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	Level Descriptors - Criteria
	Source
	Self Assessment
	Peer Assessment

	Introduction and Context
	
	
	

	There is a clear explanation of the focus and aims of the research.
	QAA7
	
	

	There is a good justification of the research which references documentation, literature and policies covering:

· a. National Needs

· b. Local and institutional needs

· c. Personal Needs
	QAA1
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Professional Autobiography (Recommended)
	QAA2, 3
	
	

	The professional autobiography outlines past experiences and learning about the focus.
	QAA2
	
	

	The beliefs and values of the candidate are made explicit.
	QAA2
	
	

	The potential bias due to experience, beliefs and values of the candidate is made explicit.
	QAA2
	
	

	
	
	
	

	The Review of Literature
	
	
	

	In depth knowledge of the field or focus is shown.
	QAA1
	
	

	The key selected authors, concepts and models are analysed and evaluated with respect to their contribution to the research topic and aims.
	QAA5

M3
	
	

	There is evidence in the review of literature of:

A. Comparison

B. Analysis

C. Evaluation.
	QAA5

M5, M12
	
	

	Ideas from a variety of works are synthesised and conceptualised.
	QAA4

M1, M2, M10, M11
	
	

	The literature is used to justify appropriate practical activities at the forefront of professional practice (as the basis for the research).
	QAA1

M3
	
	

	The review clearly shows the need for the research which follows.
	QAA3

M9, M11
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Research Methodology and Methods
	QAA2, 3
	
	

	There is a clear justification of the research methodology covering, for example:

· The purpose of the research

· The nature of the knowledge which is created

· The importance of the context (or case) in the research process.

· The possible measures for trusting the research (validity and reliability)

· The nature and form of what may be generalised from the research.

· The power relationships and involvement of stakeholders and the effects that this may have.

· The ethical basis of the research.


	
	
	

	The methods of data collection and analysis used by the researcher are explicitly outlined covering, for example

· Procedures

· Occurrences

· Sample and sample selection.
	QAA2, 3
	
	

	The opportunity for error or bias is evaluated.
	QAA2, 3
	
	

	There is a clear justification of the research methodology
	QAA2, 3
	
	

	
	
	
	

	The Results, Analysis and Discussion
	
	
	

	The data is described clearly and completely.
	QAA7
	
	

	Evidence is shown of impact on 

· Practice

· Experiences of pupils

· Pupils learning outcomes.
	QAA7
	
	

	Possible explanations are sought, and compared in a discussion.
	QAA7
	
	

	The research is subjected to explicit (self) criticism and critique, which identifies potential bias and comes to judgements about the strength and weaknesses of the data.
	QAA5
	
	

	Conclusions are reached about what has been found out about the topic that can be generalised to other contexts.
	QAA7, M13, M14, M4
	
	

	Insights into the nature of the concepts, models and literature in the field are shown.
	QAA4

M10, 13, 14, M7, M6


	
	

	The aims of the work have been achieved.
	
	
	

	General
	
	
	

	There is a clear narrative and explanation.
	QAA7
	
	

	Advanced scholarship is shown through Learning through experience, Field Research, and/or the Literature Review.
	
	
	

	Evidence is shown of continuing to advance their knowledge and understanding, and to develop new skills to a high level.
	QAA2, 8,10
	
	

	The work communicates to specialist and non-specialist audiences.
	QAA7
	
	

	Self-direction, independence and autonomy is shown.
	QAA8, 11,13
	
	


Comment

Targets

The QAA criteria for level M work are:

Masters degrees are awarded to students who have demonstrated:

1. a systematic understanding of knowledge, and a critical awareness of current problems and/or new insights, much of which is at, or informed by, the forefront of their academic discipline, field of study, or area of professional practice; 

2. a comprehensive understanding of techniques applicable to their own research or advanced scholarship; 

3. originality in the application of knowledge, together with a practical understanding of how established techniques of research and enquiry are used to create and interpret knowledge in the discipline; 

4. conceptual understanding that enables the student to: 

5. evaluate critically current research and advanced scholarship in the discipline; and

6. evaluate methodologies and develop critiques of them and, where appropriate, to propose new hypotheses. 

