	Criteria
	Ratings
	Pts 

	Identifies and describes vulnerable location and group(s) at risk of a selected chronic disease from a health services planning perspective.
		40 to 34.0 pts 
HD (High distinction)
A succinct, clear and comprehensive description of and rationale for original ideas for the management of chronic diseases in the case study community from a health planning perspective. Justifies choice of an approach based on scholarly, government and institutional literature and resources.
	33.5 to 30.0 pts 
D (Distinction)
Clear description and rationale for selection for original ideas for the management of chronic diseases in the case study community from a health planning perspective. Correct use of evidence-based literature for justification.
	29.5 to 26.0 pts 
C (Credit)
Description and some rationale for the selection of original ideas for the management of chronic diseases in the case study community from a health planning perspective. The use of evidence-based literature is adequate to justify selection of approaches however, further reading would enhance this section.
	25.5 to 20.5 pts 
P (Pass)
Basic explanation of Ideas for the management of chronic diseases in the case study community description. Rationale is and or health services perspective is limited. There is a superficial attempt to justify the use of approaches based on evidence from the literature.
	20.0 to 0 pts 
X (Fail)
No/unclear explanation of ideas for the management of chronic diseases in the case study community from a health services perspective. And/or no or irrelevant use of evidence-based literature to justify the selection of approaches.



	40 pts

	Identifies and utilises data in a way which is brief, relevant and informs the community profile.
		30 to 25.5 pts 
HD (High distinction)
Correct identification and use of data, which is described succinctly and clearly and which clearly supports their argument for their selection of a location and group(s) vulnerable to a selected chronic disease. Draws on scholarly, government and institutional literature and resources.
	25.0 to 22.5 pts 
D (Distinction)
A clear description of the data used to support their argument for their selection of a group(s) vulnerable to a selected chronic disease. Correct use of evidence-based literature.
	22.0 to 20.0 pts 
C (Credit)
Description of the identification and justification for their selection of a group(s) vulnerable to a selected chronic disease. Use of evidence-based literature is adequate to support this section however, further reading will enhance this section.
	19.5 to 15.5 pts 
P (Pass)
A basic explanation of identification and justification of the selection of a group(s) vulnerable to a selected chronic disease. There is a superficial attempt to use evidence-based literature in this section.
	15.0 to 0 pts 
X (Fail)
No/unclear explanation of identification and/or justification of the selection of a group(s) vulnerable to a selected chronic disease, or no groups selected. And/or no or irrelevant use of evidence.



	30 pts

	Maintains a health and/or social care planning (rather than a clinical) perspective in developing their community health profile.
		20 to >17.5 pts 
HD (High distinction)
Maintains a planning perspective throughout the assignment.
	17 to 15.5 pts 
D (Distinction)
Maintains a planning perspective through the majority of the assignment.
	15 to 13.5 pts 
C (Credit)
Maintains a planning perspective through most of the assignment.
	13 to 10.5 pts 
P (Pass)
Demonstrates a planning perspective in the assignment.
	10 to 0 pts 
X (Fail)
Limited or no planning focus in the assignment.



	20 pts

	Produces a document utilising correct grammar, spelling, formatting, style and reference list.
		10 to 8.5 pts 
HD (High distinction)
Fluent writing style with consistent formatting, use of headings and sub-headings, and accurate referencing.
	8.5 to 7.5 pts 
D (Distinction)
Clear language with consistent formatting, use of headings and sub-headings, and accurate referencing.
	7.5 to 6.5 pts 
C (Credit)
Generally clear language with mainly consistent formatting and few errors in referencing.
	6.5 to 5.5 pts 
P (Pass)
Writing is less clear, with deficits in spelling, grammar, punctuation or referencing. Inconsistent formatting.
	5 to 0 pts 
X (Fail)
Writing is unclear, with numerous deficits in spelling, grammar, punctuation, formatting, or referencing.



	10 pts

	Total Points: 100




