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FINAL GRADE

32/100

ANAESTHETIC CARE
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Instructor

First marker: Luke Ewart 

No special arrangements needed. Thank you for
your submission. Feedback to this submission is
given in four ways. There are some formative
comments throughout the text which highlight
particular strengths and areas where you could
have improved your work. Secondly, I have made
some overall comments below which highlight
particular sections of good work or areas where
you could have developed your work further.
Thirdly, your work is marked against a
standardised CCCU rubric related to this particular
assignment. Finally, you are given a summative
mark. 

Unfortunately this case study fails to address the
main issues and therefore does not meet the
required learning outcomes. You have discussed
the case of a gentleman with appendicitis, but
have not examined in any detail the issues raised
by his anaesthetic care. For example, you mention
the use of rocuronium but have not discussed the
advantages / disadvantages in comparison to
suxamethonium in any depth. Similarly, the use of
cricoid pressure has only briefly been mentioned,
whereas you needed to include detail such as the
amount of pressure that needs to be applied and
the advantages / disadvantages of this. You
mention the use of a NG tube, but needed to
recognise the contoversy around this in a RSI. For
example, should the NG be inserted while the
patient is awake and removed before induction of
anaesthesia? what are the implications of doing
this? or of leaving it in situ during RSI and cricoid
pressure? You have identified the regurgitation as
an issue but have not examined this in sufficient
detail related to this particular patient in this
particular case. What were the implications of him
regurgitating? what were the implications of
needing to reinflate the ETT cuff? These are
serious issues that you have not recognised as
being serious for the patient. You have discussed



QM

QM

QM

QM

QM

non technocal skills such as communication but
have not examined these in more than a
superficial way.

Although you have tried to use published sources
to support your discussion, you have not been
critical of this research which is what is needed at
level 7 academic work. Some of the sources you
have used are not academic in nature and many of
these have been referenced incorrectly. 

Overall, it is disappointing, but your case study has
not examined the main issues in sufficient depth
or critically enough to meet the required learning
outcomes to pass the module. 
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PAGE 2

Comment 1

not sure what you mean - if there is a gap then you need to establish this in your discussion

source
try and use more academic sources to support your work

incorrect referencing
Incorrect referencing - please see cite them right for guidance with this

good
Good point

Comment 2

this is a bit subjective - would be clearer to say there are no underlying co-morbidities or
ASA grade

initials
Do not include the authors initials in the body of the text

PAGE 3

ref?
reference?
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QM

QM

QM

QM

Relevance

Not sure of the relevance of this statement here 

Comment 3

only reference with surname and year in the body of the text

Why?

You need to explain the reasons behind this, rather than just stating this as a fact

Unclear
It is not clear what you mean. This may be because you have chosen the wrong term, or
because the statement needs further clarification.

PAGE 4

Grammar
Poor grammar

initials
Do not include the authors initials in the body of the text

WC
Word choice error:
Sometimes choosing the correct word to express exactly what you have to say is very difficult
to do. Word choice errors can be the result of not paying attention to the word or trying too
hard to come up with a fancier word when a simple one is appropriate. A thesaurus can be a
handy tool when you're trying to find a word that's similar to, but more accurate than, the
one you're looking up. However, it can often introduce more problems if you use a word
thinking it has exactly the same meaning.

Unclear
It is not clear what you mean. This may be because you have chosen the wrong term, or
because the statement needs further clarification.

Relevance

Not sure of the relevance of this statement here 

Vague
Unclear:
When making a point in one of your body paragraphs, one of the most common mistakes is
to not offer enough details. A paragraph without much detail will seem vague and sketchy. A
paper is always strengthened when your claims are as specific as possible, The more
detailed evidence you offer, the more reference points your reader will have. Remember that
you are communicating your argument to a reader who has only your description to go by.



QM

QM

QM

QM

QM

QM

QM

QM

Someone who reads your essay will not automatically know what you mean to express, so
you have to supply details, to show the reader what you mean, not just tell him or her.

ref?
reference?

initials
Do not include the authors initials in the body of the text

Comment 4

There is much debate around this and at level 7 you should be critical in your examination
of the evidence

PAGE 5

Comment 5

not sure what you mean here

Vague
Unclear:
When making a point in one of your body paragraphs, one of the most common mistakes is
to not offer enough details. A paragraph without much detail will seem vague and sketchy. A
paper is always strengthened when your claims are as specific as possible, The more
detailed evidence you offer, the more reference points your reader will have. Remember that
you are communicating your argument to a reader who has only your description to go by.
Someone who reads your essay will not automatically know what you mean to express, so
you have to supply details, to show the reader what you mean, not just tell him or her.

initials
Do not include the authors initials in the body of the text

Superficial
This is a bit superficial and would benefit from further explanation

ref?
reference?

ref?
reference?

