto:MscAdministrator@icr,ac.uk
mailto:nrosenfelder@gmail.com
mailto:john.glaholm@rmh.nhs.uk
mailto:mhw@doctors.org.uk
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Students should forward any administrative matters (e.g. timetabling, 
arrangements for assessment) concerning the module to the course 
administrators, at mscadministrator@icr.ac.uk 
 
Any academic matters should be forwarded to your Part C tutor or the 

Part C Course Director as appropriate.

mailto:mscadministrator@icr.ac.uk
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This is a key component that distinguishes the MSc from the Diploma. It 
is an opportunity to conduct high-quality research, but you will only get 
something positive out of it if you put in the effort in the first place!  
 
Learning outcomes 

 To conduct independent research, critical review of literature or 
similar piece of work  

 To prepare a professional dissertation  

 To generate data for publication in a peer-reviewed journal, or a 
poster presentation at a relevant conference. 

 
Teaching 

 Monthly tutorial days of workshops and revision sessions including:  
o Group research discussion groups 
o Formal project trouble shooting sessions. 
o Literature Searches 
o Revision of IT skills (Endnote, Office, PowerPoint, Excel)  
o Statistics revision (SPSS) 
o Supervision sessions with course supervisors. 
o Presentation skills 

 Supervision from local facilitator. 

 Ad hoc advice from the Course Director and Course Tutors 
 
Attendance 

 Monthly attendance is mandatory and you are asked to meet the 
75% attendance requirement. 

 
Learning 

 Self-directed research. 

 Working with others (supervisors, peers, patients). 

 Practicalities of research. 

 Developing a critical approach to the research of others. 

 Appreciating those that continue to do research. 
 
Supervision 
It is recommended that you meet your local facilitator frequently. They 
may be required to give you assistance with the study protocol (for 
instance they may have to be the local chief investigator), but later you 
will need more discussion of the emerging results and their analysis. 
When you are writing the report, it is the local facilitator’s responsibility to 
proof-read it and can offer a trained mind against which you may test 
your own ideas. They will also be asked to provide a statement covering 
their involvement with the project (source of ideas, practical help, 
number of meetings etc) and confirm that they have seen and are happy 
with your project report. 
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It will be very difficult to defend a poor project where appropriate input 
has not been sought by the student, or advice has been ignored. 
Conversely, we may look more favourably on the project if local 
facilitator’s input has been inadequate, IF SO YOU MUST TELL US 
ABOUT PROBLEMS BEFOREHAND.  
 
Academic Support Services 
Several support systems are available in the ICR for use by academic 
staff and research students. These are listed on ICR home page or 
linked to Cancer.ed. If you need support between tutorials then contact 
the MSc Course Manager or course administrators on 
mscadministrator@icr.ac.uk   
 
• Information retrieval and use of software: Library. 
• R&D registration and initiating ethical approval: your local R&D 

office  
• National Research Ethics Service: http://www.nres.npsa.nhs.uk/  
• If you need statistical support let us know and we will ask one of 
our statisticians to help (we will also organise statistical workshops to 
help you) 
 
. 

mailto:mscadministrator@icr.ac.uk
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Designing and carrying out an independent research project or critical 
review is an essential part of the MSc programme, and the project report 
is a significant component of the MSc. If you are unable to conduct this 
research project then the regulations allow you to gain a Postgraduate 
Diploma in Oncology without the project. The expectation is that the 
project will be undertaken in your locality with a local facilitator with the 
additional support of an MSc Part C Tutor. 
 

1) Project Proposal Form 
 
Project Approval 
A project approval form should be completed in time for the first 
introduction meeting where you will have the opportunity to discuss this 
with one of the course tutors.  Following the introductory session your 
project proposal will be considered by the Approvals Board before 
registration. Students whose proposal has not been approved in time for 
registration will not be permitted to register. 
 
All project proposals must be read by a local facilitator prior to 
submission. Please leave adequate time for them to do this before the 
deadline. Do let us know if this is not possible.  
 
