
 
 

  

 

UNIVERSITY OF CUMBRIA 

COURSEWORK REASSESSMENT REQUIREMENT  

Module Code: HSPG6000 
 
Module Title: Research Dissertation 
Tutor: Dr. Paul K. Miller 
 
Title of the item of work: Poster Presentation 
 
Wordage: One poster + one five minute talk + one ten minute defence 
 
Details and Criteria: 
 
You will prepare and and present your project findings as an A1 full-colour poster, give 

a short (five minute) talk and answer up to ten minutes of questions at a time to be 

arranged during resit week in August. The presentation will enable you to provide the 

audience with a focused and coherent account of the importance of their study, your 

findings and their application. Being able to defend your study will afford you the 

opportunity to understand the research process more thoroughly. The assessment 

criteria for the poster presentation are posted on HSPG6000 Blackboard site and 

reproduced below. Slides from a full taught session on poster design and presentation 

are also included in the Learning Materials section of the Blackboard site, as are example 

posters from previous year. 

 

You should also, at least 48 hours ahead of your allocated presentation time, upload a 

copy of your poster (as pdf or ppt) to the pertinent Turnitin Link on Blackboard. 

SUBMISSION DATE AS PER STUDENT PORTAL 
 

(please tick as appropriate but must be completed) 
 

To be presented at a time to be confirmed, between by 9:00AM on 
10/08/2020 and 4:00 PM on 14/08/2020 in accordance with 

instructions given by the course team.  
 

Poster file (pdf or ppt) be submitted through the Virtual Learning 
Environment (eg. Blackboard / Pebblepad etc.) at least two days 
before the presentation. 

 

x 

x 
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HSPG6000 RESEARCH DISSERTATION 

POSTER PRESENTATION: GRADING CRITERIA 

Poster (30%) 

 1st class > 80% 1st class 70% -80% 2nd class (upper) 2nd class (lower) 3rd class Fail 30% - 39% Fail < 30% 

Organisation of 
the material 

Innovative and 
stylish.  The 
organisation 
allows the viewer 
to easily find their 
way through the 
presentation. 

Well organised 
and ‘reader-
friendly’. The 
organisation 
allows the viewer 
to easily find their 
way through the 
presentation. 

Overall the 
impression is 
good.  There are 
imaginative 
aspects and the 
sequence is 
logical. 

Overall the 
impression is 
reasonable.  
There are some 
imaginative 
aspects and 
sequence is 
logical. 

Some thought 
given to overall 
image. Somewhat 
difficult to follow 
the story. 

Little thought 
given to overall 
image. Difficult to 
follow the story. 

Haphazard 
presentation 
which appears to 
be little more 
than a collection 
of images and 
words in an 
almost random 
order. 

Image content All images are 
imaginatively 
chosen and 
convey the 
message in a very 
clear and 
informative 
manner. 

All images convey 
the message in a 
clear and 
informative 
manner. 

Images are used 
appropriately, 
helping to convey 
the message and 
answer the 
question. 

Images are used 
largely 
appropriately and 
have some 
relevance to 
answering the 
question. 

Some images are 
appropriate and 
partly answer the 
question. 

The images are 
not entirely 
appropriate and 
do not help 
answer the 
question. 

Images are poorly 
selected and add 
very little to the 
answer. 

Image quality Excellent 
throughout.  
Great use of 
colour. 

Very good 
throughout.  
Good use of 
colour. 

Good quality 
images. Any 
variance in quality 
does not detract 
from overall 
impression. 

Good quality 
images. Variance 
in quality does 
detract somewhat 
from overall 
impression. 

Images are of an 
acceptable 
standard and 
quality. 

Images are of an 
inadequate 
standard and 
quality. 

Little effort shown 
in attention to 
detail.  Most of 
the images are of 
poor quality and 
may show signs of 
ill-treatment. 
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Written word Excellent use of 
written word.  
Short statements, 
which add to the 
quality.  Correct 
use of quotes and 
appropriate fonts 
and style. 

Very good use of 
written word.  
Short statements, 
which add to the 
quality.  Correct 
use of quotes and 
appropriate fonts 
& style. 