PAGE 6

ref?
reference?
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ref?
reference?

Superficial
This is a bit superficial and would benefit from further explanation

ref?
reference?

Comment 6

need to write these abbreviations in full in the first instance

Grammar
Poor grammar

More detail needed

Comment 7

do not use this term

Detail

You have made a statement here but need to expand upon what you mean with more detail.

Descriptive
This section is very descriptive, rather than analytical or critical.

Comment 8

not sure what this adds here

Comment 9

what is this?

How?

How are you going to do this? what actions will make this more effective?

PAGE 7

Grammar
Poor grammar
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QM

QM

QM

Detail

You have made a statement here but need to expand upon what you mean with more detail.

Descriptive
This section is very descriptive, rather than analytical or critical.

Superficial
This is a bit superficial and would benefit from further explanation

Detail

You have made a statement here but need to expand upon what you mean with more detail.

repetition
Repetition - You have made these points elsewhere

Detail

You have made a statement here but need to expand upon what you mean with more detail.

Why?

You need to explain the reasons behind this, rather than just stating this as a fact

Superficial
This is a bit superficial and would benefit from further explanation

PAGE 8

Why?

You need to explain the reasons behind this, rather than just stating this as a fact

ref?
reference?

Detail

You have made a statement here but need to expand upon what you mean with more detail.

Comment 10

meaning what?

Comment 11



QM

QM

QM

QM

QM

QM

QM

QM

QM

the blood gas partition co efficient is not related to the degree of airway irritation

Be more critical

You need to remember to be critical rather than just descriptive when discussing these
studies. 

Why?

You need to explain the reasons behind this, rather than just stating this as a fact

source
try and use more academic sources to support your work

ref?
reference?

Close up space
Close up space

Missing word

It looks like a word is missing here. This is usually either a definite article  "The" or indefinite
article "a" or "an" but the absence of this makes it difficult to read the sentence as it
interrupts the flow.

Why?

You need to explain the reasons behind this, rather than just stating this as a fact

PAGE 9

So what?

You are making a statement but not following it up - this means it is not clear what the point
is you are trying to make. 

Relevance

Not sure of the relevance of this statement here 

Comment 12

such as?

Comment 13

not sure what you mean
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QM

QM

QM

Comment 14

This section is very superficial. What is the relevance of this

/ how was the patient checked for aspiration? As there was an ETT in place what are the risks
to the patient here?

Why?

You need to explain the reasons behind this, rather than just stating this as a fact

PAGE 10

Better

This section shows an improvement on the way the argument is presented

Comment 15

This is an important point - especially given the regurgitation that took place

Comment 16

What about you?!

Unclear
It is not clear what you mean. This may be because you have chosen the wrong term, or
because the statement needs further clarification.

ref?
reference?

PAGE 11

How?

How are you going to do this? what actions will make this more effective?

Comment 17

did this happen here?

Vague
Unclear:
When making a point in one of your body paragraphs, one of the most common mistakes is
to not offer enough details. A paragraph without much detail will seem vague and sketchy. A
paper is always strengthened when your claims are as specific as possible, The more
detailed evidence you offer, the more reference points your reader will have. Remember that
you are communicating your argument to a reader who has only your description to go by.
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QM

QM

QM

QM

QM

Someone who reads your essay will not automatically know what you mean to express, so
you have to supply details, to show the reader what you mean, not just tell him or her.

Relevance

Not sure of the relevance of this statement here 

PAGE 12

Grammar
Poor grammar

Unclear
It is not clear what you mean. This may be because you have chosen the wrong term, or
because the statement needs further clarification.

WC
Word choice error:
Sometimes choosing the correct word to express exactly what you have to say is very difficult
to do. Word choice errors can be the result of not paying attention to the word or trying too
hard to come up with a fancier word when a simple one is appropriate. A thesaurus can be a
handy tool when you're trying to find a word that's similar to, but more accurate than, the
one you're looking up. However, it can often introduce more problems if you use a word
thinking it has exactly the same meaning.