Please include a cover sheet with the names and addresses/contact 
details of your local facilitator including a statement confirming the extent 
of their involvement in the research and that they have seen the 
dissertation; please also indicate how much of the dissertation was your 
own work, and how much was conducted by your colleagues.  NB: this 
does not detract from potential marks as it is recognised that research is 
often multi-disciplinary. 
 
Please see Appendix 1 for an example of a completed proposal form. 
Please see Appendix 2 for the MSc Dissertation Marking Criteria. 
 

2) Thesis Structure  
 
Abstract/Summary 
Start your dissertation with a summary (250 words maximum), separate 
from the main text, that indicates the scope, results and conclusions of 
your research. This should resemble the abstract ‘box’ in medical 
journals. It is part of the ‘art’ of research to generate a succinct Abstract; 
hence examiners will be instructed to read only the first 250 words.   
 
 Introduction 
This section should contain a clearly formulated research question linked 
to the aims and objectives of your study. Include the hypothesis or series 
of hypotheses that you planned to test (note- these may have changed 
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during your research). The background to the study should include a 
brief overview of the condition being studied, indicating the major 
questions in that area, and covering previous work and publications that 
may be relevant. If you have used a similar introduction in your proposal, 
please check that your literature review is still up-to-date. You should 
point out how your studies differ from or improve upon previous work, 
and justify the work in terms of its importance, and whether it could affect 
the current use of an investigation or treatment. 
 
Methodology  
Give an outline of methodology including details such as: patients, 
ascertainment, randomisation method, controls, power calculations, 
demographics and background population. This must be accompanied 
by R&D registration and Ethics Committee details (with relevant letters, 
forms and questionnaires in the appendix). If laboratory investigations 
are used, please give sufficient detail to allow the investigations to be 
repeated by the reader, and make clear your role in these processes. 
This section should also include analytical rationale and reason for 
selecting the statistical analyses used in the project. Candidates will lose 
marks if they use inappropriate or inadequate statistical analyses – 
[please consult –it is advisable to arrange statistical support at an early 
stage- we will hold statistical workshops to help you with this]  
 
Results  
In this section, describe your results in the style of a learned publication, 
including labelled charts, tables and figures with appropriate legends. 
Consult your course material and medical journals for examples of good 
practice. It is very important to display the data clearly and logically.  
 
Discussion  
You should discuss the meaning of the results in this section. Did you 
achieve your aims and objectives? Was your hypothesis confirmed? 
What factors affected your results? How would you design future 
studies? As a guide, this section should be at least three pages long, 
and the highest marks are awarded when the candidate demonstrates a 
full understanding of the context and importance of their study, while still 
being open about its limitations. Some candidates include a frank 
assessment of their studies strengths and weaknesses. 
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Presentation/Format 
Please consider whether the presentation of your dissertation accurately 
reflects the amount of work contained within it: poorly printed, scrappy or 
amateurish presentation will not help you here or in your professional 
career.  
 
 Marks are awarded for general features such as a logical page layout; 
grammar and spelling; and references. Please proof read your 
dissertation carefully and seek assistance beforehand via the MSc 
Course Manager, if you are worried about the standard of your written 
English – Your local facilitator should help with this and must read the 
project before submission.  
 
The font should be easy to read and well-spaced (we suggest Times 
New Roman or Ariel font size 11 or 12, with 1.5 or 2 line spacing). Each 
time you quote published work in the text or in tables/figures you must 
reference (cite) the original paper in the text (or use hyperlinks in the 
electronic version).  
 
The reference section should contain full citations, in Vancouver (full 
reference title) style. We expect at least 30 references, although most 
good dissertations contain around 50.  
 
Copies 

 You are required to submit 3 x hard copies to the MSc Course 
Office and 1 x electronic copy submitted via Canvas. Further 
instructions on how to submit will be issued in advanced of your 
submission.  All copies should be received by the date given as 
below. 