Typically, holders of the qualification will be able to: 
7. deal with complex issues both systematically and creatively, make sound judgements in the absence of complete data, and communicate their conclusions clearly to specialist and non-specialist audiences; 

8. demonstrate self-direction and originality in tackling and solving problems, and act autonomously in planning and implementing tasks at a professional or equivalent level; 

9. continue to advance their knowledge and understanding, and to develop new skills to a high level; 

and will have: 

10. the qualities and transferable skills necessary for employment requiring: 

11. the exercise of initiative and personal responsibility; 

12. decision-making in complex and unpredictable situations; and 

13. the independent learning ability required for CPD.

Middlesex University 20 Point Scale

	Performance level
	Best possible
	
	Unsatisfactory

	MU grade level
	1-3
	4
	5-7
	8
	9-11
	12
	13-15
	16
	17-20

	Description
	1. Understanding and coverage of a number of aspects of the topic, showing relation and integration of the aspects into a coherent whole, and drawing on aspects of relevant knowledge outside of the topic in question
	
	Understanding and coverage of a number of aspects of the topic, showing relation or integration of the aspects
	
	Understanding and coverage of a number of aspects of the topic but there is little relation or integration between aspects
	
	Knowledge of some basic ideas and facts

An acceptable number of elements of the topic are understood
	
	Irrelevant or incorrect learning; fundamental misunderstandings,

	
	2. Student is able to use what they have learnt in order to construct their own understanding, to reflect on their own practice, and evaluate their decisions made in terms of theory.
	
	Student can apply what they have learnt to novel situations and can recognise good and poor applications of principles. 

Students “understand” in that course content is used a s theory that drives action.
	
	Student understands declaratively, in that they can discuss content meaningfully, they know about a reasonable amount of content, but don’t transfer or apply it easily.
	
	Student can identify and describe the main concept
	
	Student has not been able to construct sufficient meaningful learning


	Performance level
	Best possible
	
	Unsatisfactory

	MU grade level
	1-3
	4
	5-7
	8
	9-11
	12
	13-15
	16
	17-20

	Characteristics
	1. High level of abstract thinking:

2. Original ideas

3. Understanding is generalised and applied to new contexts;

4. Ideas drawn to conclusions

5. Highly reflective

6. Sharply perceived

7. Generalised from personal experience

8. Shows metacognitive understanding

9. Goes beyond what have been given

10. The whole is conceptualised at a higher level of abstraction than in purely relational terms
	
	· Ideas cohere

· Student demonstrates selectivity and judgement

· Uses the appropriate language of the discipline

· Explanation or application rather than a list – trees become the wood

· Aspects are seen as making sense in relation to the whole

· A qualitative change in learning has occurred
	
	· Several or many, elements of the topic are understood, but are not drawn into a coherent whole

· Often forming a list (knowledge telling = snowing with many facts)

· Students see the trees but not the wood – a necessary but insufficient preliminary to full understanding
	
	· The work meets one part of the task, but misses other important attributes

· Little evidence of moving from the specific to the general

· Often focuses on terminology

· Sparse understandings, or some higher level understanding offset by some misunderstandings.
	
	· Responses may simply miss the point

· Or may use tautology to cover lack of understanding (sometimes can use elaborate tautology)

	Verbs to describe performance. The student can
	11. Generate; theories; generalise; hypothesise; reflect
	
	Integrate; compare; contrast; explain causes and effects; analyse; relate; apply
	
	Classify; enumerate; describe; list; combine; carry out algorithms
	
	Identify correctly; carry out simple procedure; pick out main concept
	
	Student misses the point

	Characteristic student involvement
	12. Evidence of significant personal engagement with the topic and effort to go beyond the given
	
	Evidence of involvement or engagement with ideas; genuine effort to make sense of the subject
	
	Evidence of effort and involvement in acquisition of taught content
	
	Evidence of some effort in the acquisition of terminology
	
	Significant lack of effort/involvement in the unit

	For reference: SOLO levels to which descriptors relate
	13. Extended abstract

14. The relevant elements are integrated into a structure, and the whole is generalised to a related domain of knowledge
	
	Relational
The relevant elements are integrated into a structure, but without drawing significantly on relevant knowledge beyond the subject
	
	Multistructural
Several relevant elements are present but are largely independent of each other
	
	Unistructural 
One correct and relevant element is present
	
	Prestructural
No correct elements are present
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