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There are a number of protected titles for  
medical radiation practice. They include:

Medical Radiation Practitioner (MRP)

Diagnostic Radiographer (DR)

Medical Imaging Technologist (MIT)

Radiographer

Nuclear Medicine Scientist (NMS)

Nuclear Medicine Technologist (NMT)

Radiation Therapist (RT).

For the purposes of our documentation we use the  
broad descriptor Medical Radiation Practitioner (MRP)  
recognising that it covers a range of areas of practice.
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ACTIVITY  SPECIFIC ACTIVITY  POINT SCORE PER 

ACTIVITY  

Post Graduate Study  Master’s Degree in Medical Radiations (2019)  60 

 TOTAL 60 

Conference presentations  ASUM Conference (2021) e.g. Finding Seeds in the Prostate.  

Vic Branch Presentation (2019) e.g. Radiation Doses in Angiography.  

ASMIRT Conference (2019) e.g. Patient Information: Do We Get It Right?  

15  

10  

15  

 TOTAL 35 

Completed Conference/Seminar 

Assignments  

ASMIRT Fellowship assignment (2019)  

Qld Branch Abdominal Imaging Fellowship Assignment (2019)  

15  

10  

 TOTAL 25 

Publications  Article, e.g. Aortic Aneurysm (Journal of Medical Radiation Science, 2021).  

Article, e.g. CT Guided Biopsy (Journal of Medical Radiation Sciences, 

2020).  

Article, e.g. The MIT- Patient Relationship (Journal of Medical Radiation 

Science, 2019).  

15  

15  

15  

 TOTAL 35 

Original Research  Nil  0  

 TOTAL 0 

Poster  Best Practice Workflow in Radiology. ASMIRT (2021)  

Finding Foreign Objects. ASMIRT (2019)  

10 

10  

 TOTAL 20 

Online Educational modules Module 1 Prostate IGRT 15                  

 TOTAL 15 

Other items  Joint Publications, Joint Research, Workshops, All other professional 

activities, to be listed to show a depth and breadth of knowledge and 

professional skill 

  

Possible maximum Score   190 
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ACTIVITY  SPECIFIC ACTIVITY (include 
paper/poster title)  

POINT SCORE PER 
ACTIVITY  

MAXIMUM POINTS 
PER ACTIVITY 
CATEGORY  

CANDIDATE 
SCORE AT FINAL 
SUBMISSION  

Post Graduate 
Study  

Master’s Degree (2020)  

Graduate Cert. not relevant to professional 
practice (2018)  

TOTAL 

60  

20  

80  

70 60  

0  

60  

Conference 
papers  

ASMIRT (2018) co-authored 75% primary 
author 

ASMIRT Branch Presentation (2019) co-
authored 60% primary author 

ASMIRT (2019) sole author  

TOTAL  

15  

 

10  

15  

40  

35 8 

 

5 

12 

                   25 

Completed 
Seminar 
Assignments  

ASMIRT F’ship Assignment (2021)  

ASMIRT F’ship Assignment (2019)  

Vic Brachytherapy Fellowship assignment 
(2020)  

15  

15 

10  

35 8 

9 

6  

 TOTAL 40  23 

Publications  Article (Journal of Medical Radiation 
Science, 2021), co-authored 70% primary 
author 

Article (Journal of Medical Radiation 
Science, 2020); sole author; 50% overlap 
with ASMIRT 2019 oral Presentation 

Article (BMC Medical Education, 2019) 
sole author 

TOTAL 

15  

 

15  

 

15 

 

45  

35 10 

 

5 

 

9 

 

24  

Online 
Educational 
Module 

Module 1 

TOTAL 

15 

15 

35 12 

12 

Original 
Research  

NIL 

TOTAL  

0   

-  

-  

Poster  ASMIRT (2019) 70% Primary author 

ASMIRT (2021) 50% overlap with BMC 
article 

TOTAL  

10 

10 

20  

 