 
Covers 

 Please use the ICR front cover (ICR logo card is provided) at the 
front and the plain card cover is to be used as the back cover.one 
set of covers for each of your submissions. 

 
Title Page 
Please use the following format: 
 

MSc Oncology 
 

Part C Dissertation  
 

2016-17 
 

Title of your dissertation 
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Your Name 
 
 

 
Please print the above on the front cover. If you are unable to print the 
above information onto the card please ensure that the title page is your 
first page. 
 
Acknowledgements 2nd page  

 Please acknowledge all people you would like to thank in helping 
with your dissertation and time as a MSc student 

 
Word Count 2nd page 

 Please don’t forget to include your word count not including 
graphs and diagrams. 

 
Font & Style 

 Please use either Ariel or Times New Roman only, with a point 
size of 11.  Paragraph spacing should be 1.5 lines.  The left and 
right margin should be set at 3cm.  Top, bottom margins should 
be 1.5. Please use single spacing after commas, colons, semi-
colons, question marks and exclamation marks, and double 
spacing after a full stop.  

 
Page numbering 

 You can use any format but the middle of page is preferred  
 
References  

 Please list all texts, articles and electronic sources that you have 
referred to in your dissertation. This differs from your bibliography 
which is a list of everything you have read 

 

 Note bibliographies should be supplied in Harvard style and 
should be listed in alphabetical order.  Vancouver is preferred for 
scientific clinical papers and should be listed in numerical order in 
the correct order that you used in your main text. 

 
Please ensure all cited references are added to the list of references 
 
Appendices   

 Please add at the end if using 
 
Binding 

 It is easier to use the comb binding system either plastic or wire 
and any colour comb will be fine, although black is preferred. 

 
Submission deadline: 8 January 2018 
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Extensions or extenuating circumstances  
If you have any problems with submission of your dissertation please 
contact the MSc Course Office immediately. Students who are unable to 
submit by the deadline may complete an application for ‘late submission 
of course material’. The application must be submitted to the MSc 
Course team prior to the deadline, and due consideration will be made 
on a case by case basis by the Course Director(s). Late submission is 
only permissible if an extension has been agreed in advance and/or 
extenuating circumstances have been previously recognised.  
 
Penalties for late or over-length submission  
Submissions which do not follow the guidance above may be rejected or 
recorded as a breach of assessment criteria.  
Material submitted late will be liable to a reduction in the mark unless an 
extension or extenuating circumstances have been agreed.  

 For material submitted up to four weeks before the designated 
Exam Board, students will have 10% deducted from their mark, 
down to a minimum mark of 50% for work which would have 
passed if not for the penalty.  

 Work submitted less than four weeks before the designated 
Exam Board meeting will be recorded as a non-submission and 
receive an automatic fail. This work may be re-submitted for 
consideration at the following Exam Board and will be treated as 
a re-sit; if it then passes, the mark would be capped at the 
minimum pass threshold of 50%. If the dissertation is not 
resubmitted it will be recorded as a fail  

 Submissions which exceed the designated word limit by more 
than 10% will also be penalised – with 10% deducted from the 
mark, down to a minimum of 50% for work which would have 
passed if not for the penalty.  

 
Oral Presentation/Viva 
It is a general requirement that work submitted for an MSc should be 
orally examined. In this course we undertake this as a formative oral 
presentation (Part C Presentation Day) in the December prior to 
January submission. This date is therefore mandatory and you must 
make all reasonable efforts to attend. You will be asked to present a 10 - 
12 minute summary of your main findings followed by 5 minutes of 
questions to your peers and invited module leaders/supervisors. If you 
do not attend then you will be called to present to a panel the morning of 
the MSc Exam Board. . 
 
If you are not able to attend for specific reasons you are asked to 
discuss this with the MSc Course Manager beforehand and you will be 
advised to present at a later date.  
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Plagiarism 
Please note that the dissertation must be written in your own words, but 
you can quote published work if it is included in inverted commas and 
cited appropriately. Dissertations will be subject to the Turn-it in text 
detection system. A copy of the Examination Offences and Plagiarism is 
available at registration.   
 