Superficial
This is a bit superficial and would benefit from further explanation

incorrect referencing
Incorrect referencing - please see cite them right for guidance with this

PAGE 13

PAGE 14

PAGE 15

PAGE 16

PAGE 17



RUBRIC: ANAES CARE L7 CASE STUDY

COHERENCE..

100-80 EXCELLENT

79-70 VERY GOOD

69-60 SOUND

59-50 SATISFACTORY

49-40 FAIL

39-20 FAIL

19-0 FAIL

CLARITY..

100-80 EXCELLENT

79-70 VERY GOOD

69-60 SOUND

59-50 SATISFACTORY

49-40 FAIL

39-20 FAIL

19-0 FAIL

PURPOSE..

100-80 EXCELLENT

79-70 VERY GOOD

69-60 SOUND

59-50 SATISFACTORY

 

39-20 Fail

Coherence and organisation of assignment<br><br>(PRESENTATION AND STYLE)

Exceptional organisation and coherence clearly enhances the work.

Strong logical organisation and coherence enhances fulfilment of the assignment
objectives.

Demonstrates logical organisation and coherence.

Demonstrates sound, conventional organisation.

Shows limited organisation.

Poorly presented and structured but partially understandable.

Disorganised and/or incoherent.

39-20 Fail

Clarity of expression (incl. accuracy, spelling, grammar, punctuation)<br><br>(PRESENTATION AND
STYLE)

Exceptional writing control, appropriate to assignment, which enhances the
argument. Grammar and spelling accurate.

Fluent writing style appropriate to the assignment. Grammar and spelling
accurate.

Language fluent. Grammar and spelling mainly accurate.

Meaning clear, but language not always fluent. Grammar and/or spelling contain
errors.

Generally understandable, but language contains errors which detract from the
argument.

Meaning often unclear and/or frequent errors in grammar and/or spelling.

Meaning unclear. Poor spelling, grammar and punctuation.

49-40 Fail

Attention to purpose<br><br>(CONFORMING TO INSTRUCTIONS)

Addresses the purpose of the assignment comprehensively and imaginatively.

Addresses the full purpose of the assignment with some creativity.

Addresses the main purpose of the assignment effectively.

Addresses the main purpose of the assignment.



49-40 FAIL

39-20 FAIL

19-0 FAIL

REFERENCING

100-80 EXCELLENT

79-70 VERY GOOD

69-60 SOUND

59-50 SATISFACTORY

49-40 FAIL

39-20 FAIL

19-0 FAIL

OBJECTIVES..

100-80 EXCELLENT

79-70 VERY GOOD

69-60 SOUND

59-50 SATISFACTORY

49-40 FAIL

Some of the work is focused on the aims and themes of the assignment.

Mostly fails to address the task set.

Fails to address the task set.

39-20 Fail

Referencing<br><br>(CONFORMING TO INSTRUCTIONS)

Sources used are acknowledged in the text and reference list and used fluently to
support discussion. Referencing follows a systematic approach, appropriate to the
discipline. All elements of individual references are present.

Sources used are acknowledged in the text and reference list and used effectively
to support discussion. Referencing follows a systematic approach, appropriate to
the discipline. All elements of individual references are present.

Sources used are acknowledged in the text and reference list and used to support
discussion. Referencing follows a systematic approach, appropriate to the
discipline. All elements of individual references are present.

Sources used are acknowledged in the text and reference list. Referencing follows
a systematic approach, appropriate to the discipline. Most elements of individual
references are present.

Sources of information acknowledged but integration between text and reference
list is inconsistent. Attempts to follow systematic approach, appropriate to the
discipline. Some elements of individual references may be incomplete and/or
absent.

Some sources of information acknowledged but links between text and reference
list unclear. Referencing does not follow a systematic approach. Elements of
individual references are incomplete and/or absent.

Little or no acknowledgement of sources of information in text and/or reference
list.

39-20 Fail

Clarity of objectives and focus of work<br><br>(CONFORMING TO INSTRUCTIONS)

Defines appropriate objectives in detail and addresses them comprehensively and
imaginatively.

Defines appropriate objectives in detail and addresses them comprehensively.

Defines appropriate objectives and addresses them coherently throughout the
work.

Outlines appropriate objectives and addresses them in a manner which gives a
focus to the work.

Uses generalised objectives to provide adequate but limited focus to the work.



39-20 FAIL

19-0 FAIL

KNOWLEDGE..

100-80 EXCELLENT

79-70 VERY GOOD

69-60 SOUND

59-50 SATISFACTORY

49-40 FAIL

39-20 FAIL

19-0 FAIL

USE OF LIT..