 

20 

6 

4  

10 

Possible 
maximum 
score 

 225   156 
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Title of Work Authors % involvement Signature 
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Fellowship Assignment Marking Rubric 

Candidate’s name: 

Fellowship session (Year): 
 

Criteria  100% to 81%  80% to 61%   60% to 50%   49% to 31% Up to 30%   

Assignment 

construction 

in terms of 

an 

introduction, 

body and 

conclusion 

 

(10 marks) 

Assignment has an 

excellent construction with 

a clear, well worded 

introduction which defines 

key words and outlines the 

argument, a body which 

discusses the argument/aim 

of the paper and a 

conclusion which are clearly 

linked throughout the 

assignment. 

Assignment has a very 

good construction with 

a clear introduction, 

body and conclusion 

that are linked 

throughout the essay. 

Assignment is 

missing either a clear 

introduction or 

conclusion, but the 

body of the text is 

well constructed. 

 

Assignment is 

missing both a clear 

introduction and 

conclusion, but the 

body of text is 

constructed well. The 

components of the 

essay are not well 

defined. 

There is still some 

link between the aim 

of the paper and the 

conclusion. 

Assignment has major 

problems with 

construction. There is 

no logical flow, and no 

section of the paper is 

well defined. 

Assignment 

Formatting  

 

(5 marks) 

 

Formatting guidelines 

followed in all aspects.  

Within word limit +/-10% 

Formatting guidelines 

followed in all 

aspects.  

Within word limit +/- 

10% 

Formatting guidelines 

followed with minor 

deviations.  

Within word limit +/- 

10%. 

Formatting guidelines 

followed with minor 

deviations. 

Exceeds/under word 

limit 

Formatting guidelines 

not followed with 

major deviations. 

Exceed/under word 

limit 

Grammar 

and 

Formatting  

 

(5 marks) 

 

No typographical, 

spelling and grammatical 

errors.  

 

Minor (no more than 

three), typographical, 

spelling and/or 

grammatical errors. 

 

Some (no more than 

five) typographical 

spelling and/or 

grammatical errors 

more generic 

throughout the paper.  

 

Frequent (between six 

and eight) 

typographical spelling 

and/or grammatical 

errors not generic 

throughout paper.  

 

Some major (more 

than eight) 

typographical spelling 

and/or grammatical 

errors frequently 

occurring throughout 

the paper.  

 

Ability to 

present and 

respond to 

the key 

points.  

 

(30 marks) 

 

The paper presents 

advanced knowledge with a 

synthesised discussion of 

all key points linked to 

assignment topic. 

Australian and where 

appropriate international 

context has been 

comprehensively presented 

and notes complexities, 

contradictions etc in a 

robust discussion supported 

by appropriate literature.  

 

The paper presents 

advanced knowledge 

with multiple sections 

including a synthesised 

discussion of all key 

points linked to 

assignment topic. 

Australian and where 

appropriate 

international context 

has been well 

presented in a good 

discussion supported 

by appropriate 

literature. 

The paper presents 

advanced knowledge 

with several sections 

including a synthesised 

discussion of all key 

points linked to 

assignment topic. 

Australian and where 

appropriate 

international has been 

explored. The 

discussion is supported 

by appropriate 

literature. 

The paper presents a 

limited explanation of all 

key required points with 

regard to assignment 

topic.  

May lack Australian 

context, demonstration 

of advanced knowledge 

and / or synthesis of 

appropriate supporting 

literature. 

The paper presents a 

limited explanation, not 

all key points of 

assignment topic are 

addressed. No linkage to 

Australian context 

mentioned. Lacks depth 

in the discussion.  