Six Key Tips! 

 
1 – You do not have to start writing at the beginning 
Start with what you feel comfortable with, and then move about in your 
writing by completing a section as you need. Stick with aspects of the study 
that are of most interest to you at any time – this will help you engage with 
your studies. 
2 – Never stop writing 
3 – Use Word’s ‘Table of Contents’ and ‘Headings’ facilities 
This will allow you to see your structure on one page and move around 
sections at the click of a button. We run a session on ‘Writing up your 
dissertation’ in July which will help with this area. 
4 – Read your draft out loud to yourself once you have written a final 
draft 
This will enable you to check the length and structure of your sentences, 
and ensure your arguments and conclusions and clear and sound. 
5 – Save or print out draft versions frequently 
Save work in different places (work, USB, home computer, email) and date 
stamp them so you can compare different approaches. 
6 – The end is the beginning 
The Introduction should be written last of all. It is only when you arrive at the 
end of the journey that you can understand and explain to others how you 
got there! 
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Timeline for the Research Project 
There is such variability in the types of projects that it is difficult to be 
prescriptive over timing. To help you we are designing a 12 month period 
of study starting in January and finishing with submission in the January. 
If you finish faster well done! If it is going to take longer discuss with the 
course tutors and we can look at a later submission. The timetable below 
is a general outline of the year; for a more detail timetable please refer to 
the Part C Timetable on Canvas. 
 
 
 

During summer 
term and when 
completing Part 
B 
 

Start to think about your project 

 Discuss it with your local facilitator.  

 Find out what permissions will be required 
e.g. R&D and Research Ethics or Audit 
department. If you need R&D/Ethics you are 
strongly advised to submit your proposal 
NOW.  

 You might need to discuss with Statistical 
Support Services.  

September/ 
October 

Preliminary induction day. Bring your project 
proposal to discuss with you course tutors. 

 Formal submission of outline 

 Undertake background reading for your 
 project. 

 Undertake approvals with ethics/R&D/Audit 
as required 

December 

Approvals Board 

 Confirmation of that your project is 
satisfactory and your progression is 
satisfactory to enter  

 Part C 

January First study day and formal registration 

January - October 
 

Monthly study days allow you time to discuss 
your project with the MSc tutors and your study 
group. Please note that these sessions are 
compulsory. 

January - July 
 

 Recruit subject/ accumulate data. Any 
problems should be dealt with (with 
guidance from your local facilitator and MSc 
Course Tutor). 

 You should be consulting medical literature 
for additional background information in your 
chosen topic, as this will inform the 
discussion of your own data. 
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August 

 

 Consolidate the data collected so far and 
assess how much time it will take to finish 
collecting and analysing your material.  

 Confirm the availability and usefulness of 
statistical software.  

 You can begin to write the Introduction 
and Methodology sections of your 
dissertation. Ensure you continue to see 
your supervisor(s) and MSc tutor regularly in 
order to keep your project going. 

September - 

November  

 

 You must write up now, even if you feel 
you have not achieved enough to send for 
publication to a journal (you could always 
continue the work for a few extra months 
and add data to your MSc dissertation, using 
the examiners’ feedback to improve the text 
too).  

 Decide how you are going to present the 
data, and if necessary obtain help to prepare 
charts, graphs, photographs. 

 Aim to complete the writing during early 
November to allow for last-minute problems. 
Don’t forget to allow time for duplicating and 
binding the dissertation.  

  

December 

Presentation to students, MSc Course Tutors, 
educational & local facilitators (mandatory) and 
invited guests 
 
 

January  

DEADLINE FOR SUBMISSION 

If you think you will be unable to submit by the 
deadline please discuss this with the Part C 
Tutors and the MSc Course Manager as soon as 
possible. 
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This module is assessed by the Research project dissertation. 
 

