C/‘ NURS20167 Literature Review in Health, Safety

and Wellbeing
Term 1 - 2021

Profile information current as at 14/12/2025 04:12 pm

All details in this unit profile for NURS20167 have been officially approved by CQUniversity and represent a learning partnership between the University
and you (our student).The information will not be changed unless absolutely necessary and any change will be clearly indicated by an approved
correction included in the profile.

General Information

Overview

This unit will provide you with the theoretical and practical knowledge required to complete a literature review. You will
identify an area of interest from your professional environment and develop a researchable literature review question
that will facilitate a related quality improvement research project. Using this question, you will learn how to
systematically conduct and document a review of the literature. This process will include the development of a search
strategy followed by the retrieval, evaluation, cataloguing and synthesis of the selected literature.

Details

Career Level: Postgraduate

Unit Level: Level 9

Credit Points: 6

Student Contribution Band: 7

Fraction of Full-Time Student Load: 0.125

Pre-requisites or Co-requisites

There are no requisites for this unit.

Important note: Students enrolled in a subsequent unit who failed their pre-requisite unit, should drop the subsequent
unit before the census date or within 10 working days of Fail grade notification. Students who do not drop the unit in this
timeframe cannot later drop the unit without academic and financial liability. See details in the Assessment Policy and
Procedure (Higher Education Coursework).

Offerings For Term 1 - 2021

e Online

Attendance Requirements

All on-campus students are expected to attend scheduled classes - in some units, these classes are identified as a
mandatory (pass/fail) component and attendance is compulsory. International students, on a student visa, must
maintain a full time study load and meet both attendance and academic progress requirements in each study period
(satisfactory attendance for International students is defined as maintaining at least an 80% attendance record).

Website

This unit has a website, within the Moodle system, which is available two weeks before the start of term. It is important
that you visit your Moodle site throughout the term. Please visit Moodle for more information.



https://www.cqu.edu.au/policy
https://www.cqu.edu.au/policy
https://moodle.cqu.edu.au
https://moodle.cqu.edu.au

Class and Assessment Overview

Recommended Student Time Commitment
Each 6-credit Postgraduate unit at CQUniversity requires an overall time commitment of an average of 12.5 hours of
study per week, making a total of 150 hours for the unit.

Class Timetable

Regional Campuses
Bundaberg, Cairns, Emerald, Gladstone, Mackay, Rockhampton, Townsville

Metropolitan Campuses
Adelaide, Brisbane, Melbourne, Perth, Sydney

Assessment Overview
1. Presentation

Weighting: 25%

2. Presentation

Weighting: 25%

3. Report

Weighting: 50%

Assessment Grading

This is a graded unit: your overall grade will be calculated from the marks or grades for each assessment task, based on
the relative weightings shown in the table above. You must obtain an overall mark for the unit of at least 50%, or an
overall grade of 'pass' in order to pass the unit. If any 'pass/fail' tasks are shown in the table above they must also be
completed successfully (‘pass' grade). You must also meet any minimum mark requirements specified for a particular
assessment task, as detailed in the 'assessment task' section (note that in some instances, the minimum mark for a task
may be greater than 50%). Consult the University's Grades and Results Policy for more details of interim results and final
grades.

CQUniversity Policies

All University policies are available on the CQUniversity Policy site.
You may wish to view these policies:

Grades and Results Policy

Assessment Policy and Procedure (Higher Education Coursework)

Review of Grade Procedure

Student Academic Integrity Policy and Procedure

Monitoring Academic Progress (MAP) Policy and Procedure - Domestic Students
Monitoring Academic Progress (MAP) Policy and Procedure - International Students
Student Refund and Credit Balance Policy and Procedure

Student Feedback - Compliments and Complaints Policy and Procedure
Information and Communications Technology Acceptable Use Policy and Procedure

This list is not an exhaustive list of all University policies. The full list of University policies are available on the
CQUniversity Policy site.



https://handbook.cqu.edu.au/facet/timetables
https://handbook.cqu.edu.au/facet/timetables
https://www.cqu.edu.au/policy/sharepoint-document-download?file_uri=%7BBE8380F3-F86D-4C55-AC0D-84A81EAFD6A2%7D/Grades%20and%20Results%20Procedure.pdf
https://policy.cqu.edu.au/
https://policy.cqu.edu.au/

Unit Learning Outcomes

On successful completion of this unit, you will be able to:

NA

1.

w

Construct a clear and focused literature review research question that allows you to explore an area of interest
from your professional context

Create a literature review strategy appropriate to your literature review research question

Undertake a literature search using appropriate methods, databases and search engines

Critique and synthesise the literature to address the literature review research question.



Alignment of Learning Outcomes, Assessment and Graduate Attributes

N/A Introductory Intermediate Graduate Professional Advanced
Level Level Level Level Level Level

Alignment of Assessment Tasks to Learning Outcomes

Assessment Tasks Learning Outcomes

1 2 3 4
1 - Presentation - 25% ) ° °
2 - Presentation - 25% . °
3 - Report - 50% ° ° ° °

Alignment of Graduate Attributes to Learning Outcomes

Graduate Attributes Learning Outcomes
1 2 3 4
3 - Cognitive, technical and creative skills - -

5 - Self-management

6 - Ethical and Professional Responsibility ----

7 - Leadership

1 - Knowledge

2 - Communication

8 - Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Cultures

Alignment of Assessment Tasks to Graduate Attributes

Assessment Tasks Graduate Attributes

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

1 - Presentation - 25% -
2 - Presentation - 25% -
3 - Report - 50% -




Textbooks and Resources

Textbooks

There are no required textbooks.

IT Resources

You will need access to the following IT resources:

e CQUniversity Student Email

e Internet

e Unit Website (Moodle)

e Academic Learning Centre services

e CQUniveristy Library Resources

e Zoom (both microphone and webcam capability)

Referencing Style

All submissions for this unit must use the referencing style: American Psychological Association 7th Edition (APA 7th
edition)

For further information, see the Assessment Tasks.