100-80 EXCELLENT

79-70 VERY GOOD

69-60 SOUND

59-50 SATISFACTORY

49-40 FAIL

39-20 FAIL

Objectives are not appropriate and/or clearly identified.

No objectives are identified and lacks focus.

39-20 Fail

Content and range of knowledge displayed<br><br>(CONTENT AND KNOWLEDGE)

Demonstrates an exceptionally comprehensive, detailed and in-depth knowledge
base, the capacity to integrate theoretical and substantive knowledge, and a
developed understanding of the limits to knowledge.

Demonstrates a detailed, systematic, in-depth, theoretically informed knowledge
base, with a clear appreciation of the provisional nature of knowledge.

Demonstrates a comprehensive, well-organised theoretical and/or substantive
knowledge base, and a developing appreciation of the limits of knowledge.

Demonstrates a sound factual and/or conceptual knowledge base and uses
appropriate terminology.

Evidence of adequate knowledge of topic and use of appropriate terminology.

Some relevant and/or required knowledge missing or confused and/or significant
misuse of terminology.

Little or no relevant knowledge included.

39-20 Fail

Use of literature / evidence of reading<br><br>(CONTENT AND KNOWLEDGE)

Demonstrates exceptionally broad and/or in-depth independent reading from
appropriate sources. Choice of sources clearly enhances fulfilment of the
assignment objectives. Clear, accurate, systematic application of material with well
developed and/or integrated critical appraisal.

Evidence of broad and/or in-depth independent reading from appropriate
sources. Rationale for choice of sources clear. Clear, accurate, systematic
application of material, with consistent, thorough critical appraisal.

Evidence of independent reading from a wide range of appropriate sources. Clear,
accurate, systematic application of material. Shows developing ability to appraise
material critically.

Evidence of independent reading from an appropriate range of sources. Sound
application of literature.

Limited evidence of independent reading. Literature is presented in a descriptive
way.

Very limited evidence of independent reading and/or inappropriate sources used
and/or engagement with the literature very superficial.



19-0 FAIL

SOURCES..

100-80 EXCELLENT

79-70 VERY GOOD

69-60 SOUND

59-50 SATISFACTORY

49-40 FAIL

39-20 FAIL

19-0 FAIL

THEORY..

100-80 EXCELLENT

79-70 VERY GOOD

69-60 SOUND

59-50 SATISFACTORY

49-40 FAIL

39-20 FAIL

19-0 FAIL

CONCLUSIONS

100-80 EXCELLENT

Little or no evidence of engagement with relevant literature.

39-20 Fail

Quality of sources used <br><br>(CONTENT AND KNOWLEDGE)

Exceptional use made of primary sources, in conjunction with high quality
secondary sources. Draws upon current research and / or advanced scholarship.

Significant use made of primary sources in conjunction with high quality
secondary sources. Draws upon current research and / or advanced scholarship.

Uses a balanced combination of primary and higher quality secondary sources.

Some sound use of primary sources, but generally reliant on secondary sources.

Mostly relies on secondary sources. Use of primary sources limited.

Some use of secondary sources, but also draws upon unreliable and / or
inappropriate sources. Negligible use of primary sources.

Uses unreliable and / or inappropriate sources.

39-20 Fail

Knowledge and application of theory<br><br>(CONTENT AND KNOWLEDGE)

Knowledge and understanding of theory is exceptionally detailed and
sophisticated. Appreciation of the limits of theory demonstrated throughout the
work. Approach to assessment task is clearly, appropriately and consistently
theoretically informed.

Demonstrates a detailed, accurate, systematic theoretical understanding.
Appropriately selected theoretical knowledge is integrated into the overall
assessment task.

Shows a systematic and accurate understanding of key theories, which are
appropriately applied within the context of the assessment task.

Sound descriptive knowledge of key theories with some appropriate application.

Selection of theory is satisfactory but application and/or understanding limited.

Knowledge of theory inaccurate and/or incomplete. Choice of theory
inappropriate. Application and/or understanding very limited.

Absence of relevant theoretical content and/or use of theory.

39-20 Fail

Conclusions<br><br>(THINKING/ANALYSIS/CONCLUSION)

Conclusions exceptionally well developed and show considerable originality. They
form an integrated part of the overall argument and/or discussion, reflecting



79-70 VERY GOOD

69-60 SOUND

59-50 SATISFACTORY

49-40 FAIL

39-20 FAIL

19-0 FAIL

ANALYSIS

100-80 EXCELLENT

79-70 VERY GOOD

69-60 SOUND

59-50 SATISFACTORY

49-40 FAIL

39-20 FAIL

19-0 FAIL

CRITICAL..