 Students will be expected to present their findings on a research 
presentation day in November 2017. This will not contribute to the 
thesis mark. 

 The dissertation is assessed by two independent examiners. 

 If there is a discrepancy of 12% or more a moderation panel will be 
held to discuss and agree a final mark.  The final mark will be verified 
at the Exam Board 

 The dissertation should be between 8,000 and 10,000 words, 
excluding the summary/abstract and reference list. Please pay 
attention to the guidelines or you will lose marks. 

 If the word count is more than 12,000 words, 10% will be deducted. 
Dissertations below 6,400 are unlikely to be of level required to 
achieve an adequate pass mark. Dissertations that do not   

  Include all of the required sections will automatically lose the marks 
allocated for the missing components. 

 We require 3 paper copies, which should be bound, and one 
electronic version. 

 Dissertations may be electronically analysed and rejected if there is 
evidence of plagiarism. 

 The pass mark is 50%, distinctions are 70% and above. It is worth 
noting that a distinction cannot be awarded for the MSc as a whole if 
the project mark is below 70%.   

 If the dissertation fails to reach the required standard then there will 
be the option to rewrite and resubmit with corrections/amendments, 
or change to a different project 
 

 Vivas   

 Students will be asked to attend a viva to defend their research if the 
mark awarded for the dissertation is immediately below the Pass 
mark or immediately below the Distinction mark. Students will not 
be asked to attend for a viva if they have been awarded  the 
minimum pass mark, Distinction or a higher mark. 
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Suggested reading: 
 
Organizing and Managing Your Research: A practical guide for 
Postgraduates R. Phelps, K. Fisher and A. Ellis 2007: Sage Publications  
www.sagepublications.com  
 
Skills 
Provided by the ICR, this is a web resource providing transferable skills 
training to research degree students. The site takes the form of a multi-
user blog, and develops over time by providing guidance and advice to 
students throughout their time at the ICR and is very useful for the MSc 
Part C students. 
 
Part C students are strongly encouraged to visit Skills regularly, and to 
read new posts on the site when they become available 
 
https://skills.icr.ac.uk/ 
 
You will be given instructions to log in to use this facility. 

 
 
First edition: September 2009 for Academic Year 2009-10 
 
Second edition: January 2010 for Academic Year 2010-11 
 
Updated third edition: October 2011 for Academic year 2011-12 
 
Fourth edition: November 2012 for Academic Year 2012-13 

 

Fifth edition: November 2013 for Academic Year 2013-14 

 

Sixth edition: January 2016 for Academic Year 2015-16 

 
Seventh edition: December 2016 for Academic Year 2016-17 
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POSTGRADUATE - DISSERTATION MARKING CRITERIA 
 

ASSESSMENT CATEGORIES < 50%    Fail 50-59%    Pass  60-69%    Merit 70-100%     Distinction 

1. Identification and 
formulation of the topic 
chosen 

 Presentation of clear rationale 
for topic chosen 

 Ability to pose appropriate 
research questions clearly 

 Demonstration of ability to 
examine established/received 
beliefs, assumptions and 
practices 

 Undeveloped/no demonstration  of             
rationale  for topic chosen  

 Limited/muddled presentation of 
research questions 

 Little/ no demonstration of ability to 
examine established/received 
beliefs, assumptions and practices 

 Adequate rationale for chosen 
topic provided  

 Able to present research 
questions with some 
integration to the chosen topic  

 Adequate demonstration of 
ability to examine 
established/received beliefs, 
assumptions and practices 

 Clear justification of rationale for 
topic chosen  

 Research question/s presented 
clearly with appropriate relevance to 
the chosen topic 

 Good demonstration of ability to 
examine established/received 
beliefs, assumptions and practices 

 Clear and thorough justification of rationale 
for topic chosen demonstrating depth of 
insight  

 Research question/s presented clearly with 
sophisticated integration of relevance to 
the chosen topic 

 Extensive demonstration of ability to 
examine established/received beliefs, 
assumptions and practices 

2. Use of source material 

 Evidence of relevant reading  

 Application of literature 

 Quality of referencing 

 Reading limited and superficial. Key 
sources not included/ missing in 
text. 

