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The University of Edinburgh
College of Medicine and Veterinary Medicine
Royal (Dick) School of Veterinary Studies

MSc/Dip/Cert Programme Name 2020/21


Course title:			Course name incl DRPS code
Assignment title: 		Title
Assignment tutors:	Name 
Assignment weighting:	%
Assignment length:  	words/minutes
Submission date: 		Date (GMT or BST)


Aim

The aim of this assessment is to:
· This may include skills, techniques, knowledge or understanding gained by completing the assignment. You may want to look at the graduate attributes for some of these

Learning outcomes tested by this assessment  

1. Lifted direct from your course on DRPS (http://www.drps.ed.ac.uk/) 

Background/Task/Overview

Provides an overview of the task

Additional Guidance
e.g. other factors the student should consider or specific software that should be used.

Word counts must be stated on your submission. We will make random checks to ensure word counts are accurate. Word count limits exclude the reference list, tables, figures, footnotes and appendices. All citations (references in the main body of the text) are included in the word count.
If you exceed the word count or time limit a penalty of a matched reduction in total mark for each percentage over the word count or time limit will be applied. For example, if you would have received a mark of 70% but have exceeded the limit by 10%, your mark will be reduced to 60%. Your provisional mark will include the penalty. Penalties will be considered and ratified by the Exam Board.  
Students are advised to keep appendices, if used at all, to a minimum. Material should only be included as an appendix if it contains information essential to the submission but which would take up a disproportionate amount of space if included in the main body, disrupting the flow of presentation of information. They must not be used as a mechanism to extend the word count limit. Footnotes should only be used to explain any non-standard abbreviations used in the main text. 

If examiners view appendices and/or footnotes as excessive or unnecessary, they may elect to mark your submission without these included, or consider them as contributing to the overall word count, to which a penalty may then apply. 

Reference guide
e.g.
· Reference Lists should be in Harvard style; please use name and year (Peters et al., 2020) on slides and NOT numbers;
· All Figures/Tables should be referenced (Source: Hunt and Schwarz, 2012; OR: adapted from: Miller et al., 2012) unless you have completely created them yourself  
· The following link is useful to show you how to correctly reference within the text and also your reference list.  You will also find the link to this website within your assessment file within the learn course: 
http://www.citethemrightonline.com/Basics/sample-text-and-reference-list-using-the-harvard-style

Assessment submission 

Please put your exam number as the file name for your assessment; your exam number is the one starting with B001010 and can be found on your student card and on your MyEd student record.  

Prior to submission ensure you are aware of the plagiarism guidelines and have completed the Activity and Quiz in the Base course.  Prior to submission you will be asked to ‘mark reviewed’ the ‘Declaration of Own work’, to acknowledge that you confirm that any written work or evidence you submit is your own work or clearly referenced as to the appropriate source.  Once you have done this, you will see the link for you to submit your assessment.  Plagiarism is a serious offence and the worst-case scenario is that a student can be removed from the course and/or programme of study.  Please refer to the Base course or Programme Handbook for further information.  

Learn Submission Link
You can submit your presentation with audio via a ‘Learn link’ (labelled ‘xxxxxx’) provided in Learn within your ‘Assessment’ folder.  With Learn link submissions you will receive a receipt and can also see what you have submitted in the ‘My Grades’ section – it will show ‘submission receipts’.  The day after submission we check to see if all students have submitted assignments, if they are missing (and you’ve not requested an extension) we contact you. If you have any difficulties submitting your assignment via Learn, please email Administrator name and email and they will be able to assist you – please do not send it to the tutor.

Turnitin Submission Link

Please put your exam number followed by the number of the paper you have chosen as the ‘Submission title’ when you upload to Turnitin (see example below), your exam number is the one starting with B001010 and can be found on your student card and on your MyEd student record.  
Your assessment should be submitted via the Turnitin link in your assessment folder in Learn.  When submitting assessments via a Turnitin link you will receive a receipt.  The day after submission we check to see if all students have submitted assignments, if they are missing (and you’ve not contacted us about an extension) we contact you.   If you have any difficulties submitting your assignment via Learn, please email Administrator name and email and they will be able to assist you – please do not send it to the tutor.