Teaching Contacts

Lorraine Thompson Unit Coordinator
[.m.thompson@cqu.edu.au

Julie Shaw Unit Coordinator
j.m.shaw@cqu.edu.au

Kristen Graham Unit Coordinator
k.p.graham@cqu.edu.au

Schedule

Week 1 - 08 Mar 2021
Module/Topic Chapter Events and Submissions/Topic

ZOOM Introductory session - see

. Moodle for day/time
Literature Reviews: An introduction Selected .eReadlngs. Please refer to * Introduction
Moodle site. .
¢ Moodle Site
¢ Assessment
Week 2 - 15 Mar 2021
Module/Topic Chapter Events and Submissions/Topic

Identifying the Literature Review
question.
Developing a Literature Review Plan

Selected eReadings. Please refer to

Moodle site. Weekly ZOOM Tutorial

Week 3 - 22 Mar 2021
Module/Topic Chapter Events and Submissions/Topic


https://delivery-cqucontenthub.stylelabs.cloud/api/public/content/apa-referencing-style.pdf?v=51e1aea7
https://delivery-cqucontenthub.stylelabs.cloud/api/public/content/apa-referencing-style.pdf?v=51e1aea7
mailto:l.m.thompson@cqu.edu.au
mailto:j.m.shaw@cqu.edu.au
mailto:k.p.graham@cqu.edu.au

Searching Databases

Week 4 - 29 Mar 2021
Module/Topic

Data retrieval, documentation and
management

Week 5 - 05 Apr 2021
Module/Topic

Quality and critical appraisal and
analysis of literature.

Vacation Week - 12 Apr 2021
Module/Topic
Break week

Week 6 - 19 Apr 2021
Module/Topic

Synthesising the literature findings

Week 7 - 26 Apr 2021
Module/Topic

Reference Management Programs

Week 8 - 03 May 2021
Module/Topic

Structures for presenting the
literature review

Week 9 - 10 May 2021
Module/Topic

Writing a literature review for
publication

Week 10 - 17 May 2021

Selected eReadings. Please refer to
Moodle site.

Chapter

Selected eReadings. Please refer to
Moodle site.

Chapter

Selected eReadings. Please refer to
Moodle site.

Chapter

Chapter

Selected eReadings. Please refer to
Moodle site.

Chapter

Selected eReadings. Please refer to
Moodle site.

Chapter

Selected eReadings. Please refer to
Moodle site.

Chapter

Selected eReadings. Please refer to
Moodle site.

Weekly ZOOM Tutorial
Assessment 1 due: Presentation
Online submission of presentation
slides and 500 word written summary:
5pm AEST, Wednesday 24th March
2021

Online Presentation to peers: 5-8pm
AEST Thursday 25th March 2021 OR
9-12noon AEST Friday 26th March
2021 OR as negotiated with Unit
Coordinator.

Assessment 1: Presentation Due:

Week 3 Wednesday (24 Mar 2021)
5:00 pm AEST

Events and Submissions/Topic

Weekly ZOOM Tutorial

Events and Submissions/Topic

Weekly ZOOM Tutorial

Events and Submissions/Topic

Events and Submissions/Topic

Weekly ZOOM Tutorial

Events and Submissions/Topic

Weekly ZOOM Tutorial

Events and Submissions/Topic

Weekly ZOOM Tutorial

Assessment 2 due: Presentation
Online submission of presentation
slides, summary table 2 and articles:
5pm AEST, Wednesday 5th May 2021
Online Presentation to peers: 5-8pm
AEST Thursday 6th May 2021 OR
9-12noon AEST Friday 7th May 2021
OR as negotiated with Unit
Coordinator.

Assessment 2: Presentation Due:
Week 8 Wednesday (5 May 2021) 5:00
pm AEST

Events and Submissions/Topic

Weekly ZOOM Tutorial



Module/Topic

Common problems with literature
reviews.

Week 11 - 24 May 2021
Module/Topic

Literature review writing.

Week 12 - 31 May 2021
Module/Topic

Literature review writing.

Review/Exam Week - 07 Jun 2021
Module/Topic

Exam Week - 14 Jun 2021
Module/Topic

Exam week

Assessment Tasks

Chapter

Selected eReadings. Please refer to
Moodle site.

Chapter

Selected eReadings. Please refer to
Moodle site.

Chapter

Selected eReadings. Please refer to
Moodle site.

Chapter

Chapter

1 Assessment 1: Presentation

Assessment Type
Presentation

Task Description

NURS20167 Literature Review in Health, Safety and Wellbeing

Assessment 1: Presentation
Type: Presentation

Events and Submissions/Topic

Weekly ZOOM Tutorial

Events and Submissions/Topic

Weekly ZOOM Tutorial

Events and Submissions/Topic

Weekly ZOOM Tutorial

Weekly ZOOM Tutorial
Assessment 3 due - Report
5:00pm AEST, Wednesday 2nd June
2021

Assessment 3: Report: Literature
review for publication Due: Week

12 Wednesday (2 June 2021) 5:00 pm
AEST

Events and Submissions/Topic

Events and Submissions/Topic

Due date: PowerPoint presentation and 500-word submission due 5 pm (AEST) Wednesday 24" March 2021 (Week 3).
Presentation: 5-8 pm AEST Thursday 25" March 2021 OR 9-12 noon AEST Friday 26" March 2021 OR as negotiated with

the Unit Coordinator.
Weighting: 25%

Length: 10-15-minute online presentation AND maximum of 6 slides
500 word written summary +/- 10% (excluding reference list) (equivalent to 1500 words).
Unit Coordinator: Dr Lorraine Thompson

Learning Outcome Assessed

1. 1. Construct a clear and focused literature review search question that allows you to explore an area of interest

from your professional context.

1. 2. Create a literature review strategy appropriate to your search question.

1. 3. Undertake a literature search using appropriate methods, databases, and search engines.

Aim

The aim of this assessment is to construct and justify a literature review search question and approach that will guide
your search of the literature on your chosen topic.

Instructions

You will give a 10-15-minute online presentation to your peers describing your area of interest and to justify your



literature search question, approach, and search strategy. You are required to present the information for steps

3-6 using Microsoft PowerPoint slides. Use no more than six slides in your presentation, including Title and Reference list
slides. Please note that in-text citations and a reference listare required. You will also provide a written summary
covering steps 1-6 below.

Before your presentation, you will submit your Microsoft PowerPoint presentation in PDF format and additional
information and documentation as required for Step 6.