 Little/ no demonstration of ability to 
use the literature in discussion and 
to discriminate.  

 Reference list supplied with errors.  
Harvard referencing system not 
consistently applied.   

 Adequate range of reading 
appropriate to topic.  Includes 
key sources of literature. 

 Evidence of integration of 
literature within discussion.  
Some ability to critique and 
discriminate in literature used.  

 Reference list supplied with a 
few errors. Harvard referencing 
system generally consistent 
and accurate. 

 Substantial range and depth of topic 
covered.  Extends beyond key 
sources of literature. 

 Good integration of literature within 
discussion. Demonstrates ability to 
critique and discriminate in literature 
used. 

 Harvard referencing system 
consistent and accurate.  

 Extensive demonstration of range and 
depth of reading appropriate to the topic. 

 Literature consistently well integrated in 
discussion.  Demonstrates sophistication in 
ability to critique and discriminate in 
literature used. 

 Harvard referencing for qualitative system 
consistent and accurate. Please discuss 
this with your supervisor beforehand. 

 Vancouver is preferred for Clinical 
scientific papers 
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ASSESSMENT CATEGORIES < 50%    Fail 50-59%    Pass  60-69%    Merit 70-100%     Distinction 

3. Skills of critical analysis 

 Demonstration of a sound 
understanding of subject 
matter 

 Level of critical analysis 

 Ability to conceptualise 
 

 Little/ no evidence of 
understanding of subject matter.  
Muddled and inaccurate 
explanations in text.  

 Limited/ superficial description of 
issues.  No evidence of ability to 
engage in analysis. 

 Little /no demonstration of 
relationship between theories and 
issues raised.   

 Able to present issues with 
some explanation of insights.  
Arguments partly developed. 

 Generally descriptive with 
some ability to engage in 
analysis. 

 Some grounding of ideas in 
established and recent 
theories. Demonstrates 
potential in development of 
further insights.   

 Shows a good understanding of 
pertinent issues and insights into the 
subject matter.  Arguments well 
developed and consistently clear. 

 Critical thinking and analysis 
integrated throughout text with good 
evidence of synthesis of ideas 

 Thorough grounding of ideas in 
established and current theories.  
Consistently poses challenges to 
assumptions and beliefs.  Presents 
new insights and ideas. 

 Able to recognise and interpret complex 
problems/issues clearly. New insights into 
the nature of problems presented.  
Consistent presentation of cogent 
arguments. 

 Original critical thinking and analysis 
evident and consistently well integrated in 
text. Imaginative synthesis of ideas. 

 Extends arguments beyond normal 
boundaries of accepted theories.  
Demonstrates vision and leadership in 
questions posed and offers original 
insights/ solutions to problems.  

4. Appropriate choice of 
research methods 

 Evidence of awareness of the 
nature and derivation of 
knowledge as a philosophical 
basis for the research 

 Justification for selection of 
particular method 

 Relevance of the data 
collected to the 
problem/questions posed  

 Demonstration of sensitivity to 
problems and processes of 
research undertaken e.g. 
ethics, communication, 
negotiation, collaboration, 
dissemination 

 Superficial/no demonstration of 
awareness of the nature and 
derivation of knowledge 

 Poor or no justification for 
selection of particular method/s  

 Little or no evidence of relevance 
of the data collected to the 
problem or question posed 

 Limited or no evidence of 
demonstration of sensitivity to 
problems and processes of 
research undertaken  

 Adequate demonstration of 
awareness of the nature and 
derivation of knowledge 

 Some justification for selection 
of particular method/s  

 Adequate exploration of 
relevance of the data collected 
to the problem/questions 
posed 

 Some demonstration of 
sensitivity to problems and 
processes of research 
undertaken  

 Substantial demonstration of 
awareness of the nature and 
derivation of knowledge 

