
MARKING GUIDANCE FOR THE FACULTY OF PUBLIC HEALTH 

PART A MFPH EXAMINATIONS

PAPER I
The Faculty of Public Health operates an anonymous, impartial and secure marking system, with each question marked by two examiners initially working individually. Examiners should use the system outlined below in order to obtain a uniform approach to marking. Examiners should also apply professional judgement and integrity when marking.

Each question for Paper I is of equal value and is marked out of 10. Only one mark should be given for each question and the mark number must be whole in each case (i.e. not 4.5 or 4/5).

	Mark awarded
	Category

	9-10
	Excellent pass

	7-8
	Good pass

	6
	Clear pass

	5
	Borderline pass

	4
	Borderline fail

	3
	Clear fail

	1-2
	Bad fail


Guidance for Examiners

This guidance is for the Part A exam, paper I, and is particularly relevant for questions which are open ended, e.g. require the candidate to write short note or essay style answers.

When allocating marks, three dimensions are relevant:

1. Knowledge base – do candidates present the key points or factual knowledge accurately?  This is the most important dimension and attracts most marks.

2. Structure – is the information well organised into a logical and coherent structure?

3. Application – is the public health knowledge applied to the specific question posed?  Has the candidate used relevant evidence and supporting argument to demonstrate understanding of the topic being examined?

Marks will be allocated for demonstrated competence in these three dimensions (+). Marks will be deducted (-) where candidates demonstrate poor competence.  Where there is an absence of evidence of competence (as with a thin or absent response to the question), no marks will be allocated.  The total mark for the question should not be a negative number. 

The maximum mark achievable is 10; minimum mark is 0.

	Dimension 
	Criteria
	Suggested mark allocation

	
	
	

	Knowledge base
	All or most key points mentioned
	+6  to  +8

	
	50% key points mentioned
	+4  to  +5

	
	Fewer than 50% key points mentioned
	+2  to  +3

	
	None or almost no key points 
	  0  to  +1

	(Errors of fact)
	(Errors of fact, interpretation or significant amounts of irrelevant material).
	(-1 to -2)

	
	
	Max 8

	Structure
	Outstanding structure with well organised material.
	+1 

	
	Good structure 
	0

	
	Poor or absent structure, with little coherence of information.
	(-1)

	
	
	Max. 1

	Application
	Excellent use of material or evidence to answer specific question asked and demonstrate excellent critical understanding of the topic.
	+1

	
	Good use of material or evidence to demonstrate a clear understanding of the topic.
	0

	
	Candidate does not answer the question posed.  Evidence is poorly focused and demonstrates inadequate understanding of the topic.
	(-1)

	
	
	Max. 1

	Total mark attainable 
	
	10
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