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	1. Patient care and preparation for task x 1

0/2 = very poor, shows no signs of caring for the patient in their handling, patient comfort or ease of explanations, instructions. No preparation. No feedback regarding performance given to patient.

3/4 = poor-adequate, patchy caring attitude demonstrated and not well prepared, minimal feedback regarding performance. 

5/6 = good- very good. Appropriate preparation, explanation and feedback, and caring attitude demonstrated some or most of the time. 

7/8 = very good- excellent. Very appropriate explanation, preparation and feedback, and caring attitude demonstrated most of the time

9/10 = excellent-exceptional in all aspects of patient care and preparation, including giving excellent feedback to the patient regarding performance.

2. Application of Technique x3
0/2 = ineffective/ inappropriate application of task and / or dangerous. Unaware of precautions. Unable to demonstrate or discuss appropriate progressions and regressions.

3 = the application of the task is inappropriate or ineffective, but not unsafe. Inappropriate progressions and regressions are demonstrated. Some consideration of precautions. 
4 = able to perform the task adequately. Some progressions and regressions discussed. Precautions considered.
5/6 = able to perform the task well/ very well with some progressions and regressions demonstrated. Precautions considered.
7/8 = able to perform most of the task excellently with a range of progressions and regressions. Excellent consideration of precautions.
9/10 = able to perform all of the task excellently/exceptionally with a wide range of progressions and regressions. Excellent consideration of the precautions.

3. Reasoning and knowledge x3
0/2 = very poor, unable to suggest an appropriate problem list or treatment for the problem. Unable to justify choice without considerable prompts. No real discussion.  No background knowledge and reasoning regarding the condition, the problems, and the treatment. Unable to link theory to practice.

3/4 = poor- adequate, needs prompting to be able to suggest and justify appropriate problem list, treatment plan and choice of technique.  Little background knowledge and reasoning regarding the condition, the problems, and the treatment. With prompting, is able to demonstrate some link between theory and practice.

5/6 = good- very good, able to discuss an appropriate problem list, treatment plan and choice of techniques for the scenario with some good justification.  Able to demonstrate adequate background knowledge and reasoning regarding the condition, the problems, and the treatment.  Able to demonstrate some good links between theory and practice.

7/8 = very good- excellent, able to provide justification for problem list, treatment plan and chosen techniques for the scenario.   Very good- excellent background knowledge, reasoning regarding the condition, the problems, and the treatment. Very good ability to link theory and practice.

9/10 = excellent- exceptional, able to justify problem list, treatment plan and choice of technique. Excellent background knowledge and reasoning regarding the condition, the problems, and the treatment. Excellent links demonstrated between theory and practice.
4. Individual viva :critical appraisal of research x 3
0/2 = very poor, there is no evidence of critical evaluation. Insufficient detail. No important points noted. No real discussion.  Unable to link theory to practice or consider clinical implications of research.

3/4 = poor- adequate, needs prompting. There is little/some evidence of critical evaluation. Insufficient detail. Some important points noted.  Able to demonstrate some link between theory and practice and but unable to discuss clinical implications of research.

5/6 = good-very good, able to critically evaluate research paper. Able to demonstrate some good links between theory and practice and consider some clinical implications of the research.
7/8 = very good- excellent critical evaluation of research paper. Very good ability to link theory and practice and discuss clinical implications of research.
9/10 = excellent –exceptional critical evaluation of research paper. Excellent links demonstrated between theory and practice and able to discuss fully clinical implications of research.
Unsafe practice within the practical exam will constitute a mandatory referral on the practical exam component of the module. 

	