Step 1 - Explore your potential quality improvement project topics for NURS20173 and NURS20174 with your workplace
manager. Your final choice will inform the development of your literature search question.

Step 2 - Identify, document, and read at least six primary research articles on your topic which you have found from
searching 2-3 databases. If you cannot identify six primary research articles, please contact your Unit Coordinator.

Step 3 - Present a table identifying the keywords used, databases searched, and literature retrieved for Step 2.

Step 4 - Construct and justify your literature review search question and aim from the articles found in Step 2.

Step 5 - Justify a literature review approach to apply to your research question.

Step 6 - Include in-text citations and a slide with your reference list.

Step 7 - In addition to your PowerPoint presentation, provide a more in-depth justification for your search question, aim,
and literature review approach in a separate 500-word essay. Include your reference list of at least 8-10 references.
Literature and references

In this assessment use at least 8-10 contemporary references (<5 years) to support your discussion. You may also use
seminal scholarly literature where relevant. Suitable references include peer-reviewed journal articles as well as
textbooks and credible websites. When sourcing information, consider the 5 elements of a quality reference: currency,
authority, relevance, objectivity, and coverage. Grey literature sourced from the internet must be from reputable
websites such as from government, university, or peak national bodies: for example, the Australian College of Nursing.
Requirements

For your presentation, use the CQUniversity Microsoft PowerPoint template available on Moodle. Keep the design simple
and use dot point form and tables to present your text (the slides should provide a brief summary of concepts, not be
used as a script for your presentation). Use a font size of no less than 30 point for titles, 20 point for text and 12-14 point
fortables and in-text citations. Text font should be Arial or Calibri. Label figures and tables. Do not use animations or clip
art. Any images used must be available for free commercial use and the source cited appropriately.

Write in the third-person perspective, however you may use the first-person perspective for the verbal components of
your presentation.

Use formal academic language.

Use the seventh edition American Psychological Association (APA) referencing style. The CQUniversity Academic
Learning Centre has an online APA Referencing Style Guide.

Assessment Due Date
Week 3 Wednesday (24 Mar 2021) 5:00 pm AEST

PowerPoint presentation and 500-word submission due 5 pm (AEST) Wednesday 24th March 2021 (Week 3).
Presentation: 5-8pm AEST Thursday 25th March 2021 OR 9-12 noon AEST Friday 26th March 2021 OR as negotiated with
the Unit Coordinator.

Return Date to Students
Week 5 Wednesday (7 Apr 2021)

Online grade and feedback via Moodle

Weighting

25%

Minimum mark or grade
49.50

Assessment Criteria
NURS20167 LITERATURE REVIEW IN HEALTH, SAFETY AND WELLBEING
ASSESSMENT 1 - Presentation

Key Criteria D;g:;nction Distinction Credit Pass Fail :;Isle(:::))ntent
- 0, - 0, - 0, ()
84.5 - 100% 74.50 - 84.49% 64.50 - 74.49% 49.50 - 64.49% <49.5% 0%

PRESENTATION



https://www.cqu.edu.au/student-life/services-and-facilities/referencing/cquniversity-referencing-guides

The PowerPoint
slide aesthetics

The PowerPoint slide

effective use of
voice and body
language to
maintain
audience
engagement.

body language to
maintain audience
engagement.

body language to
maintain audience
engagement.

engagement.

audience. Minimal
use of
communication
techniques.

g;or;)uggllt);]e The PowerPoint slide || aesthetics effectively The PowerPoint slide ZZSEtEnger%nailde
augiegnce aesthetics very engaged the aesthetics mostl engage the
The inde. effectively engaged || audience. engaged the audyience augiegnce
. the audience. The slide 9ag o i
presentation The slide resentation format The slide presentation || The slide
Presentation- || format and presentation format gnd structure format and structure presentation format |[|PowerPoint is not
o ) .
a0 ety oSt vy |efectuly preseea | SSfctorly resemed | nd st wes | presente
gnd expertl Y effectively presented ||the required content. Almost a%heres to.time slides resen)t/éd_
resem‘:)ed trle the required content. | 4 slides presented. (two minutes or less Does nr:)t adhere.to
rpe uired content 5-6 slides presented. || Adheres to time but over time) time (more than two
5—2 slides " ||Adheres to time. a rushed minutes overtime)
presentation. '
presented.
Adheres to time.
Expert and
seamless
Shrss:snst:stlsﬁe%ft Very effective Effective Satisfactor Apeggri?:t?g?wcg?rtﬁe
steps: Title and presentation of the || presentation of the resentatioyn of the gssessment steps:
Autlt)\o'r Search assessment steps: assessment steps: gssessment steps: Title || Title and Authorp .
summe;ry table Title and Author, Title and Author, and Author Seaprc.h Search summar{/
; ' || Search summary Search summary ! ;
uestions and Review search Review search search questions and uestions and aim
gim and review questions and alm questions and aim aim an(?review gnd review
Content aporoach and review and review aporoach aporoach There was no
(35%) pp ’ approach. approach. pp : . PP - content
Expertly . A mostly appropriately || An inappropriately
constructed Clefarly constructed || An approprlately constructed review constructed review
review search review search constructed review search question and search question and
. tion and aim. search question and : ) )
uestion and quest ) ! aim. Mostly appropriate ||aim. No or
Comprenersve stncatonot " |ustncationor | Mstfaton ofserch | susaiatn an
and justification search question, aim || search question, aim g roacr'1 Jsearch uestion, aim
) and approach. and approach. PP ) g !
of search and approach.
question, aim
and approach.
The presenter
professionally
and
comprehensively || The presenter The presenter ';?tigretssenter
presented the comprehensively h P h P full
required content. || presented the thoroughly h Th unsucces; uly to_
Tepresnter |requredcomer,|PSeEe | Tepesener | present e reares
engaged the The presenter ' ) .
audience engaged the The presenter the required content. professionally and
expertly using a aU(gjiegnce effectivel engaged the The presenter engaged |[comprehensively.
Professional vaFr)iet yof 9 using a number of Y ||audience the audience using The presentation of The presenter did
communication comm{mication knov%n satisfactorily using some communication the required content not present
(10%) . - communication techniques - such by the presenter is P '
techniques - communication techniques - effective use of voice unsatisfactory. The
including techniques - including effective and body lan et resenter did Hot
infrequent use of ||including effective Including etre ! body language to prese
) use of voice and maintain audience engage the
notes, plus use of voice and

The presenter
comprehensively

The presenter clearly

The presenter

The presenter mostly

The presenter did

The presenter did

literature
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Academic
Writing Skills
(10%)

Exemplary
writing standard.
Correctgrammar,
spelling and
punctuation.
Organisation and
structure
exceptionally
clear and easy to
follow.

