ASSESSMENT

The student improves his learning by self-assessment throughout the Bachelor’s thesis process. The student receives feedback on his thesis from the supervising teacher, the client and from the peer reviewers at the seminars. Bachelor’s theses are graded by the staff of the Oulu University of Applied Sciences. (See appendices 6–9.) A successfully completed Bachelor’s thesis follows the objectives of the student’s degree programme, the instructions for Bachelor’s theses and ethical principles. Bachelor’s theses are graded on a numerical scale of 0–5. The aspects taken into consideration in the assessment are choice and planning of subject, implementation, written reporting and the whole Bachelor’s thesis process, taking into account the nature of the Bachelor’s thesis (see tables 3–6). More specific assessment criteria may be provided for different degree programmes. The grade is awarded for the entire thesis and describes the quality of the whole process. In addition to the grade, the student will receive feedback on his Bachelor’s thesis if he wishes. 

TABLE 1. Assessment criteria for choice and planning of subject and description of grades used

	Assessment 
criterion

	Excellent (5)


	Good (4–3)


	Satisfactory (2–1)


	Fail (0) / Unfinished


	Connection of subject to professional field and expertise


	The subject has a clear 
connection to the 
professional field and it plays an important role in  developing the student’s expertise.


The subject is valuable for practical activity and 
important for working life and its development.
The subject is of current interest, new, creative, demanding.


	The subject is connected to the professional field and it is related to the student’s professional 
development.


The subject is valuable and well-reasoned from 
a worklife perspective.
The subject is of current interest and typical of the field
	The subject makes only 
a minor contribution to the development of the field and the student’s professional 
development.
Working life/client is able to utilize the subject only on a small scale.

The subject is unoriginal.
	The subject has no 
connection to the 
professional field. 

	Development/ research task and its definition
	The development/research task and its definition are clear.
The results of the work aim at achieving practical value and the purpose of the work is to bring a new angle to the subject.


	The development/ 

research task and its definition are clear. 

The results of the work aim at developing 
working life.


	The development /research task is unclear and its definition is vague. 

The results aimed at are vaguely defined.
	The development/research has not been defined.

	Purpose and 
objectives
	The purpose and 
objectives of the thesis are well-founded from the perspectives of working life and theoretical foundation. The intention is to apply the results of the work to the development of the 
professional field.
	The purpose and 
objectives of the thesis aim at developing the professional field. 


	The objectives set for the thesis aim at 
development, but they remain unconnected and without justification.
	The purpose and objectives of the thesis are vaguely defined and the work does not follow the approved plan.


TABLE 2. Assessment criteria for implementation and description of grades used

	Assessment criterion

	Excellent (5)


	Good (4–3)


	Satisfactory (2–1)


	Fail (0) / Unfinished


	Theoretical foundation
	The theoretical foundation conveys the author’s own, critical and creative thinking. It is well-considered, topical and suitable for the task. It is based on scientific research, 
international sources and expert knowledge.

	The theoretical 
foundation is 
diversified and suitable for the task. It is based on the most important sources in the professional field.
	The theoretical 
foundation is illogical or based only on a few sources. It is based on standard sources in the professional field.
	The theoretical foundation is noticeably limited and 
selected uncritically.

	Material and methodological choices
	The material is extensive 
considering the objective of the thesis.

The acquisition of material and work methods are well-founded and their use is well-controlled.
	The material is sufficient. 

The acquisition of material and work methods are well-founded. 
	The material is limited.

The acquisition of 
material and work 
methods have been inadequately determined or their use is 
inconsistent.


	The material is insufficient.

The acquisition of material and work methods are 
unsuitable for the task or they have not been described. 



	Treatment and analysis of 
material
	The treatment and analysis of the material is knowledgeable and analytical. It shows 
innovativeness and consistency in the approach to the work. 


	The treatment and analysis of the material is reliable. It illustrates the author’s familiarity with the subject

	The treatment and 
analysis of the material is 
limited. 
	The treatment and analysis of the material is inconsistent and inadequate.

	Product
	The implementation of the product is technically / 

artistically / aesthetically original, creates new value and its quality is excellent.

	The product has no faults and its quality is good.
	The product is 
acceptable but 
unoriginal.
	The author’s input is missing from the product and/or it has been copied.

	Results and 
conclusions / development proposals
	The objectives set for the work have been reached and 
justified. The conclusions / development proposals are expertly presented. The 
practical application of the results has been proved feasible and their significance has been evaluated.

	The objectives set for the work have been reached and justified. The conclusions / development 
proposals are 
unoriginal. Achieved results can be applied to the development of the professional field.
	The objectives set for the work have not been fully reached and justified. Achieved results are not significant for the 
development of the 
professional field.
	The objectives set for the work have not been reached. The results have been wrongly interpreted. No conclusions / development proposals have been 
presented.


TABLE 3. Assessment criteria for written reporting and description of grades used

	Assessment criterion

	Excellent (5)


	Good (4–3)


	Satisfactory (2–1)


	Fail (0) / Unfinished



	Written reporting
	The language of the report is professional, its structure well-articulated and the external appearance impeccable. The report describes the Bachelor’s thesis process and the results extensively and reliably.

	The language of the report is professional and its structure well-articulated. It 
describes the Bachelor’s thesis process and the results.
	The language of the report is easy to 
understand. There are deficiencies in the 
structure and the 
external appearance. The report does not fully describe the Bachelor’s thesis process and the results.
	There are a lot of errors in the language of the report. There are significant shortcomings in the structure and the external appearance. The suggested corrections have not been made.


TABLE 4. Assessment criteria for the process and description of grades used
	Assessment criterion     
	Excellent (5)


	Good (4–3)


	Satisfactory (2–1)


	Fail (0) / Unfinished



	Progress and success of the process
	The work has progressed in a methodical and goal-oriented manner throughout the 
process. 

Supervisors’ expertise has been utilized during the 
process and the student has acted responsibly and shown initiative during different stages of the process. 

The student has critically examined his own Bachelor’s thesis process, sought for alternative solutions and put forward development 
proposals.

The student has been able to plan and implement his Bachelor’s thesis on his own within available resources (time, money, physical and mental resources, 
knowledge).
The process has added to the student’s professional 
expertise. He has shown during different stages of the process that he is capable of professional dialogue and of 
displaying and sharing his expertise.

	The work has 
progressed in a 
methodical and goal-oriented manner throughout the 
process. 

The student has sought for advice and been able to utilize it. Cooperation with different parties has been smooth.

The student has critically examined his own Bachelor’s thesis process without 
bringing forward 
alternative courses of action.
The student has been able to plan and 
implement his 
Bachelor’s thesis within available resources (time, money, physical and mental resources, knowledge).
The process has supported the 
development of the student’s expertise. The student is capable of professional 
dialogue.
	The work has progressed 
inconsistently to a certain extent. Deviations from plans have not been discussed with the 
supervisor.
The student has utilized advice inadequately, indiscriminately and rigidly.

The student’s self-assessment of his own work has been 
inadequate.

The thesis is brief 
considering the 
resources allocated for it or the student has 
concentrated on trivial issues.
The process has added to the student’s skills and  knowledge and he is capable of displaying them.
	The student has been 
incapable of methodical and goal-oriented work. The schedule agreed upon has not been followed and the reasons for this have not been given.

The student has been unable to seek guidance or to look for answers to the questions that have arisen.

The student is incapable of assessing his own work.

The suitability of the 
demands and the scope of the work to the student’s competence and resources has been misjudged.
The process hasn’t improved the student’s professional skills.