Command of 

assignment 

topic 

 

(20 marks) 

. It is very clear what their 

own ideas are and how they 

are using the literature to 

support them. No use of 

quotes unless quoting 

absolutely key words that 

It is clear what their 

own ideas are and how 

they are using the 

literature to support 

them. Some 

‘translation’ or sources 

that could have been 

. A heavy reliance on 

‘translating’ the sources 

used rather than using 

them to support their 

own ideas. Some 

reliance on quotes to 

present information that 

. Difficult to see how 

they are using the 

literature to support 

their own ideas as 

opposed to reflecting 

the ideas of the original 

author. Nearly all paper 

. Very difficult to see 

how they are using the 

literature to support their 

own ideas. The whole 

paper is ‘translation’ of 



 

  could not be paraphrased 

adequately.  

better presented. 

Minimal/no use of 

quotes. 

could be easily 

paraphrased. 
is ‘translation’ of 

sources and/or heavy 

reliance on quotes.  

sources and/or heavy 

reliance on quotes.  

 

use of good 

quality 

reference 

sources 

 

(20 marks) 

Excellent depth and 

breadth of sources 

accessed indicating an 

excellent search.  All 

sources are of a good to 

excellent standard. 

Very good depth and 

breadth of sources 

accessed. Majority of 

sources are of a good 

standard indicating a 

good search. 

Good depth and 

breadth of sources 

accessed.  There may 

be some use of 

unreliable sources 

indicating a more 

superficial search. 

The depth and 

breadth of sources 

accessed is lacking. 

The majority of 

sources are from 

unreliable sources, 

there are some 

references that are of 

an acceptable 

standard indicating 

that some level of 

searching has 

occurred.  

The depth and breadth 

of sources accessed is 

unacceptable. All 

sources are of a low 

standard indicating a 

poor search strategy. 

referencing 

skills  

 

(10 marks) 

 

 

The referencing style was 

consistent and correct in 

both the in-text and the 

reference list. Excellent 

attribution is made 

throughout.  

There are some minor 

mistakes in the in-text 

and/or reference list 

and very good 

attribution is made 

throughout.  

 

There are some 

inconsistency and/or 

mistakes in the 

referencing style both 

in-text and/or in the 

reference list. 

Reasonable 

attribution is made 

throughout. 

There are major 

mistakes in the 

referencing style both 

in-text and/or in the 

reference list. Just 

acceptable attribution 

is made throughout. 

 

Lack of any 

referencing  

Lack of attribution 

Less than 10 

references used 

Lack of reference list 

 

 

Total marks 

(100) 

     

 

Adjudicator Feedback/comments: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Adjudicator:                                                                                Date:   



 

 

A more detailed version of the required formatting guidelines is available in the Fellowship 

Guidelines in SECTION C 1.3      SUBMISSION SPECIFICATIONS AND PUBLICATION STYLE 

 
 

Breach of Privacy  
 
Failure to comply with privacy legislation will be incur a Fail grade for the assignment. 
 
 
Title Page  
 
The title page should include the title of the assignment, the full name of the candidate, 
word count, and the event at which the Fellowship session was delivered.  
 
Text 
 
The structure format of the assignment will be determined by the subject matter and the 
context of the assignment question.  A typical assignment will include major divisions such 
as introduction, summary or conclusion and list of references. Other subheadings may be 
used depending on the topic. 
 
 
Spelling and Abbreviations  
 
Always use Australian spelling rather than British or American (program, analyse, etc.), 
and where alternative spellings exist, use the Macquarie Dictionary to establish the 
preferred spelling.  
 
Identify abbreviations where they are introduced. Do not abbreviate names of 
organisations in lists. Names of months may only be abbreviated in tables; however, the 
months March through July must always be written out in full.  
 
Do not use symbols as a substitute for words in text. For example, in text, write out the 
words ‘asterisk’, ‘plus or minus’, and ‘greater than’, rather than using the symbols. 
 
Type Style  
 
Do not highlight words or phrases in text by using bold face, italics (unless referring to the 
name of a publication) or underlining. Convey emphasis by explicit statements, not by 
typographical devices.  
 