Quality of writing is
of a high standard
with only very minor
grammar, spelling,
punctuation
mistakes

evident. Organisation
and structure very
clear and easy to
follow.

Quality of

writing is above
standard with a

few grammar,
spelling, punctuation
mistakes

evident. Organisation
and structure
appropriate and
reasonable to follow.

Quality of writing of a
satisfactory standard
with quite

afew grammar, spelling,
and punctuation
mistakes evident.
Organisation and
structure apparent
although not easy to
follow.

Quality of writing

is of poor

standard with
numerous grammar,
spelling

and punctuation
mistakes

evident. Organisation
and

structure lacks clarity
and is difficult to
follow.

Little to no
meaningful writing.

Substantiation
and
Referencing
(5%)

The information
in the PowerPoint
and written
justification was
expertly
substantiated
using logic and
evidence with a
minimum of 10
contemporary*
references.
References were
correctly cited
using APA 7
edition style.

The information in
the PowerPoint and
written justification
was very effectively
substantiated using
logic and evidence
with a minimum of
10 contemporary*
references.
References were
correctly cited using
APA 7 edition style.

The information in
the PowerPoint and
written justification
was effectively
substantiated using
logic and evidence
with @ minimum of 9
contemporary*
references.
References were
mostly correctly
cited, with 1-2
consistent error,
using APA 7 edition
style.

The information in the
PowerPoint and written
justification was
satisfactorily
substantiated using
logic and evidence with
a minimum of 8
contemporary*
references. References
were mostly correctly
cited, with 3-4
consistent errors, using
APA 7 edition style.

The information in
the PowerPoint and
written justification
is unsatisfactorily
substantiated. <7
contemporary*
references.

APA referencing not
used, or = 5
consistent in-text or
reference list errors.

The information in
the PowerPoint
and written
justification was
not substantiated

Note: *Contemporary literature - published within the last 5 years.

Referencing Style

e American Psychological Association 7th Edition (APA 7th edition)

Submission

Online

Submission Instructions
Submission will be a two-part process: Upload the PowerPoint presentation and 500-word justification onto the unit
Moodle site by the submission date. The submitted and presented PowerPoint should be identical. Submit the PowerPoint
in PDF format. Submit the 500-word justification as a separate file in Microsoft Word format only. You will be presenting
live to your lecturer and fellow students using Zoom, a video conferencing program. Your lecturer will help you with
using Zoom. Your presentation will be recorded for marking purposes. Only your lecturer will have access to this video

which will be stored securely.

Learning Outcomes Assessed

e Construct a clear and focused literature review research question that allows you to explore an area of interest
from your professional context

e Create a literature review strategy appropriate to your literature review research question

e Undertake a literature search using appropriate methods, databases and search engines

Graduate Attributes

Knowledge

Communication
Cognitive, technical and creative skills
Research
Ethical and Professional Responsibility

2 Assessment 2: Presentation

Assessment Type

Presentation

Task Description
NURS20167 Literature Review in Health, Safety and Wellbeing
Assessment 2: Presentation
Type: Presentation
Due date: PowerPoint presentation slides and document submission due 5 pm AEST Wednesday 5" May 2021 (Week 8).
Presentation: 5-8pm AEST Thursday 6" May 2021 OR 9-12 noon AEST Friday 7" May 2021 OR as negotiated with Unit

Coordinator.

Weighting: 25%
Length: 15-minute presentation AND 500-word summary table +/- 10% (equivalent to 1500 words).
Unit Coordinator: Dr Lorraine Thompson



https://delivery-cqucontenthub.stylelabs.cloud/api/public/content/apa-referencing-style.pdf?v=51e1aea7

Learning Outcome Assessed

3. Undertake a literature search using appropriate methods, databases and search engines.

4. Critique and synthesise the literature to address the research question.

Aim

This assessment builds on Assessment 1. The aim of this assessment is to demonstrate your ability to formulate,
document and present a comprehensive search strategy, results and initial critique and synthesis of the retrieved
literature.

Instructions

You will give a 15-minute online presentation to your peers describing your literature search plan, results, emerging
themes and gaps in the literature.

You are required to present this information using Microsoft PowerPoint slides.

Use no more than eight slides as outlined below. Please note that in-text citations and a reference list are required.
Before your presentation, you will submit your Microsoft PowerPoint presentation in PDF format and additional
information and documentation as required for Step 2.

Step 1: You will need to present six-eight slides with the following information.

Slide 1: Title slide which includes your literature review search question.

Slide 2: An outline of your search strategy (can be two slides)

Slide 3: Your summary table (1) - significant points only as per Moodle template (can be two slides)

Slide 4: Your emerging themes

Slide 5: Any identified gaps in the literature

Slide 6: Reference List

Step 2. Submit full summary table (2) as per Moodle template and attach the PDF of articles reviewed with summary
information highlighted.

Literature and references

In this assessment use at least 10 contemporary references (<5 years) to support your search strategy and analysis and
cite the retrieved literature. You may also use seminal scholarly literature where relevant. Suitable references include
peer-reviewed journal articles as well as textbooks and credible websites. When sourcing information, consider

the 5 elements of a quality reference: currency, authority, relevance, objectivity, and coverage. Grey literature sourced
from the internet must be from reputable websites such as from government, university, or peak national bodies: for
example, the Australian College of Nursing.

Requirements

For your presentation, use the CQUniversity Microsoft PowerPoint template available on Moodle. Keep the design simple
and use dot point form and tables to present your text (the slides should provide a brief summary of concepts, not be
used as a script for your presentation). Use a font size of no less than 30 point for titles, 20 point for text and 12 point for
tables and in-text citations. Text font should be Arial or Calibri. Label figures and tables. Do not use animations or clip
art. Any images used must be available for free commercial use and the source cited appropriately.

