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	Learning Outcome
	Unsatisfactory: Serious Shortcomings (Fail) (0-29)
	Unsatisfactory: Some significant shortcomings Marginal Fail
(30-39)
	Minimum Pass to Satisfactory standard (3rd class) (40-49)
	Satisfactory to Good standard (2:2) (50-59)
	Good to Very Good standard (2:1) (60-69)
	Very Good to Outstanding (1st) (70-84)
	Exceptionally High standard (1st)
 (85-100)

	Total for Academic Tools: 10%

Presentation of work and clarity 5% 














	Negligible evidence of information base.  Unsatisfactory understanding of the discipline underlying concepts and principles of presentation. 

Completely unorganised/
Incoherent. Deviates significantly from the required parameters.
Meaning unclear and/or grammar and/or spelling contain frequent errors that seriously affect the flow of the work. Uses unsuitable academic and industry specific terminology. 

	Limited information base and understanding of the fundamentals of presentation.

Disorganised/
Incoherent. Deviates significantly from the required parameters.
Meaning often unclear and grammar and/or spelling contain frequent errors that affect the flow of the text. Uses unsuitable academic and industry specific terminology.


	Some attempt to organise Portfolio in a logical manner.  Some elements missing or incomplete.  Portfolio deviates slightly from the required parameters.  Meaning apparent, but language not always fluent.  Uses some appropriate academic terminology throughout Portfolio, however, there are errors within the in-text citations and reference lists.  Grammatical and/or spelling errors indicating little attention to detail and would benefit from a more diligent proofreading regime. 

	Portfolio shows organisation and coherence.  Work within Portfolio submitted within prescribed parameters.
Evidence of attention to detail, though could be improved moving forward.  Language mainly fluent.  Grammar and spelling mainly accurate.  Uses appropriate academic terminology throughout Portfolio.  


	Carefully and logically organised Portfolio.
All work within Portfolio submitted within prescribed parameters.  Demonstrates clear attention to detail.
Language fluent.  Grammar and spelling accurate.  Uses appropriate academic terminology throughout Portfolio.  


	Polished and professionally presented Portfolio. All work within Portfolio submitted within prescribed parameters.
A high level of attention to detail is in clear evidence throughout the Portfolio.  Appropriate, fluent writing style throughout.  Grammar and spelling accurate.  Uses appropriate academic terminology throughout the written text.  


	Polished and professionally presented, of publishable quality. Work has been submitted within prescribed parameters to an exceptionally high standard.  Grammar and spelling are flawless. The text is fluent and is underpinned by appropriate academic and industry specific terminology. 



	Referencing 5%

	Referencing is absent/unsystematic.  There are some serious shortcomings present.



	Referencing is absent/unsystematic. There are some significant shortcomings present.
	Satisfactory use of references and resources.  Some attempt at referencing throughout.
	Good use of references and resources.  
Referencing inconsistent throughout Portfolio.
	Very good use of references and resources.  Referencing generally accurate throughout Portfolio, though minor errors and/or inconsistencies are in evidence.
	Excellent use of references and resources.  Referencing consistently accurate throughout the Portfolio.
	Outstanding use of references and resources.  The referencing is comprehensive and flawlessly accurate throughout the Portfolio. 

	LO1: 18%
Examine the scope of risk within your chosen system. 
	The student's knowledge and understanding of the scope of risk examination within their chosen system is of an unsatisfactory standard, without the required breadth or depth, with serious shortcomings and deficiencies in all elements of this learning outcome.

	The student’s knowledge and understanding of the scope of risk within their chosen systems is below the minimum pass standard.  There are some significant shortcomings and insufficient to deal with some key aspects of the learning outcomes. 
	The student has demonstrated a minimum pass standard to satisfactory depth of knowledge and understanding regarding the scope of risk examination of within their chosen system.  This is adequate to deal with terminology, facts, and concepts.
	The student has demonstrated a satisfactory to good depth of subject knowledge pertaining to the scope of risk within their chosen system. However, this is often balanced towards the descriptive and would benefit from evaluating theory against practice. 
	The student has demonstrated a good to very good breadth and depth of knowledge and understanding the scope of risk within their chosen system.  There is clear, critical insight, although, there were missed opportunities to evaluate much deeper.

	The student has shown excellent to outstanding knowledge and understanding of the scope of risk within their organisation.  This goes beyond the threshold expectation of a graduate at this level and the level of evaluation and critical analysis is of a very good to outstanding standard.

	The student has shown exceptional knowledge and understanding of the scope of risk within their chosen system.  This is well beyond the threshold expectation of a graduate at this level and significantly beyond what has been taught. The underpinning and critical examination is of an extraordinary standard.