Word Count 
 
The assignment will have an allocated word count. Adherence to the word count +/- 10% 
is expected. 
 
References  
 
The assignment should use the same referencing system as the Journal of Medical 
Radiation Sciences which is currently the Vancouver style of referencing.  

  



 

PRESENTER NAME       

PRESENTER ID & 

TITLE:       

 

       

ADJUDICATION MATRIX        

Presentation Style 
1 = Needs 

Improvement 

2 = Fair 3 = 

Good 

4 = 

Excellent 

5 = 

Exception

al 

Score 

Vocal quality       

Quality of presentation, ie 

layout, colours, text, use of 

images      

 

Use of Citations       

Time management       

Presentation Content (max 

70) 

2 = Needs 

Improvement 

4 = Fair 6 = 

Good 

8 = 

Excellent 

10 = 

Exception

al 

Score 

Introduction       

Aim / Reason Statement       

Methodology / Case study 

technique described       
 

Results / Literature findings / 

Case study application of 

technique      

 

Discussion        

Command of topic       



 

Conclusion       

Audience Response (max 10) 1 = Needs 

Improvement 

2 = Fair 3 = Good 

(no 

questions

) 

4 = 

Excellent 

5 = 

Exception

al 

Score 

Response to audience 

questions      
 

Audience engagement       

Final score (max is 100)            

 

ADJUDICATION NOTES / COMMENTS (comments are required if scoring < Good rating) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Adjudicator Name: …………………                                     Signature:……………. 

 

Note: Where unable to judge a specific category please score as a midrange value 

(3 or 6)



 

ADJUDICATION MATRIX - Oral 

Presentation Style 1 = Needs 

Improvement 

2 = Fair 3 = Good 4 = Excellent 5 = Exceptional 

Vocal quality Difficulties with speaking 

clearly. Mumbles and does not 

project voice. Incorrectly 

pronounces terminology.  

Uneven pace 

Difficulty with pronouncing 

some key words. 

Occasionally inappropriate 

use of technical jargon Some 

slang. Adequate pace and 

volume. 

Clear presentation with some 

words not pronounced correctly. 

Technical jargon defined clearly 

and used appropriately in the 

context of presentation. 

Clear and concise presentation. 

Considerate use of technical 

jargon. Calm and confident 

Succinct elocution of entire 

presentation. Excellent use of the 

requisite scientific terminology.  

Natural presenter. 

Quality of presentation 

style 

 

Note: failure to de-

identify patient data 

results in a zero score 

Extremely cluttered, confusing 

slides. Uses the slides 

inappropriately and does not 

have headings which make 

sense to the audience. 

Information disjointed or 

inadequate. No logical flow of 

information. 

Slides have some cohesion, 

still a little too busy and 

disorganised. 

Attempt made to have ideas 

presented in a logical 

format. 

Slide layout is good. Has a 

structured form to it. Graphic 

placement still needs a little 

work. 

Information relevant and 

appropriate to the audience. 

Organised in a clear sequence. 

Slide detail balanced with the 

writing and graphics, and all space 

and headings used appropriately. 

Material engaging, is accurate, 

varied and relevant. 

Contains an introduction, main 

body and conclusion. 

Aesthetically pleasing. Has 

excellent use of the space and 

uses appropriate headings to 

guide the audience. 

Engaging and relevant 

information for audience. 

Excellent details presented in a 

well organised manner. 

Citations Could not check the validity of 

the information being 

presented. 

No reference list shown. 

Occasionally the correct 

citation format was used. 

Was able to find the sources 

of the information used. 

Citation format used correctly 

throughout the presentation. 

Some graphics and quotations 

still lacked sources. 

Citations used correctly. Presented 

in the correct format with excellent 

information. 

Credibility and authority of the 

information could not be 

argued. All information clearly 

identified and credited to the 

appropriate sources. 