100-80 EXCELLENT

commanding grasp of theory and/or evidence and/or literature and appropriate
forms of conceptualisation.

Conclusions well developed, analytical, and show some originality. They are
thoroughly grounded in theory and/or evidence and/or literature and use
appropriate forms of conceptualisation, forming an integrated part of overall
argument and/or discussion.

Conclusions show some development and critical insight, and relate clearly and
logically to evidence and/or theory and/or literature.

Sound conclusions are drawn which are clearly derived from evidence and/or
theory and/or literature.

Adequate conclusions are drawn which are derived from limited understanding of
evidence and/or theory and/or literature.

Limited or ineffective attempt to draw together arguments.

Lack of conclusions, or unsubstantiated and/or invalid conclusions drawn.

39-20 Fail

Analysis<br><br>(THINKING/ANALYSIS/CONCLUSION)

Demonstrates a command of relevant analytic techniques, and the ability to apply
these to new and/or abstract information and situations. Shows an exceptional
appreciation of the limits and/or appropriate uses of particular analytic
approaches.

Makes very good use of a range of relevant analytic techniques, and applies these
to new and/or abstract information and situations. Shows well developed ability to
compare alternative theories and/or analytic approaches (where relevant).

Makes good use of established techniques of analysis relevant to the discipline.
Shows developing ability to compare alternative theories and/or analytic
approaches (where relevant).

Makes fair and/or conventional use of established techniques of analysis, relevant
to the discipline.

Makes satisfactory but limited use of established techniques of analysis, relevant
to the discipline.

Attempts at analysis ineffective and/or uninformed by the discipline.

Lacks any analysis.

39-20 Fail

Critical reasoning<br><br>(THINKING/ANALYSIS/CONCLUSION)

Sophisticated, critical evaluation of theories and/or concepts and/or assumptions
and/or data which informs the overall approach taken to the assignment.



79-70 VERY GOOD

69-60 SOUND

59-50 SATISFACTORY

49-40 FAIL

39-20 FAIL

19-0 FAIL

GATHER INFO..

100-80 EXCELLENT

79-70 VERY GOOD

69-60 SOUND

59-50 SATISFACTORY

49-40 FAIL

39-20 FAIL

19-0 FAIL

DECISION M..

100-80 EXCELLENT

79-70 VERY GOOD

69-60 SOUND

59-50 SATISFACTORY

Arguments are clear, coherent, tenable, and demonstrate originality.

Well developed, theoretically and/or conceptually informed critical thinking is
consistently integrated into the work. Arguments demonstrate the ability to
evaluate theories and/or concepts and/or assumptions and/or data.

Demonstrates good critical insight and ability to contrast alternative positions
through the use of theory.

Demonstrates conventional critical insight and ability to contrast alternative
positions.

Demonstrates limited critical insight. Recognises alternative positions.

Critical thought and/or analysis very limited and/or incoherent.

No evidence of critical thought.

49-40 Fail

Information gathering / processing<br><br>(PRACTICAL/INTERPERSONAL SKILLS)

Uses initiative to seek out new sources of information, evaluates their validity
against existing information and organises them effectively

Selects highly relevant information. Demonstrates understanding of the
complexity of the information and processes it effectively.

Selects appropriate information and processes it effectively.

Selects mostly appropriate information and processes it adequately.

Selects some appropriate information, and processes some of it adequately.

Random information gathering. Inappropriate use of processing tools.

Fails to collect appropriate data in any systematic way.

49-40 Fail

Decision making<br><br>(PRACTICAL/INTERPERSONAL SKILLS)

Uses a range of appropriate information, exercising autonomy and initiative when
exploring options. Makes clear decisions which give due weight to alternatives.

Uses a range of appropriate information to evaluate options and applies clear
criteria to demonstrate reasons for final decision and/or choice and/or outcome.

Uses appropriate information to evaluate options. Selection of final outcome
clearly derived from evaluation.

Uses available information to evaluate possible options. Final decision is clear and
linked to the evaluation.



49-40 FAIL

39-20 FAIL

19-0 FAIL

Recognises benefits and disadvantages of some possible options but provides
limited clarity on rationale for final decision.

Rationale behind the final outcome or choice is unclear or untenable.

Final outcome or choice is unclear or absent.