Write in the third-person perspective, however you may use the first-person perspective for the verbal components of
your presentation.

Use formal academic language.

Use the seventh edition American Psychological Association (APA) referencing style. The CQUniversity Academic
Learning Centre has an online APA Referencing Style Guide.

Assessment Due Date
Week 8 Wednesday (5 May 2021) 5:00 pm AEST

PowerPoint presentation and document submission due 5 pm AEST Wednesday 5th May 2021 (Week 8). Presentation:
5-8pm AEST Thursday 6th May 2021 OR 9-12 noon AEST Friday 7th May 2021 OR as negotiated with Unit Coordinator.

Return Date to Students
Week 10 Wednesday (19 May 2021)

Online grade and feedback via Moodle

Weighting

25%

Minimum mark or grade
49.50

Assessment Criteria

NURS20167

LITERATURE REVIEW IN HEALTH, SAFETY AND WELLBEING
ASSESSMENT 2 - Presentation


https://www.cqu.edu.au/student-life/services-and-facilities/referencing/cquniversity-referencing-guides
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The slide effectively engaged || The slide The slide. The slide
presentation the audience. presentation resentation presentation
PowerPoint format and The slide format and P format and —_
. . format and PowerPoint is not
Presentation- structure presentation format || structure structure were
o : ) structure ) presented.
(10%) professionally and structure very effectively satisfactoril unsatisfactory. Less
and expertly effectively presented || presented the resented y than 6 slides
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required 6-8 slides presented. || content. resented Does not adhere to
content. Adheres to time. 6-8 slides KI ' time (more than
. most .
6-8 slides presented. adheres to two minutes
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criti ué and '||critique and used to used to rgsearch literature
S nt?wesise synthesise research ||identify, identify, roiect is poorl
¥ocesses literature. retrieve, retrieve, ZX Jlainedp y
5ndertaken critique and critique and P ’
' synthesise synthesise
research research
literature. literature.

Professional
communication
(10%)

The presenter
professionally
and
comprehensively
presented the
required
content.

The presenter
engaged the
audience
expertly using a
variety of
communication
techniques -
including
infrequent use
of notes, plus
effective use of
voice and body
language to
maintain
audience
engagement.

The presenter
comprehensively
presented the
required content.
The presenter
engaged the
audience effectively
using a number of
known
communication
techniques -
including effective
use of voice and
body language to
maintain audience
engagement.

The presenter
thoroughly
presented the
required
content.

The presenter
engaged the
audience
satisfactorily
using
communication
techniques -
including
effective use of
voice and body
language to
maintain
audience
engagement.

The presenter
satisfactorily
presented the
required
content.

The presenter
engaged the
audience using
some
communication
techniques -
such effective
use of voice
and body
language to
maintain
audience
engagement.

The presenter
attempts
unsuccessfully to
present the
required content
professionally and
comprehensively.
The presentation of
the required
content by the
presenter is
unsatisfactory. The
presenter did not
engage the
audience. Minimal
use of
communication
techniques.

The presenter did
not present.




Academic
writing (5%)

Exemplary
writing standard.
Correct
grammar,
spelling and
punctuation.
Organisation
and structure
exceptionally
clear and easy
to follow.

Quality of writing is
of a high standard
with only very minor
grammar, spelling,
punctuation
mistakes

evident. Organisation
and structure very
clear and easy to
follow.

standard with
a few
grammar,
spelling,
punctuation
mistakes
evident.
Organisation
and structure
clear
appropriate
and can be
followed.

satisfactory
standard with
quite a

few grammar,
spelling, and
punctuation
mistakes
evident.
Organisation
and structure
apparent
although not
easy to follow.

Quality of writing is
of poor standard
with numerous
grammar, spelling
and punctuation
mistakes evident.
Organisation and
structure lacks
clarity and is
difficult to follow.

The presenter The presenter (| The presenter The resenter did || The presenter did
OQuestions comprehensively [| The presenter clearly || effectively mostly not apde uatel not apddress the
o addressed addressed audience [|addressed addressed the d y .
(5%) . ; . . address the audience
audience questions. audience audience . . .
. . . audience questions |[ questions
questions. questions. questions.
Summary Table and Articles
Summary table
Summary table || (2) provides a
(2) provides a || mostly well
Summary table well presented, || presented, and
(2) provides an Summary table (2)
clear and acceptable ;
e)r(gseg:éd and Summary table (2) reasonably overview and Sn%ofr:lsyafirs?:tnotred'
Eom rehensive provides a very well |detailed analysis of the overview and Y
over?/iew and presented, very overview and || review papers. analvsis of the
; clear detailed analysis of the [| The presented Y
analysis of the . . . . review papers. The
review papers overview and review papers. |[information is resented
The pregeﬁted. analysis of the The presented [|somewhat ipnformation is
Summary information review papers. The information is accuratg in inaccurate in No summary table
Table (2) and presented mostly summarising L
expertly and ; ) . summarising the present.
annotated information accurate in the : o s
. accurately L . - information in the |[No highlighted
Articles accurately reflects summarising information in .
o reflects the . I attached research || articles present.
(25%) . Lo the information in the the attached . L
information in the attached information in || research articles. Significant
the attached research articles. the attached articles. Some m_lsta_keslewdent.
research d h . istak Highlighting of
articles. Vgry 9oo! ) researc minor mistakes article content
Excellent highlighting of article || articles. evident. relevant to the
highlighting of content relevant to || Appropriate Mostly summary able is
ar%iclgcontgent the summary table. (| highlighting of |[appropriate incomplgte or
article content ([ highlighting of ||,
relevant to the . inaccurate.
summary table relevant to the || article content
’ summary relevant to the
table. summary
table.
Academic Writing and Referencing
Quality of )
writing is Qu'a'llty of
writing of a
above

Little to no
meaningful writing.

Substantiation
and
Referencing
(5%)

The information
in the
PowerPoint is
expertly
substantiated
using logic and
evidence with a
minimum of 10
contemporary*
references.
References were
correctly cited
using APA 7
edition style.