Time Management Completely overtime by a 

significant amount. Clearly has 

not rehearsed presentation. 

Is overtime and presenter 

had insufficient time to 

complete all material and 

Adheres to time constraints. Is 

familiar with the equipment and 

was able to present all material. 

Just enough time to answer 

Solid timing of material on each 

slide. Presenter has clearly 

rehearsed and was familiar and 

comfortable with equipment.  

Impeccable timing. All slides 

given effective time. Speaker was 

able to take questions and 

interact with audience and 



 

Over time by > 2 minutes answer questions.  Over time 

by < 2 minutes 

questions.  Less than 1 minute 

over time. 

maintain focus on content 

delivery. 

Presentation Content 2 = Needs 

Improvement 

4 = Fair 6 = Good 8 = Excellent 10 = Exceptional 

Introduction The introduction is lacking 

direction and does not focus 

and engage the audience. 

Chairperson not acknowledged 

The introduction has some 

semblance of structure. Has 

a messy or incomplete 

direction. Chair not 

acknowledged. 

The introduction is appealing to 

the audience. Has a defined 

sequence and flow. Still has an 

occasional element of direction 

lacking. Chair acknowledged. 

The introduction has clarity and 

brevity and directs the audience in 

a coherent fashion. Chair 

acknowledged. 

Compelling introduction that 

conveys the overall topic and 

engages the audience 

immediately. Standard 

conventions met. 

Aim / Reason 

Statement  

Hazy description of the aim. or 

reason. Uncertainty as to what 

the presentation focus is. 

Contains irrelevancies and 

the aim is not very clear. 

Does not really define the 

issues for discussion. 

Has focus on the topic. Identifies 

the basic concepts to be 

discussed. 

Identifies the topic with clarity. 

Demonstrates the key concept 

areas for discussion.  

Topic is clearly identified and 

incorporates focus and direction. 

Methodology  

Or 

Case study technique 

described 

There is a lack of clarity with 

the topic, purpose is unclear 

and conceptually it is not 

developed. 

The presentation is quite 

descriptive but does not get 

to the point of the topic, and 

there is little comparison and 

contrasting of literature. 

Demonstrates a broad-brush 

view of the topic. Overall 

concepts and ideas are defined 

and discussed through the 

presentation. 

Topic developed with clarity. 

Concepts are systematically 

defined, and all elements are 

compared and contrasted. 

The key concepts are clearly 

explained, defined, and 

systematically compared and 

contrasted throughout the 

presentation. Can show 

consistency in aligning literature 

with practical elements. 

Results - Experimental Minimal results demonstrated 

from the research, no clarity to 

the results 

Results are limited and 

unclear 

Acceptable amount of results 

with acceptable connection to 

the methodology 

Good level of results presented, 

well linked to the methodology 

stated 

Excellent results demonstrated 

with accurate alignment with 

stated methodology 

 Minimal research into the 

literature. Content of 

presentation is wholly 

unsupported. 

Research undertaken is 

superficial and limited. 

Sourced literature is obscure, 

outdated and not reliable.  

Good scope of literature read. 

Has an awareness of the critical 

issues. The literature is sound, 

and shows evidence of analysis, 

Evidence of wide, relevant and 

critical reading. Can express 

concepts from the literature and 

support the key ideas within the 

Demonstrates evidence of wide 

critical reading. Is able to draw 

and synthesise information from 

own and others research. 



 

OR Results Literature 

Review 

reflection and critical thinking. 

Needs more depth and insight. 

presentation. Good depth and 

insight of the literature. 

Outstanding summary of the 

published materials. 

 

OR Case study 

application of 

technique 

Minimal description of the case 

being described 

Basic information provided, 

unclear description of case 

Good description of case, 

follows logical presentation of 

information 

Good description of case, limited 

use of literature referencing 

Excellent description of case with 

relevant linkages to literature 

references 

Discussion There is a lack of clarity with 

the topic, and conceptually it is 

not developed.  No reference 

to existing literature 

The presentation is quite 

descriptive but does not get 

to the point of the topic, and 

there is little comparison and 

contrasting of literature. 

