Appendix 3 - Marking Criteria (2 examples from the School of Health and Bioscience)

	
	F

0 – 30
	F

30-39
	3

40-49
	2.2

50-59
	2.1

60-69
	1st
70-100

	Relevance
	No relevant points or issues covered 
	Mostly irrelevant
	Considerable parts irrelevant
	Considerable parts relevant
	Mostly relevant
	Covers all relevant points/issues (     Reasons/justifies                                                          

	Evidence of

Understanding 
	Little or no
	Limited
	Variable
	Reasonable
	Sound
	Extensive    (                                    Original/creative

                                                                                            

	Depth
	Insufficient depth
	Superficial
	Mainly superficial, limited deeper exploration
	Some points explored deeply
	Most points explored deeply
	Deep exploration of all points    (        Critical analysis/

                                                                       evaluation



	Development of argument/ analysis and evaluation

	No analysis or evaluation


	Limited analysis/ evaluation 
	Variable analysis/ evaluation
	Reasonable analysis/ evaluation 
	Sound analysis/ evaluation
	Extensive                (             Critical/analytical/original                         

	Evidence of wider reading
	No evidence
	Limited  
	Some
	Numerous examples
	Wide ranging
	Extensive          (                 Extends scope of work

	Use of evidence to support statements/

arguments
	None used
	Limited use of references to support argument 
	Some use of references to support argument
	Variable use of references to support argument 
	References mostly well used to support argument
	Comprehensive              (                Critical analysis/

                                                                         evaluation

	Structure 
	 No clear structure -  cannot be followed
	Limited – difficult to follow throughout
	Some – difficult to follow in parts
	Reasonable – can mostly be followed
	Sound – can be followed
	Organised – easy to follow (                 Interesting/

                                                                         stimulating                                                         

	Referencing
	No referencing
	Referencing incorrect 
	Significant errors/omissions 
	Some errors and/or omissions 
	References generally cited correctly with few errors/

omissions 
	References correctly cited  (    Professional standard

	Illustrations and tables 
	Absent/ irrelevant
	Confusing/

incorrect


	Do not support work


	Partially support work 
	Clarify work
	Enhance work            (              Extend scope of work

	Presentation
	Does not conform to guidelines
	Limited conformity to guidelines 
	Some conformity to guidelines
	Variable conformity to guidelines
	Mostly conforms to guidelines 
	Fully conforms          (               Extend scope of work

to guidelines

	Written communication (including grammar, spelling, sentence and paragraph construction)
	Many errors, text cannot be followed
	Frequent, major errors – text difficult to follow
	Frequent errors – impairs readability 
	Occasional errors – text mainly clear
	Few minor errors – text clear
	No errors     (     Enhanced readability/comprehension


Oral presentations
	
	F

0-30
	F

30-39
	3

40-49
	2.2

50-59
	2.1

60-69
	1st

70-100

	

	Communication
	Minimal communication/interaction with audience.
	Limited communication/ interaction - 

over-reliance on notes 
	Some communication/ interaction - over-reliance on notes 
	Variable  communication/ interaction - some reliance on notes 
	Clear communication/ interaction – no obvious reliance on notes
	Confident, clear (       Interesting and

communication/                    stimulating

interaction 

	Visual aids – including appropriateness of layout, colours, contrast, any animation, amount of text, spelling and grammar
	Many errors – text/graphics cannot be followed
	Frequent major errors – text/graphics difficult to follow 
	Frequent errors – impairs accessibility of content 
	Occasional errors – text/graphics mainly clear
	Few minor errors – text/graphics are clear
	No errors        ( Enhances accessibility 

                                  and comprehension

	Use of audiovisual aids
	Absent/ irrelevant 
	Limited relationship between AV aids and discussion topic
	Some relationship between AV aids and discussion topic
	Variable  relationship between AV aids and discussion topic
	Sound relationship between AV aids and discussion topic
	Enhance communication (     Original/

of topic under                               creative           

discussion

	Illustrations and tables 
	Absent/ irrelevant
	Confusing/

incorrect


	Do not support work


	Partially support work 
	Clarify work
	Enhance work    (       Extend scope of 

                                                          work

	Time management


	Unable to work to time
	Time not used appropriately – may not finish even with prompts
	Adequate time management with extensive prompting 
	Manages time – may need some prompting
	Sound time management 
	Efficient use of time  ( Organised and 

                                              anticipatory

	Relevance
	No relevant points or issues covered 
	Mostly irrelevant
	Considerable parts irrelevant
	Considerable parts relevant
	Mostly relevant
	Covers all relevant (  Reasons/justifies                                                          

points/issues     

	Depth
	Insufficient depth
	Superficial
	Mainly superficial, limited deeper exploration
	Some points explored deeply
	Most points explored deeply
	Deep exploration (      Critical analysis/

of all points                               evaluation                                                          

	Development of argument/ analysis and evaluation
	No analysis or evaluation


	Limited analysis/ evaluation 
	Variable analysis/ evaluation
	Reasonable analysis/ evaluation 
	Sound analysis/ evaluation
	Extensive    (               Original/creative

	Evidence of wider reading
	No evidence
	Limited  
	Some
	Numerous examples
	Wide ranging
	Extensive  (     Extends scope of work

	Use of evidence to support statements/

arguments
	None used
	Limited use of references to support argument 
	Some use of references to support argument
	Variable use of references to support argument 
	References mostly well used to support argument
	Comprehensive   (     Critical analysis/

                                                evaluation        

	Structure 
	 No clear structure -  cannot be followed
	Limited – difficult to follow throughout
	Some - difficult to follow in parts
	Reasonable – can mostly be followed
	Sound – can be followed
	Organised –     (                 Interesting/

easy to follow                  stimulating

                                                                                                                               

	Answering questions
	Unable to answer questions
	Confusing/incorrect 
	Do not support/defend presentation
	Partially support/defend presentation
	Clarifies/defends presentation 
	Enhances      (       Extends scope of 

presentation                                      work
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