Further information about submitting via Turnitin can be found in the Assessment folder on your course.


Grading Criteria

a. The grading criteria used for all assignments is the University Postgraduate Common Marking Scheme is attached. 
b. Specific grading criteria, e.g. if there is a word count for different sections of a report, audio limit etc.
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	University Postgraduate
Common Marking Scheme
	R(D)SVS Marking guidance - elements

	% Mark
	Range
	Description
	Standard
	Knowledge and
understanding:
Range and understanding of sources; synthesis and focusing of ideas and topic
	Critical analysis:
Organisation & coherence of critical discussion; support through example, detail,
references and, where relevant, experience
	Structure and presentation:
Clarity: layout; spelling & grammar; correct use of diagrams and figures
	Project work:
Questions, rationale, theoretical background, data collection, critical analysis

	80–100%
	A
	An excellent performance
	Eligible for consideration for distinction
	Excellent coverage of theories and sources. An outstanding demonstration of knowledge and understanding of the topic.
	An excellent analysis and critique of the subject area, demonstrating originality of thought underpinned by rationale. An outstanding
evaluation and robust discussion of findings and implications
	A very high standard of presentation.
Complies with all academic conventions. Logical and extremely well written.
	Perceptive identification of research question, critical appreciation of underlying theory and rationale; insightful and critical
analysis of data and interpretation of implications.

	70-79 %
	A
	An excellent performance
	Eligible for consideration for distinction
	Excellent coverage of sources, evidence of scholarship in understanding
	Systematic critical questioning of received ideas and suggestion of alternative perspectives; thorough and supported analysis. A very
competent evaluation and discussion of implications.
	Effectively argued, skilled use of academic conventions, accurate proof reading.
	An accurate identification of research question. A thorough understanding of the theory to underpin analysis of data.
Demonstrates a competent ability to relate findings to theory

	60-69 %
	B
	A very good performance
	Proceed to MSc
	Competent coverage of major sources; shows depth of understanding of the
topic; relationships between ideas cogently made.
	Critical review & synthesis of ideas; coherent, realistic and well- supported argument; appropriate
use of ideas; perceptive appraisal of implications
	Skilled use of academic conventions; almost all errors eliminated in proof reading
	Identification of research question; cogent & theoretically –based rationale; good research design,
critical analysis of data; careful appraisal of implications.

	50–59%
	C
	A good performance, satisfactory for a Master's Degree
	Proceed to MSc
	Provides an adequate understanding of key concepts and issues from a range of sources. Ideas synthesized and related to topic.
	Ideas that are well discussed. Application of examples and some critical analysis demonstrated.
	Appropriate use of academic conventions; several errors in spelling, grammar etc. A fluidity of sense and argument throughout work.
	Rationale for research question provided. Aims and objectives stated. Critical analysis of data demonstrated. Appropriate conclusions drawn from study.
Lacks critical thinking and integration of ideas.

	40–49%
	D
	A satisfactory performance for the Diploma but
inadequate for a Master's Degree
	Proceed to Diploma
	Superficial treatment of topic. Inability to demonstrate an adequate
understanding of key concepts and issues.
	Poorly organised and a poor discussion of ideas.
No attempt to critically analyse. Mainly descriptive in style
	Poor demonstration of comprehension, grammar and spelling.
	Vague research question. Aims and objectives not clear. Poor attempt at critical analysis of data. Lack of conclusions from study.

	0–39 %
	E
	An inadequate performance for a Master’s Degree and for the Diploma.
	Fail Diploma
	Limited range of ideas; shows weak acquaintance with sources; ideas unfocused.
	Unsupported arguments; little use of theory; descriptive and without critical analysis.
	Use of unattributed material; incomplete referencing; presentation consistently marred
	Research question unclear; rationale weak; theoretical underpinning limited; research methods not well-chosen or misapplied; analysis sketchy or
unjustified by data; implications asserted are untenable
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