	LO2: 18%
Employ two SSM tools to critique three key areas of risk. 
	The student's arguments and explanations are exceptionally weak and/or poorly constructed. Highly descriptive with no critical evaluation. Limited to no actual link to either SSM tools or an organisation, lacks literature connections and in-text citations do not consider the arguments of others or considers alternative views. There are serious shortcomings present across all elements of this learning outcome.
	The student can provide explanations surrounding the use of SSM tools within their organisation; however, the text is neither sustained nor sufficiently aware of alternative views. Statements often lack underpinning resulting in an unsatisfactory submission.  There are some significant shortcomings and insufficient to deal with some key aspects of the learning outcomes.
	The student has shown the ability to devise and sustain a discussion regarding the use of SSM tools within their own engineering context.  There is some consideration of alternative views and can explain often complex matters and ideas.  Often the appraisal is highly descriptive in its approach. Generally, the standard here is of a minimum pass standard to satisfactory.
	The student has argued logically, with supporting evidence, and has demonstrated the ability to consider and evaluate SSM tools. There is strong evidence of connecting to their particular area of research, however, complex matters and ideas are often indicated but lacks real focus and critical evaluation.  Generally, the standard here is satisfactory to good.
	The student has demonstrated the ability to make coherent, substantiated arguments regarding the use of SSM tools in their workplace. The level of critical analysis is good to very good across a range of views and information. They have demonstrated a thorough, perceptive, and thoughtful interpretation of complex matters and ideas. Further evaluation would be beneficial moving forward.
	The student has demonstrated excellent to outstanding ability in critically evaluating and synthesising SSM tools within their own engineering practice against academic theory.  This is underpinned by sophisticated perception, interpretation and reasoning of complex matters and ideas.
	The student has made demonstrated exceptional ability in critically evaluating and synthesising SSM tools within their own engineering practice against academic theory. They have consistently demonstrated sophisticated perception, critical insight and interpretation of complex matters and ideas in all aspects of the work.

	LO3: 18% 
Evaluate how management and power are deployed within systems utilising Active Network Theory. 
	The student has attempted practical skills in applying knowledge of Active Network Theory but followed an extremely limited, procedural, or mechanistic formula.  They contain errors, with little or no connection to their chosen engineering area or organisation. There are  serious shortcomings present across all elements of this learning outcome.
	The student has completed some practical aspects of applying knowledge of Active Network Theory to their organisation.  However, the text is predominately descriptive, with limited evaluation between theory and practice.  There are some significant shortcomings and insufficient to deal with some key aspects of the learning outcomes.

	The student has evidenced a satisfactory standard of applying knowledge linked to Active Network Theory of their organisation.  The text is mainly descriptive in its approach and would benefit from more evaluation and critical insight.
	The student has evidenced a satisfactory to good working knowledge of applying Active Network Theory to their organisation.  The text tends to align with a descriptive approach although there are instances of evaluation and critical insight.
	The student has evidenced a good to very good working knowledge of applying Active Network Theory to their organisation.  The text offers evaluation and critical insight.
	The student has evidenced an excellent to outstanding working knowledge of applying Active Network Theory to their organisation.  The text offers valuable evaluation and critical insight. Issues are acknowledged and investigated with highly justified reasoning. 
	The student has evidenced an exceptionally high working knowledge of applying Active Network Theory to their organisation.  The text offers outstanding evaluation and critical insight. Issues are acknowledged and investigated with highly justified reasoning, validity, and significance.

	LO4: 18%
Formulate control methods for managing risk within the chosen system. 
	The student has not expressed any form of idea or convey clear meaning to the formulation of a control method to manage risk.
No recommendations have been made. There are serious shortcomings present across all elements of this learning outcome.

	The student has demonstrated some ability to communicate a control method to manage risk.  Ideas and problems remain unanswered with insufficient accuracy or clarity of expression.

Partial recommendations have been made.  There are some significant shortcomings and insufficient to deal with some key aspects of the learning outcomes.
	The student has communicated a control method for managing risk.  Ideas and problems are satisfactory in style and are plausible for implementation. 

Recommendations are evident, however, they needed to be more comprehensive.
	The student has identified a control method for manging risk and communicates information, ideas, problems, and solutions and takes account of implementation. The reflection is of a  satisfactory to good standard.  

Recommendations have foundation but lack depth of evaluation.
	The student has clearly identified a control method for manging risk. There is strong evidence of communicating information, ideas, problems, and solutions and apportions responsibility and discusses issues surrounding implementation.

Recommendations have depth and have been evaluated to an appropriate level.
	The student has identified a control method for manging risk to an accomplished level. There is accurate communication of information, ideas, problems, and solutions and apportions responsibility whilst evaluating issues surrounding implementation. 

Recommendations are comprehensive, have the ability to be implemented immediately and have been assessed against cost and resources.  This work is of an excellent to outstanding standard.  
	The student has identified a control method for manging risk to a highly accomplished level. There is accurate communication of information, ideas, problems, and solutions and apportions responsibility whilst evaluating issues surrounding implementation. 

Recommendations are extensive, all aspects have been addressed through a thorough evaluation process.  Implementation is immediately achievable.  This work is outstanding in all respects.

	LO5: 18%
Reflect on the exploration of risk.   
	There is little to no personal reflection regarding the exploration of risk.
	Limited personal reflection coupled with a lack of detailed exploration of risk.
	A reflection is evident but contained missed opportunities to expand the exploration of risk further.
	The reflection is of a satisfactory to good standard though a more thorough exploration of risk would be beneficial.
	The reflection and level of risk exploration is of a good to very good standard.
	The reflection is fluent, has high personal value and the level of risk exploration is of a very good to excellent standard.
	The reflection is fluent, has an exceptional level of risk exploration alongside a high degree of personal value and benefit to the organisation.
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