Demonstrates a broad-brush 

view of the topic. Overall 

concepts and ideas are defined 

and discussed through the 

presentation with good 

reference to existing literature  

Topic developed with clarity. 

Concepts are systematically 

defined, and all elements are 

compared and contrasted. 

The key concepts are clearly 

explained, defined, and 

systematically compared and 

contrasted throughout the 

presentation. Can show 

consistency in aligning literature 

with practical elements. 

Command of Topic Poor. Struggles often to find 

words. Reads most of 

presentation. 

Possesses an adequate 

command of material. 

Occasionally struggles to 

find words and place in 

document. 

Material is expressed with 

occasional hesitation, but not a 

heavy reliance on notes.  

Has a sound command of material. 

Presenter was prepared and knew 

their material.  

Excellent. Does not read from 

notes or slides. Expresses ideas 

and concepts fluently in own 

words. 

Conclusion No conclusion Vague conclusion, unclear 

outcome 

Conclusion given, but still leaves 

questions unanswered and did 

not support aim. 

Conclusion supported the main 

ideas within the presentation. 

Offers brief glimpses of potential 

future direction / research. 

Conclusion left no doubt in 

audience that the data 

unequivocally supported the aim 

of the research. Was able to 

discuss the immediate 

implications / applications to the 

workplace, and also future 

direction. 



 

Audience Response 1 = Needs 

Improvement 

2 = Fair 3 = Good 4 = Excellent 5 = Exceptional 

Response to audience 

questions 

If No questions = 3 

Became flustered when asked 

clarification questions. Could 

not give an effective or clear 

response. 

Was not able to give a clear 

and concise answer to the 

question asked. 

Occasional inconsistencies with 

the response. Overall gave 

definitive answers to questions 

raised. 

Answers showed thoroughness of 

knowledge on the subject. 

Consistently offers a thorough 

knowledge of the content and 

able to express appropriate 

detail when necessary. 

 

Audience engagement 

Very little engagement of the 

audience. The delivery if 

material is purely through 

reading from notes. Audience 

disengaged. 

Demonstrates distracting 

mannerisms which distract 

from the presentation 

 

An attempt is made by the 

presenter to connect with 

the audience via eye contact. 

Relies on visual aids to 

engage the audience. 

Talks to screen 

Incongruent body language 

vs verbal message 

Good engagement with 

audience. Has mastered 

connection with the audience 

using eye contact. Uses a good 

range of visuals to engage the 

audience. 

Occasionally but inconsistently 

used hands and body 

movements. 

Presenter engages with audience 

well. Connects on all levels and 

uses all mechanisms to get the 

message across. 

Engaging body language. 

Fluid movement and gestures, 

congruent with message delivered. 

Audience completely 

mesmerised by the quality of the 

experience. Presenter has full 

control over all aspects of 

learning and has a physical stage 

“presence”. 

Speaker appears comfortable 

and natural. 

 

 

 

 



 

POSTER PRESENTER NAME       

POSTER ID & TITLE:        

       

ADJUDICATION MATRIX        

Presentation Style 
1 = Needs 

Improvement 
2 = Fair 3 = Good 4 = 

Excellent 
5 = 

Exceptional 
Score 

Poster layout        

Clarity of text / Font selection       

Use of graphics       

Logical flow of poster slides       

Use of Citations       

Reference list       

Presentation Content (max 70) 
2 = Needs 

Improvement 
4 = Fair 6 = Good 8 = 

Excellent 
10 = 

Exceptional 
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Presentation Style 1 = Needs 

Improvement 

2 = Fair 3 = Good 4 = Excellent 5 = Exceptional Score 

Poster layout  Poor layout with information 

layout confusing, no logical 

sequence 

Poster is not eye catching 

but logical sequence to the 

layout 

Poster layout is good. Has a 

structured form to it. Graphic 

placement could be improved 

Poster detail balanced with 

the text and graphics, and all 

space and headings used 

appropriately. Material 

engaging is accurate, varied 

and relevant. 