The information in
the PowerPoint is
effectively
substantiated using
logic and evidence
with @ minimum of
10 contemporary*
references.
References were
correctly cited using
APA 7 edition style.

The
information in
the PowerPoint
is
appropriately
substantiated
using logic and
evidence with
a minimum of
8
contemporary*
references.
References
were mostly
correctly cited,
with 1
consistent
error, using
APA 7 edition
style.

The
information in
the PowerPoint
is mostly
substantiated
using logic and
evidence with
a minimum of
8
contemporary*
references.
References
were mostly
correctly cited,
with 2
consistent
errors, using
APA 7 edition
style.

The information in
the PowerPoint is
inaccurately or not
substantiated using
logic and evidence
with less than 8
contemporary*
references.

APA referencing
not used, or more
than 5 consistent
in-text or reference
list errors.

The information in
the PowerPoint is
not substantiated.

Notes: *Contemporary literature - published within the last 5 years.




Referencing Style

e American Psychological Association 7th Edition (APA 7th edition)

Submission
Online

Submission Instructions

Submission will be a two-part process: Upload the PowerPoint presentation, summary table and articles onto the unit
Moodle site by the submission date. The submitted and presented PowerPoint should be identical. Submit one PDF
document which combines the PowerPoint presentation, summary table (2) and retrieved articles. Instructions on how to
convert and combine files into a PDF document is available on Moodle. You will be presenting live to your lecturer and
fellow students using Zoom, a video conferencing program. Your lecturer will help you with using Zoom. Your
presentation will be recorded for marking purposes. Only your lecturer will have access to this video which will be stored
securely.

Learning Outcomes Assessed

e Undertake a literature search using appropriate methods, databases and search engines
e Critique and synthesise the literature to address the literature review research question.

Graduate Attributes

e Knowledge

e Communication

e Cognitive, technical and creative skills
e Research

e Ethical and Professional Responsibility

3 Assessment 3: Report: Literature review for publication

Assessment Type
Report

Task Description

NURS20167Literature Review in Health, Safety and Wellbeing
Assessment 3: Report

Type: Written Assessment

Due date: 5 pm AEST, Wednesday 2™ June 2021 (Week 12)
Weighting: 50%

Length: 4000 - 5000 words +/- 10% (excluding reference list)

Unit Coordinator: Dr Lorraine Thompson

Learning Outcome Assessed

1. 1. Construct a clear and focused literature review research question that allows you to explore an area of interest
from your professional context.
1. 2. Create a literature review strategy appropriate to your research question.

1. 3. Undertake a literature search using appropriate methods, databases and search engines.

1. 4. Critique and synthesise the literature to address the research question.
Aim
The aim of this assessment is to write a publishable literature review report which identifies a general research topic,
describes the search strategies you employed to identify literature based on your topic and critically analyses and
synthesizes the selected literature.
Instructions
Please follow the steps below to complete your assessment task:

1. 1. Choose an industry, peer-reviewed journal to target your literature review and access the author guidelines.
1. 2. Check to see if your topic is relevant to the journal selected and the journal publishes literature reviews.

1. 3. Check the quality of the journal.


https://delivery-cqucontenthub.stylelabs.cloud/api/public/content/apa-referencing-style.pdf?v=51e1aea7

1. 4. Select three recent literature review articles from the selected journal to guide your writing in the journal style.
1. 5. Write your literature review as per the author guidelines for your chosen journal, ensuring it broadly includes:
1. - Abstract

1. - Introduction with background/context

1. - Method

1. - Findings - PRISMA flow diagram, summary table with data extraction, themes/statistics

1. - Discussion, including limitations

1. - Conclusion

1. Attach the author guidelines as an appendix to your literature review.

1. Referencing, irrespective of the author guidelines MUST be APA 7 style.

Literature and references

In this assessment use at least 10-12 contemporary references (<5 years) to support your background, search strategy,
analysis and cite the retrieved literature. You may also use seminal scholarly literature where relevant. Suitable
references include peer-reviewed journal articles as well as textbooks and credible websites. When sourcing information,
consider the 5 elements of a quality reference: currency, authority, relevance, objectivity, and coverage. Grey literature
sourced from the internet must be from reputable websites such as government, university, or peak national bodies: for
example, the Australian College of Nursing.

Requirements

Follow the author guidelines for your chosen journal. Where specific instructions are not provided, please use the
following:

e - Useaconventional and legible size 12 font, such as Times New Roman or Arial, with 1.5 line spacing and 2.54cm
page margins (standard pre-set margin in Microsoft Word).

- Include page numbers on each page in a footer

- Write in the third-person perspective.

- Use formal academic language.

- Use the seventh edition American Psychological Association (APA) referencing style. The CQUniversity Academic
Learning Centre has an online APA Referencing Style Guide.

The word count is considered from the first word of the introduction to the last word of the conclusion. The word
count excludes the reference list but includes in-text references and direct quotations.

Assessment Due Date
Week 12 Wednesday (2 June 2021) 5:00 pm AEST

Return Date to Students
Exam Week Wednesday (16 June 2021)

Online grade and feedback via Moodle

Weighting

50%

Minimum mark or grade
49.50

Assessment Criteria

NURS20167

LITERATURE REVIEW IN HEALTH, SAFETY AND WELLBEING
ASSESSMENT 3 - Report

Fail (content
absent)
0%

High Distinction ||Distinction Credit Pass Fail

Key Criteria | 5,'5 _100% 74.50 - 84.49% 64.50 - 74.49% 49.50 - 64.49% <49.5%



https://www.cqu.edu.au/student-life/services-and-facilities/referencing/cquniversity-referencing-guides

Abstract
(10%)

Concise and
comprehensive
summary of
literature review
for

publication which
is exceptionally
structured and
written. 5 key
words are included
using MeSH terms.

Concise and
comprehensive
summary of literature
review for publication
which is very well
structured and
written.

4 key words are
included using MeSH
terms.

Largely concise and
comprehensive
summary of literature
review for publication
which is well
structured and written.
4 key words are
included.

A satisfactory
summary of literature
review for publication.

However, is not
concise and/or not
comprehensive.

The structure and
writing are satisfactory
but somewhat
confusing. 3 key
words are included.

