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ASSESSMENT GUIDELINE 
Module Title Health Policy: Systems & Society 

Module Code HEA00149M Module Level* 7 

Word Limit /Exam Duration 
[1] n/a 
[2] 2,000 words 

Assessment Type(s) 
[1] Group poster  
[2] Essay 

Marking Criteria 
Guidelines should be read in conjunction with the marking criteria guidance for the module level* noted above: 
http://www.york.ac.uk/healthsciences/student-intranet/exam-assess/markgrid/  

Confidentiality 
It is a breach of confidentiality to disclose any personal information about a patient, service user, colleague, staff or any other 
person or place that could in principle enable them to be identified. For further guidance please refer to the departmental policy 
on Confidentiality at the following link: www.york.ac.uk/healthsciences/student-intranet/exam-assess/conduct/confidentiality/ 

Assessment Timing 
The deadline for correctly presenting a submission is 4.30pm on the published submission date. 
The submission deadline is published on the Programme Assessment Schedule available on the following link: 
http://www.york.ac.uk/healthsciences/student-intranet/timetables/assessment-schedules/  

Referencing 
You must reference your work in accordance with departmental referencing guidelines which you can access via the following link: 
http://www.york.ac.uk/integrity/harvard.html  

Assessment Guidance 

The assessment will be in two parts: a group-produced poster on policy related to a specific health-related problem, 
and an individual written detailed examination of a specific policy area.  

1. Group Project (20% of final mark; non-reassessable) 
In Week 1, students will be randomly assigned to groups of 4-8, depending on class size. Each group will be required to 
choose an international healthcare system and to design a poster summarising: 

 The structure and funding model of the system; 

 A major public health issue facing the country and the impact of this issue on public health ; 

 The policy and health system response to the issue; 

 A proposed policy or system reform to improve health outcomes in relation to the issue.   

Students cannot choose the UK or US, as these systems are covered during the course, or the healthcare system of 
their own country. Different groups can choose the same system but must not collaborate. Groups will be provided 
with a poster template but may choose to use their own. 

Formative assessment: Group Presentations  
Presentations will occur in week 5, and will be timed to 15 minutes per group, with 15 minutes for discussion. Each 
student is expected to contribute to researching and creating the presentation and should be prepared to answer 
questions in the discussion, but not every student is required to deliver the presentation. Groups should decide 
collectively on each member’s individual contribution. Detailed constructive feedback is expected from other groups 
for every presentation. The presentation will not be formally assessed – it is intended to inform the creation of the 
poster.  

Summative assessment: Group Posters  
Posters will be submitted on-line in Week 6 in a standard format (PowerPoint or PDF). Students are expected to 
incorporate questions and comments from the presentations in Week 5 into the design of their posters, and should 
address the key issues of the health problem and suggest potential solutions.  

Students share collective responsibility for organising the contributions of individual students and for completing the 
poster. In addition to the poster submission, individual students will be required to submit an evaluation of their 
contribution to the assignment and that of other group members using the following classification: 

http://www.york.ac.uk/healthsciences/student-intranet/exam-assess/markgrid/
http://www.york.ac.uk/healthsciences/student-intranet/exam-assess/conduct/confidentiality/
http://www.york.ac.uk/healthsciences/student-intranet/timetables/assessment-schedules/
http://www.york.ac.uk/integrity/harvard.html
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Score  Descriptor 

0 Never corresponded or attended  

1 Corresponded but made no attempt to contribute to the project 

2 Contributed under duress and/or made a minimal contribution 

3 Did what was required and produced work of usable quality 

4 Actively engaged in the assignment, producing high quality work 

5 Very pro-active, initiating work and taking on important roles  

All students making an active contribution to the poster presentation will receive the same mark. Students with an 
average (median) contribution score of less than 2.0 will receive a zero mark unless they can provide evidence of 
active participation.  

Two internal examiners will mark each poster presentation independently. Marks will be allocated in the following 
areas:  

1. Visual presentation (20% of marks): effective and appropriate use of different elements (background, text, 
illustrations, charts).  

2. General presentation (20% of marks): clarity, layout, and ease of navigation.  
3. Background (20% of marks): the epidemiological and policy background to the health issue.  
4. Existing evidence (20% of marks): a critical evaluation of the empirical evidence relevant to the health issue.  
5. Solutions (20% of marks): a concise explanation of potential solutions, including expected benefits and potential 

obstacles.  
6. References (required): cite all sources.  

2. Summative assessment: Individual Essay (80% of final mark) 
The individual assessment will take the form of a structured 2,000 word essay, based on a critical and reflexive 
engagement with one topic. The essay should demonstrate a clear awareness of material covered in the seminars and 
guided reading.  

Purpose of the assignment:  
To assess students’ ability to critically apply: i) the principles of policy evaluation; ii) theoretical understanding; and iii) 
findings from existing research evidence to the implementation of policy and practice. 

Assignment task:  
The student is required to write a summary of a policy area for an academic journal or similar publication. A range of 
topics, reflecting the content of the module, will be provided during the module and students will be asked to choose 
one to explore. Students cannot choose the same topic as they selected for the group project.  

The student is expected to draw on the research evidence and applications of relevant theory to explain the 
background to the public health issue, including the drivers of the actions and behaviours of patients, providers and/or 
policy makers. The essay must not simply offer a descriptive account but should demonstrate a thorough 
understanding of the theoretical and empirical issues informing the chosen topic and how this understanding can be 
related to policy and practice.  

Use the following headings to guide your brief: 

1. Background (30% of marks): the epidemiological and policy background to the health issue.  
2. Interventions and policies (30% of marks): a critical evaluation of historical and current provider and policy 

responses to the issue, with reference to the existing empirical evidence and supporting theory.  
3. Future options (20% of marks): a discussion of future responses to the issue, including expected benefits and 

consequences.  
4. Future evaluation (20% of marks): a discussion of how future policies should be evaluated. 
5. References (required): cite all sources.  

We are looking for evidence that students have identified the appropriate literature, interpreted it, and presented 
arguments based on the best evidence. More generally, students will be expected to demonstrate an awareness of 
how knowledge about the context of policy making and relevant theory can help understand policy related problems. 
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Responses which provide a nuanced approach, fully integrating empirical research with policy guidance and principles 
of policy evaluation, are likely to receive a high mark. 

Date last reviewed: 11/09/24 
Reviewers: Tim Doran and Karen Bloor 

Date last updated: 11/09/24 
 

Date last reviewed by External Examiner: 

 