Mostly good 
choice of 
statements and 
clear writing style.  
Relevant and 
concise. 

Mostly good 
choice of 
statements.  
Relevant and 
concise. 

Acceptable use of 
words and 
statements 
adding to 
understanding. 

Inappropriate use 
of words which 
confuse 
understanding. 

Generally poor 
choice of written 
words which tend 
to distract rather 
than inform.  Too 
many words 
and/or 
inappropriate 
font/style. 

 

 

Oral Presentation (30%) 
 

 1st class > 80% 1st class 70% -80% 2nd class (upper) 2nd class (lower) 3rd class Fail 30% - 39% Fail < 30% 

Content Shows excellent 
knowledge of the 
subject area and 
talks at a level 
appropriate to the 
audience. 

Shows very good 
knowledge of the 
subject area and 
talks at a level 
appropriate to the 
audience. 

Shows good 
knowledge of 
subject area with 
few omissions or 
errors. 

Shows reasonable 
knowledge of 
subject area with 
few omissions or 
errors. 

Shows acceptable 
knowledge of 
subject area with 
few omissions or 
errors. 

Knowledge of 
subject area is 
unsatisfactory 
with errors or 
omissions. 

Little evidence of 
any real 
knowledge of 
subject area. 

Delivery Clearly well-
rehearsed and fits 
into 5’ time limit.  
The talk adds to 
and develops 
understanding of 
the poster. 

Clearly rehearsed 
and fits into 5’ 
time limit.  The 
talk adds to and 
develops 
understanding of 
the poster. 

Generally well 
delivered.  The 
talk is relevant 
and builds on the 
content of the 
poster. 

Delivered in a 
satisfactory way.  
The talk is 
relevant and 
builds on the 
content of the 
poster. 

The talk merely 
presents the 
poster and 
provides some 
extra information. 

The talk just 
about presents 
the poster but 
provides no extra 
information. 

Reads from notes 
or poster and 
level not 
appropriate to 
audience. 
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Question and Answer Session (40%) 
 

 1st class > 80% 1st class 70% -80% 2nd class (upper) 2nd class (lower) 3rd class Fail 30% - 39% Fail < 30% 

Response Evidence of 
exceptional 
scholarship, 
including critical 
evaluation and 
synthesis of 
issues, as 
demonstrated by 
accurate and 
detailed use of a 
range of evidence. 
The information 
provided 
substantiates the 
originality of the 
project and 
challenges 
existing 
approaches or 
current practices / 
policies. 

Comprehensive 
knowledge and 
understanding of 
concepts and 
theories pertinent 
to the topic, as 
demonstrated by 
a well-used 
breadth of 
literature. 
Detailed 
demonstration of 
how various 
aspects contradict 
or relate to each 
other. Ability to 
apply theories to 
resolve problems 
in a range of 
contexts. 

Evidence of 
detailed 
knowledge and 
understanding of 
concepts and 
theories, with 
some 
understanding of 
their 
interrelationships. 
A range of 
evidence has 
been used and 
justified the 
approach taken to 
resolve the 
problem.  

Evidence of 
detailed 
knowledge and 
understanding of 
concepts and 
theories. Some 
awareness of 
their 
interrelationship. 
A more generic 
critical approach 
with limitations in 
conceptualisation 
and application of 
theory.  

Evidence of 
knowledge and 
understanding of 
concepts and 
theory. Basic 
understanding of 
their interaction. 
Mostly 
descriptive, 
lacking evidence 
and ability to 
make a coherent 
argument. Ability 
to demonstrate 
application or 
resolution to the 
problem. 

Basic knowledge 
of key concepts 
and theories. 
Weaknesses in 
understanding 
and no 
demonstration of 
understanding of 
the 
interrelationship 
of them. Largely 
descriptive work, 
with little 
analysis. Inability 
to apply to 
context. 

Inadequate 
knowledge or 
understanding of 
key concepts and 
theories. No 
recognition of the 
complexity of the 
concept and 
theories and no 
application. 
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