Aesthetically pleasing. Has 

excellent use of the space and 

uses appropriate headings to 

guide the audience. 

Engaging and relevant 

information for audience 

 

Clarity of text / Font 

selection 

Font size is too small, difficult 

to read, attempted to cram 

too much text into poster 

Font size is small but is 

readable, attempted to cram 

too much text into poster 

Font size is adequate for ease 

of reading, large amount of 

text used. 

Font size is adequate for 

ease of reading, amount of 

text used could have been 

reduced and still convey the 

message 

Good text size and font used, 

easy to read, amount of text 

used is appropriate to deliver 

the information clearly  

 

Use of graphics No graphics used; patient 

details can be identified 

Limited use of graphics to 

demonstrate the 

information needed 

Some graphics used, not eye 

catching 

Good use of graphics, 

graphics quality could be 

improved 

Excellent graphics used to 

deliver the information 
 

Logical flow of poster 

slides 

Extremely cluttered, lack of 

headings, Information 

disjointed or inadequate. No 

logical flow of information. 

Some cohesion, still a little 

too busy and disorganised. 

Attempt made to have ideas 

presented in a logical 

format. 

Organised in a clear sequence. Organised in a clear and 

logical sequence. 

 

Excellent details presented in a 

well organised manner. 
 

Citations Could not check the validity 

of the information being 

presented. 

Occasionally the correct 

citation format was used. 

Citation format used correctly 

throughout the presentation. 

Citations used correctly. 

Presented in the correct 

Credibility and authority of the 

information could not be 

argued. All information clearly 

 



 

No reference list shown. Was able to find the sources 

of the information used. 

Some graphics and quotations 

still lacked sources. 

format with excellent 

information. 

identified and credited to the 

appropriate sources. 

Reference list No reference list cited. Limited reference list, does 

not use recognised format 

Limited reference list, uses 

accepted format 

 Reference list included, 

formatting is variable and 

mixed types 

Complete reference list matches 

the citations within the text, 

format of references followed a 

recognised method 

 

Presentation Content 2 = Needs 

Improvement 

4 = Fair 6 = Good 8 = Excellent 10 = Exceptional  Score 

Introduction The introduction is lacking 

direction and does not focus 

and engage the viewer 

 

The introduction has some 

semblance of structure. Has 

a messy or incomplete 

direction.  

The introduction is appealing 

to the viewer. Has a defined 

sequence and flow. Still has an 

occasional element of 

direction lacking. 

The introduction has clarity 

and brevity and directs the 

viewer in a coherent fashion.  

Compelling introduction that 

conveys the overall topic and 

engages the viewer immediately. 

 

Aim / Reason 

Statement 

Hazy description of the aim. 

or reason. Uncertainty as to 

what the poster focus is. 

Contains irrelevancies and 

the aim is not very clear. 

Does not really define the 

issues for discussion. 

Has focus on the topic. 

Identifies the basic concepts 

to be discussed. 

Identifies the topic with 

clarity. Demonstrates the key 

concept areas for discussion.  

Topic is clearly identified and 

incorporates focus and direction. 
 

Methodology or 

Case Study Technique 

Description 

There is a lack of clarity with 

the topic, purpose is unclear 

and conceptually it is not 

developed. 

The poster is quite 

descriptive but does not get 

to the point of the topic, 

and there is little 

comparison and contrasting 

of literature. 

Demonstrates a broad-brush 

view of the topic. Overall 

concepts and ideas are 

defined and discussed 

through the poster. 

Topic developed with clarity. 