 Well developed justification 

 on for selection of particular 
method/s showing breadth and 
depth of understanding  

 Substantial exploration of relevance 
of the data collected to the 
problem/questions posed 

 Thorough and balanced 
demonstration of sensitivity to 
problems and processes of research 
undertaken 

 Extensive demonstration of range and 
depth of awareness of the nature and 
derivation of knowledge. New insights 
provided to challenge current ideas 

 Justification for selection of particular 
method/s presented with considerable 
sophistication of understanding and 
articulation  

 Extensive exploration of relevance of the 
data collected to the problem/questions 
posed 

 Demonstration of clear insight into the 
problems of sensitivity and processes of 
research undertaken. Presents original 
thinking and ideas in extending the 
understanding and strategies for managing 
this aspect of the research process 
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ASSESSMENT CATEGORIES < 50%    Fail 50-59%    Pass  60-69%    Merit 70-100%     Distinction 

5. Analysis and interpretation 
of research findings 

 Presentation of data 

 Evidence of appropriate  
method/s used to analyse  the 
data  

 Appraisal of validity, value and  
limitations of the findings 

 
 
 
 

 Unclear/ muddled presentation of 
data 

 Little/no evidence of appropriate 
method/s used in analysing the 
data  

 Superficial/no demonstration of 
any appraisal of the validity, value 
and limitations of the findings  

 Clear and relevant 
presentation of data to the 
research question/s posed 

 Adequate evidence of 
appropriate method/s used in 
analysing the data  

 Able to present an adequate 
appraisal of the validity, value 
and limitations of the findings 

 Good and consistently clear, 
appropriate presentation of data with 
sound integration to the question/s 
posed   

 Sound and appropriate method/s 
applied in analysing the data. 
Thorough insights into the strengths 
and limitations of the method/s 
raised in discussion  

 Critical appraisal of the validity, 
value and limitations of the findings 
evident showing a good 
understanding of the depth and 
breadth of methodological issues 

 Data presented in an original and  
sophisticated  manner, with good 
integration to the question/s posed   

 Method/s used in analysing the data are 
applied appropriately in a creative manner. 
Consistently  test the boundaries of 
accepted research methodologies practices 
by presenting original critical arguments 

 Extensive and thorough appraisal of the 
validity, value and limitations of the findings 

6. Synthesis of theory and 
practice concepts 

 Ability to reflect on and apply 
to own practice 

 Consideration of multi-
professional perspectives 

 Exploration of implications of 
concepts raised to own 
speciality 

 Little evidence of reflection and 
application to own practice. 

 Multi-professional perspectives not 
considered. 

 Clichéd phrases and ideas used 
with no evidence of critical 
consideration. 

 

 Some reflection and 
exploration of application to 
own setting. 

 Multi-professional perspectives 
introduced. 

 Perspective limited. 

 Evidence that reflection has 
informed practice. 

 Multi-professional perspectives well 
integrated into argument. 

 Implications for development of 
speciality made clear. 

 Demonstration of insight and independence 
of thought with clear application to the 
speciality and own practice 

 Multi-professional insights used creatively 
to enhance leadership and teamwork 

7. Skills of scholarly 
presentation 

 Evidence of logical approach 
& development of ideas 

 Addresses question set  

 Clarity of expression 

 Focus and meaning unclear. 
Disjointed or unnecessarily 
repetitive. 

 Question does not relate 
discussion to essential minimum 
content. 

 Poor spelling, grammar and 
punctuation. 

 Clear meaning addressing 
essential minimum content. 

 Logical presentation of 
question with appropriate flow 
of ideas. 

 Spelling, grammar and 
punctuation generally correct. 

 

 Clear and easily readable. 

 Use of explicit framework through 
which to order and justify ideas. 

 Spelling, grammar and punctuation 
correct. 

 Fluent and highly readable 

 Framework appropriately and creatively 
applied  

 Spelling, grammar and punctuation correct 

 