The abstract does

not satisfactorily
summarise the literature
review for publication.

The content is

verbose and/or difficult to
comprehend. The structure
and

writing are unsatisfactory. Key
words inappropriate or not
included.

No abstract
present.

Introduction
(10%)

Succinct and clear
outline of the
background and
components of the
literature review.
Succinct and
informative
discussion of the
importance and
potential benefits
of the exploring
the issue. The
search question
and aim of the
review is expertly
defined using
PICO/T or
equivalent.

Clear outline of the
background and
components of the
literature review.
Detailed discussion of
the importance and
potential benefits of
the exploring the
issue. The search
question and aim of
the review is clearly
defined using PICO/T
or equivalent.

Mostly clear outline of
the background and
components of the
literature review.
Appropriate discussion
of the importance and
potential benefits of
exploring the issue.
The search question
and aim of the
literature review is
appropriately defined,
using PICO/T or
equivalent.

Satisfactory outline of
the background and
components of the
literature review.
Satisfactory
discussion of the
importance and
potential benefits of
exploring the issue.
Further clarity
required. The search
question and aim of
the literature review
is defined. PICO/T or
equivalent not used.

Inadequate outline of the
background and components
of the literature review. Little
or no discussion of the
importance and potential
benefits of exploring the
issue. The search question
and aim of the literature
review is not clearly defined.
PICO/T or equivalent not
used.

Introduction
not present

Search
Strategy and
results
(20%)

Evidence of an
advanced ability
to design and
follow a structured
approach to
retrieving quality
research literature
to answer the
search question.
The retrieval
process is expertly
and accurately
documented and
discussed
logically. The
Summary Table
and Prisma Flow
Diagram are
expertly presented
and accurate.

Evidence of a
proficient ability to
design and follow a
structured approach
to retrieving quality
research literature.
The retrieval process
is accurately
documented and
discussed logically.
The Summary Table
and Prisma Flow
Diagram are very well
presented and
accurate with
minimal, minor errors.

Evidence of a good
ability to design and
follow a structured
approach to retrieving
quality research
literature. The
retrieval process is
mostly accurately
documented and
discussed
appropriately.

The Summary Table
and Prisma Flow
Diagram are well
presented and
accurate with minimal
errors.

The assessment lacks
some content and
cohesiveness in
demonstrating an
ability to design and
follow a structured
approach to retrieving
quality research
literature. The
retrieval process
documentation
contains a number of
errors, and the
presented information
is at times repetitive
or lacks cohesion.
The Summary Table
and Prisma Flow
Diagram are
presented with a
number of errors.

The assessment does not
demonstrate an ability to
design and follow a
structured approach to
retrieving quality research
literature. The retrieval
process is poorly and
inappropriately documented
and contains significant and
careless errors. The
assessment lacks clarity and
cohesion.

The Summary Table and
Prisma Flow Diagram are not
included or contain
significant and careless
errors.

No search
strategy
present.

Analysis and
Synthesis
(30%)

Evidence of an
advanced ability
to analyse and
synthesise the
research evidence.
Themes are
expertly
presented, with a
comprehensive
and critical
discussion that
demonstrates an
extensive
understanding of
the issue.
Limitations of the
review are
expertly identified
and discussed.

Evidence of a
proficient ability to
analyse and
synthesise the
research evidence.
Themes are very well
presented, with a
detailed and critical
discussion that
demonstrates a very
good understanding of
the issue. Limitations
of the review are very
well identified and
discussed.

Evidence of a

good ability to analyse
and synthesise the
research evidence.
Themes are well
presented, with a
somewhat detailed
and critical discussion
that demonstrates a
good understanding of
the issue. Limitations
of the review are well
identified and
discussed.

Evidence of a
satisfactory ability to
analyse and
synthesise the
research evidence.
Themes are
reasonably presented,
with a discussion that
demonstrates a
reasonable
understanding of the
issue. Limitations of
the review are
identified and
discussed. Further
critique and clarity
required.

Little or no evidence of an
ability to analyse and
synthesise the research
evidence. Themes are
incomplete or inappropriate.
reasonably presented, with
little or no evidence of an
understanding of the issue.
Limitations of the review
incomplete or not to
discussed to a satisfactory
level.

No evidence of
analysis or
synthesis.

Conclusion
(5%)

Conclusions are
insightful, very well
supported and
flow logically from
work presented.

Conclusions are sound,
well supported and
flow logically from
work presented.

Conclusions are logical,
mostly supported, and
linked to the

work presented.

Conclusions are
satisfactory. They are
somewhat supported
with limited links to
the work presented.

Conclusions are
unsatisfactory. They are not
supported or have weak links
to the work presented.

No conclusion
present.