Concepts are systematically 

defined, and all elements are 

compared and contrasted. 

The key concepts are clearly 

explained, defined, and 

systematically compared and 

contrasted throughout the 

poster. Can show consistency in 

aligning literature with practical 

elements. 

 

Results - Experimental Minimal results demonstrated 

from the research, no clarity 

to the results 

Results are limited and 

unclear 

Acceptable amount of results 

with acceptable connection to 

the methodology 

Good level of results 

presented, well linked to the 

methodology stated 

Excellent results demonstrated 

with accurate alignment with 

stated methodology 

 



 

 

OR Results Literature 

Review 

 

Minimal research into the 

literature. Content of poster is 

wholly unsupported. 

 

Research undertaken is 

superficial and limited. 

Sourced literature is 

obscure, outdated and not 

reliable.  

 

Good scope of literature read. 

Has an awareness of the 

critical issues. The literature is 

sound, and shows evidence of 

analysis, reflection and critical 

thinking. Needs more depth 

and insight. 

 

Evidence of wide, relevant 

and critical reading. Can 

express concepts from the 

literature and support the 

key ideas within the 

presentation. Good depth 

and insight of the literature. 

 

 

Demonstrates evidence of wide 

critical reading. Is able to draw 

and synthesise information from 

own and others research. 

Outstanding summary of the 

published materials. 

 

OR Case study 

application of 

technique 

Minimal description of the 

case being described 

Basic information provided, 

unclear description of case 

Good description of case, 

follows logical presentation of 

information 

Good description of case, 

limited use of literature 

referencing 

Excellent description of case with 

relevant linkages to literature 

references 

 

Discussion There is a lack of clarity with 

the topic, and conceptually it 

is not developed.  No 

reference to existing 

literature 

The poster is quite 

descriptive but does not get 

to the point of the topic, 

and there is little 

comparison and contrasting 

of literature. 

Demonstrates a broad-brush 

view of the topic. Overall 

concepts and ideas are 

defined and discussed 

through the poster with good 

reference to existing literature  

Topic developed with clarity. 

Concepts are systematically 

defined, and all elements are 

compared and contrasted. 

The key concepts are clearly 

explained, defined, and 

systematically compared and 

contrasted throughout the 

poster. Can show consistency in 

aligning literature with practical 

elements. 

 

Command of Topic Poor. Struggles often to find 

words. Reads most of 

presentation. 

Possesses an adequate 

command of material. 

Has a sound command of the 

material but not clearly 

expressed.  

Has a sound command of 

the material.  

Excellent. expresses ideas and 

concepts fluently 
 

Conclusion No conclusion Vague conclusion, unclear 

outcome 

Conclusion given, but still 

leaves questions unanswered 

and did not support aim. 

Conclusion supported the 

main ideas within the poster. 

Offers brief glimpses of 

potential future direction / 

research. 

Conclusion left no doubt that 

the data unequivocally 

supported the aim of the 

research. Was able to discuss the 

immediate implications / 

 



 

applications to the workplace, 

and also future direction. 

Final score (max is 100)       
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Activity Documents Required 

Post Graduate Study Certificate of award (certified copy) 

Course syllabus 

Thesis (if research based) 

Presentation Presentation including slides and script 

Conference program 

Certificate of participation 

Poster Poster in A4 format, may use multiple pages 

Conference program 

Certificate of participation 

Published Article Copy of published article 

Statement of acceptance of article if not yet in print 

Fellowship Assignment Assignment Question 

Assignment 

Certificate of participation 

Adjudication score sheet 

Online Educational 

Module 

Module in a graphic form suitable for evaluation online access 

to the live module 

Original Research Thesis 

Organising a Seminar or 

Workshop 

Seminar program 

Presentation including slides and script 

Proof of ASMIRT approval of the Seminar or Workshop 



 

Evidence of program evaluation 

Where appropriate Co-authorship form  
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