NURS9126: ASSIGNMENT 4 MARKING RUBRIC – NURSING LEADERSHIP ARTICLE (2750-3000 words)
Assignment 4 requires you to write an academic article about contemporary nursing leadership that could potentially be submitted to a journal for publication. This academic paper builds on the outline plan you submitted in assignment 2. You may build on assignment 2 and use the advice/feedback of the tutor to help you write assignment 4. However, you may start again with a different topic if you wish. 
You can write about contemporary nursing leadership in any way you like - but your topic must not be too broad. You need to choose a specific issue that you want to explore in more depth.
	
	PERFORMANCE STANDARD



	Criteria
	%
	Exemplary
	Accomplished
	Satisfactory
	Unsatisfactory

	Title and 
Introduction


	
10%
	Clear, logical title demonstrating originality of thought.
Succinct and extremely clear introduction to the article including the reason you chose your particular topic/issue and its contextual relevance to contemporary nursing leadership. Expertly written with no extraneous information.  
(9 - 10 marks)
	Clear and logical title.
Clear introduction to the article including the reason you chose your particular topic/issue and its contextual relevance to contemporary nursing leadership.
Very well written with minimal extraneous information.          

(7 - 8 marks)
	Clear title.
Clear introduction to the article including the reason you chose your particular topic/issue and its contextual relevance to contemporary nursing leadership. Quite well written, may contain some extraneous information and/or may have issues re suitability of the chosen topic. 
(5 -  6 marks)
	Title not clear or logical.
The article is not introduced well and the reason you chose your particular topic/issue and/or its contextual relevance to contemporary nursing leadership is poorly described. 
Poorly written with lots of extraneous information. The chosen topic/issue may not be relevant or suitable.                  
(0 – 4.5 marks)

	Discussion with relevant sections/subheadings 
(you can use the headings and subheadings that your chosen journal recommends) 




	60%
	An excellent level of knowledge and understanding of the chosen topic/issue is evident. The topic/issue is very clearly and concisely explained, and the related concepts are argued well and accurately applied. There is a high level of critical thinking and reasoning, and originality of thought. Rigorous critique of existing theories and/or concepts is evident.
 (51 - 60 marks)
	A very good level of knowledge and understanding of the chosen topic/issue is evident.
The topic/issue is clearly explained, and the related concepts are argued well and accurately applied. 
There is a very good level of critical thinking and reasoning.  Critique of existing theories and/or concepts is evident.
 (40 - 50 marks)
	A sound level of knowledge and understanding of the chosen topic/issue is evident.
The topic/issue is adequately explained, and the related concepts are argued quite well and accurately applied. There is a sound level of critical thinking and reasoning.  Some attempts to critique existing theories and/or concepts is evident.
(30 - 39 marks)
	A poor level of knowledge and understanding of the chosen topic/issue is evident. 
The topic/issue is not adequately explained, and the related concepts presented, poorly argued and/or inaccurately applied. There is a sound level of critical thinking and reasoning.  Some attempts to critique existing theories and/or concepts is evident.
(0 – 29 marks)

	Conclusion

	10%
	Summary of the purpose of the article and the main arguments within the article. Expertly and succinctly written with no erroneous information or repetition of writing from the main article.


(9 - 10 marks)
	Summary of the purpose of the article and the main arguments within the article. Well written, but
strays slightly from the main issues presented in the article.
May repeat a very small portion of what has already been written but mostly a newly written summary.            
(7 - 8 marks)
	Summary of the purpose of the article and the main arguments within the article. Quite well written but may be too long/too brief, may stray from the main issues presented in the article, may repeat some of what has already been written earlier, may be missing some relevant information.
                  (5 -  6 marks)
	Brief summary of the purpose of the article and the main arguments within the article. Poorly written and is too long / too brief. Strays considerably from the main issues presented in the article. Merely repeats what has already been written earlier 
Missing relevant information
(0 – 4.5 marks)

	Adequacy of reading 

	10%
	The topic/issue was widely and thoroughly investigated. There is evidence of extensive & critical use of academic peer reviewed resources incorporated into the assignment.


 (9 - 10 marks)
	The topic/issue was thoroughly investigated. There is evidence of critical use of academic peer reviewed resources incorporated into the assignment.


(7 - 8 marks)
	The topic/issue was adequately investigated. There is evidence of an adequate range of academic peer reviewed resources/journal articles incorporated into the assignment. Some significant resources related to the project were not located and/or used.  (5 - 6 marks)
	The topic/issue was not investigated adequately. An inadequate range of academic peer reviewed resources/journal articles were used. Many significant resources not located and/or used.

(0 – 4.5 marks)

	Referencing
	5%
	All sources used to support the evaluation are highly relevant, rigorous and contemporary. 
Uses the referencing style prescribed by the chosen journal with no errors.  
A minimum of 10 sources have been used. All sources are 10 years old or less unless justified in the article.



(4.5 - 5 marks)
	All sources used to support the evaluation are relevant, rigorous and contemporary. 
Uses the referencing style prescribed by the chosen journal with very minor errors in presentation of the reference list and/or in-text referencing.  A minimum of 10 sources have been used. All sources are 10 years old or less unless justified in the article.
(3.5 – 4 marks)
	Most sources used to support the evaluation are relevant, rigorous and contemporary. 
Uses the referencing style prescribed by the chosen journal with quite a few errors evident in presentation of the reference list and/or in-text referencing. A minimum of 10 sources have been used. All sources are 10 years old or less unless justified in the article.  
(2.5 - 3 marks)
	Sources often not used to support the evaluation. Chosen sources are not relevant, rigorous and/or contemporary. 
The referencing style prescribed by the chosen journal is not used, or is consistently incorrect or absent.   
[bookmark: _GoBack]A minimum of 10 sources have NOT been used. Some sources are older than 5 years old without justification.                                         

(0 – 2 marks)

	Mechanics and structure
	5%
	Paper contains a title, introduction, discussion (with appropriate subheadings) conclusion, reference list and appendix with journal referencing requirements.
The assignment is extremely well written; logical, concise and insightful, with no grammatical, structural and /or spelling errors.               


(4.5 - 5 marks)
	Paper contains a title, introduction, discussion (with appropriate subheadings) conclusion, reference list and appendix with journal referencing requirements.
The assignment is well written; logical and concise with very minor grammatical, structural and /or spelling errors.


(3.5 – 4 marks)
	Paper contains a title, introduction, discussion (with appropriate subheadings) conclusion, reference list and appendix with journal referencing requirements.
The assignment is quite well written and logical; may be slightly long/too brief.  Several grammatical, structural and /or spelling errors may be evident.          

(2.5 - 3 marks)
	Paper does not contains all of the following - a title, introduction, discussion (with appropriate subheadings) conclusion, reference list and appendix with journal referencing requirements.
The assignment is poorly written with multiple grammatical, structural, spelling errors that impact flow and clarity. Assignment is overlong or too brief and /or has no logical flow.
(0 – 2 marks)
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