Adequately
I?tl raa:;tbcrilarg?/iew A well-written report. || Appropriately written ianr;t;ggljécggr:eigort. An
; . ' ||There is a clear and report. There is an ) L
There is a succinct appropriate appropriate apparent, and the The introduction is not
and compelling inpt‘r)odﬁction which introduction which papers has been apparent or does not attempt || An inarticulate
- introduction which ||. : somewhat introduced. [|to introduce your paper or report. Missing
Efficiency & . introduces the paper |[mostly introduces the . h : )
.7 introduces your ) . N . There is an attempt outline the direction of the an
Organisation ) and outlines its paper and its direction ) : )
bs paper and outlines || .~ =" made to outline the paper. The report does not introduction
(5%) O direction very well. well. The report mostly ([ ..~ . . ’
its direction. The h d ds loaicall d direction of the paper. || flow logically, is poorly and a
review is cogent The report proceeds proceeas logically and || r, report is at times || written and is not brought to || conclusion
: logically and is is brought to an o ’
and is brought to a brought to a sensible || appropriate repetitive or lacks an adequate close.
compelling gnt ppropr cohesion. An
} conclusion. conclusion. .
conclusion. adequate conclusion
is evident.
Exemplary writing Little to no
standard and Quiality of writing is of Quality of writing is of Quality of writing and meaningful
style. Correct a high standard with Y g1s presentation is of a . - writing.
) ] a good standard with a : Quality of writing and )
grammar, spelling ||only very minor - satisfactory standard - Quality of the
- . few grammatical, . . presentation is at a poor oo
and punctuation grammar, spelling, spelling, and with quite a few standard with man writing,
and paragraph punctuation and gra rg' h structure grammar, spelling and inaccuracies in ra%mar presentation
Ability to structure. The paragraph structure paragraph st punctuation mistakes . 9 . of the report
, . s . " mistakes evident. The . . spelling and punctuation
write and literature review is || mistakes evident. The r L evident. The literature ) p . and/or
. . L iterature review is S . ; evident. The literature review .
present exceptionally well- || literature review is review is satisfactorily || . formatting
) ; well presented and is poorly presented and does .
effectively presented and is  ||very well presented presented and . results in a
o mostly follows the not follow the formatting .
(10%) free from errors. and follows the . somewhat follows the . } literature
. formatting ; requirements of the journal ] .
Expertly follows formatting . formatting o review which
. ) requirements of the ) author guidelines. The .
the formatting requirements of the . requirements of the . - is almost
) . journal author . journal author guidelines are
requirements of journal author s ) journal author unreadable.
. o ) guidelines which are L . not attached.
the journal author [|guidelines which are attached guidelines which are No author
guidelines which attached. ’ attached. guidelines
are attached. attached.
Discussion is Discussion Is Discussion is partly Discussion Is
substantiated generally . substantiated with occaswnglly ) Discussion does not or No
h . substantiated with ’ substantiated with h -
consistently with logic, examples, and logic, examples, and logic. examples. and infrequently attempts to (>7 || substantiation
logic, examples, wi?ch ’referenpce tlo the with reference to the wi%h 'referenpce t'o the errors) to substantiate of discussion.
Substantiation |[and with reference t . d current peer-reviewed t . d discussion with logic, No
of discussion ||to the current current peer-reviewe literature, with 3 or 4 current peer-reviewe examples, and with reference || contemporary*
) literature, with 1 or 2 L literature, with 5 or 6 ! ) .
9 , )
(5%) literature. A exceptions. A exceptions. A exceptions. A to the current peer-reviewed || peer-reviewed
minimum of 12 (cep : minimum of 10 (cep y literature. Less than journal articles
. minimum of 12 * minimum of 10 «
contemporary . contemporary « 10 contemporary* references || have been
references have contemporary references have been contemporary have been cited cited
been cited references have been cited references have been ’ ’
’ cited. ’ cited.
Accurate APA Mostly accurate APA  |[Somewhat accurate Occasionally accurate
referencing. No in- referencing. APA referencing. 3 APA referencing. 4 APA referencing not used. or
Referencing 9. 1-2 consistent in-text || consistent in-text or consistent in-text or gn i No references
o text referencing or ; h h more than 5 consistent in- )
5% ; or reference list errors || reference list errors reference list errors : included.
reference list : text or reference list errors.
errors (may be made (may be made (made multiple
’ multiple times). multiple times). times).

Notes: *Contemporary literature - published within the last 5 years.

Referencing Style

e American Psychological Association 7th Edition (APA 7th edition)

Submission
Online

Submission

Instructions

Submit your assessment via the unit Moodle site in Microsoft Word format only. Once marked, you may like to submit
your manuscript to the journal after reviewing your feedback and making appropriate amendments.

Learning Outcomes Assessed

e Construct a clear and focused literature review research question that allows you to explore an area of interest
from your professional context
e Create a literature review strategy appropriate to your literature review research question
e Undertake a literature search using appropriate methods, databases and search engines
e Critique and synthesise the literature to address the literature review research question.

Graduate Attributes

e Knowledge
Communication

Research

[ ]
e Cognitive, technical and creative skills
[ ]
[ ]

Ethical and Professional Responsibility



https://delivery-cqucontenthub.stylelabs.cloud/api/public/content/apa-referencing-style.pdf?v=51e1aea7

Academic Integrity Statement

As a CQUniversity student you are expected to act honestly in all aspects of your academic work.

Any assessable work undertaken or submitted for review or assessment must be your own work. Assessable work is any
type of work you do to meet the assessment requirements in the unit, including draft work submitted for review and
feedback and final work to be assessed.

When you use the ideas, words or data of others in your assessment, you must thoroughly and clearly acknowledge the
source of this information by using the correct referencing style for your unit. Using others’ work without proper
acknowledgement may be considered a form of intellectual dishonesty.

Participating honestly, respectfully, responsibly, and fairly in your university study ensures the CQUniversity qualification
you earn will be valued as a true indication of your individual academic achievement and will continue to receive the
respect and recognition it deserves.

As a student, you are responsible for reading and following CQUniversity’s policies, including the Student Academic
Integrity Policy and Procedure. This policy sets out CQUniversity’s expectations of you to act with integrity,
examples of academic integrity breaches to avoid, the processes used to address alleged breaches of academic
integrity, and potential penalties.

What is a breach of academic integrity?

A breach of academic integrity includes but is not limited to plagiarism, self-plagiarism, collusion, cheating, contract
cheating, and academic misconduct. The Student Academic Integrity Policy and Procedure defines what these terms
mean and gives examples.

Why is academic integrity important?

A breach of academic integrity may result in one or more penalties, including suspension or even expulsion from the
University. It can also have negative implications for student visas and future enrolment at CQUniversity or elsewhere.
Students who engage in contract cheating also risk being blackmailed by contract cheating services.

Where can | get assistance?
For academic advice and guidance, the Academic Learning Centre (ALC) can support you in becoming confident in
completing assessments with integrity and of high standard.

What can you do to act with integrity?

? v

(|1
i

Be Honest Seek Help Produce Original Work
If your assessment task is done f you are not sure about how to Originality comes from your
by someone else, it would be cite or reference in essays, ability to read widely, think
dishonest of you to claim it as reports etc, then seek help critically, and apply your gained
YOUr QW frorm your lecturer, the library or knowledge to address a
the Academic Learning Centre question or problem

(ALC)


https://www.cqu.edu.au/policy?collection=policy-v2&form=policy&profile=_default&query=Student+Academic+Integrity+Policy+and+Procedure
https://www.cqu.edu.au/policy?collection=policy-v2&form=policy&profile=_default&query=Student+Academic+Integrity+Policy+and+Procedure
https://www.cqu.edu.au/student-life/academic-learning-centre

