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Examples of Assessment Criteria

Criteria for assessment – written work

First Class Honours Degree Standard Class 1(A)

An excellent response which will generally exhibit most of the following characteristics:

i
coherent structure and sustained, sound organisation

ii
lucidity and economy of argument and writing

iii
thoroughness, consistency and attention to detail

iv
outstanding research, very well informed and relevant

v
professional standard of presentation and referencing

vi
wide reference to original sources

vii
an understanding of contexts

viii
ambition and wide range

ix
evidence of personal critical engagement with source and research material

Second Class, First Division – Class 2:1  Standard (B)

A very good response which will generally exhibit the following characteristics: 

i
coherent structure and organisation

ii
clear writing and argument but with lapses in economy

iii
generally thorough but with some lapses in attention to detail and some inconsistencies 

iv
a generally high standard of research

v
professional standard of presentation and referencing

vi
a reference to original source material where relevant

vii
some understanding of contexts

viii
reasonably ambitious

ix
some evidence of personal critical engagement with source and research material

Second Class, Second Division – Class 2:ii Standard (C)

A good response which will generally exhibit the following characteristics:

i
coherent structure though possibly with either obviousness or some weakness or both

ii
clear writing and argument but with lapses in economy

iii
generally thorough but with some lapses in attention to detail and some inconsistencies 

iv
quite well informed with a range of relevant research

v
generally professional standard of presentation and referencing though with some lapses

vi
some reference to original source material where relevant but with over reliance on secondary
sources

vii
some understanding of contexts

viii
a little lacking in ambition and breadth of approach

ix
less than full personal critical engagement with source and research material

Third Class – Class 3 Standard (D)

A fair response which will generally exhibit the following characteristics:

i
generally coherent structure though possibly leaning towards the discursive and anecdotal with either obviousness or some weaknesses or both

ii
clear writing but with little argument

iii
patchy and with lapses in attention to detail

iv
quite well informed, but with a small range of relevant research

v
lapses in professional standard of presentation and referencing

vi
over reliance on secondary sources

vii
signs of a little understanding of context

viii
narrowness of approach; cautious work

ix
tending towards the superficial

Fail (F)

A failed response which will generally exhibit the following characteristics:

i
weak structure showing signs of lack of organisation

ii
clumsy writing with weak or little analysis

iii
incomplete and unsystematic

iv
little relevant research

v
lapses in professional standard of presentation and referencing

vi
over reliance on secondary sources, or plagiarism

vii
little or no awareness of wider context of subject

viii
tentative work

ix
fundamental errors and little engagement

Assessment criteria for performance

Source: Faculty of Arts – Music

Class

I (A)

A convincing interpretation showing considerable technical command and communicating and strong and individual musical understanding of structure, expressive content and appropriate stylistic considerations at this level.

II I (B)

A secure performance showing consistent care for details of interpretation, appropriate style and technique and communicating a range of expression at this level.

II ii (C)

A secure performance with clear expressive intent, marred by inconsistent concern for details of interpretation, inappropriate style, some insecurity of technique or some lapse of conviction in communication at this level.

III (D)

Communicated some feeling for the work, but is marred by technical inadequacies, inconsistent concern for details of interpretation or style at this level.

Fail (F)
Showing serious technical errors, inadequate preparation, or a lack of musical understanding and expression at this level.

Assessment criteria for performance

 Source: Faculty of Arts – Music

Class

I (A)

A convincing composition/folio combining considerable command of a wide range of techniques with a highly imaginative and individual style at this level.  The clear expressive content of the music is realised through the appropriate use of techniques, structures and instrumental/vocal resources; notation is detailed and accurate throughout.

II I (B)

An effective composition/folio which demonstrates a secure control of a range of techniques and an imaginative approach to composing at this level.  The expressive intent of the music is generally clear and notation is detailed and accurate.

II ii (C)

A composition/folio which demonstrates imaginative input and expressive intent but which is marred by some insecurity of technique or inappropriate use of structures or resources at this level.  Notation is generally accurate.

III (D)
   
A composition/folio which communicates some expressive intent but which is marred by 

technical inadequacies, errors of judgement in the relationship between content and structure and inconsistent concern for details of notation, at this level.

Fail (F)
A composition/folio which shows serious technical and notational inadequacies and which fails to establish its expressive intent.

Marking criteria for major group presentations

Source: Faculty of Arts – Performance
Presentation skills

· Students are to submit a handout comprising a written statement of their intentions.

· Volume, pace, stance/aspects of physical organisation or contributors and ‘props’.

· Intonation (does the explanation of the event sound ‘read’ or monotonous).

· Keeping to time (see also ‘amount of material’ below).

· Clarity of explanation (which may involve use of OHP, whiteboard, other audio visual aids).

· Evidence of preparation and effort (rehearsal, prepared material rather than degree of skill in art, drama etc; groups comprise a mixture of specialisms so it would be unfair to judge the artistic skills of non-artist group members, for example).

Examples of assessment criteria 

Source: Faculty of Health & Life Sciences
Criteria for the assessment of written work

All written work will be judged on the basis of the degree to which learning undertaken during the module has been translated and integrated in the context of therapeutic practice. 

To that end we will consider your work on the basis of the following criteria to which will be added specific content guidelines:


Grade A Work
Excellent Pass

An excellent response which will generally exhibit most of the following characteristics:

i
coherent structure and sustained, sound organisation

ii
lucidity and economy of argument and writing

iii
thoroughness, consistency and attention to detail and accuracy

iv
clear and sustained integration and balance, where appropriate, of a range of aspects of knowledge, understanding and experience.

v
outstanding research, analysis and application showing:
a
extension of learning beyond the module learning outcomes.
b
the potential of theory in practice.
c
evidence of reading and investigation beyond that specified by the module.

vi
highly professional standard of presentation and referencing.

vii
Wide reference to original source.

viii
ambition and wide range and depth of approach

ix
evidence of personal critical engagement

Grade B work
Very Good Pass

A very good response which will generally exhibit the following characteristics: 

i
coherent structure and organisation

ii
clear writing and argument but with lapses in economy

iii
generally thorough but with some lapses in attention to detail.  Generally accurate with no serious inaccuracies. 

Iv
evidence of integration and balance, where appropriate, of a range of aspects of knowledge, understanding and experience some of the potential theory in practice, though patchy. 

v
generally high standard of research, analysis and application showing:
a
extension of learning beyond the module learning outcomes.


b
the potential of theory in practice.


c
evidence of reading and investigation beyond that specified by the module.

vi
professional standard of presentation and referencing.

vii
referencing to original source material where relevant.

viii
reasonably ambitious and wide range of depth of approach

ix
some evidence of personal critical engagement.

Grade C work
Good Pass

A good response which will generally exhibit the following characteristics:

i
coherent structure though possibly either obviousness or some weakness or both

ii
clear writing and argument but with lapses in economy

iii
generally thorough but with some lapses in attention to detail and some inconsistencies.  Generally accurate and with not serious inaccuracies.

iv
some attempt at integration and balance, where appropriate, of some aspects of knowledge, understanding and experience.

v
good research, analysis and application showing:
a
fulfilment of the module learning outcomes
b
some of the potential of theory in practice.
c
evidence of reading and investigation beyond that specified by the module.

vi
generally professional standard of presentation and referencing though with some lapses.

vii
some reference to original source material where relevant but with over reliance on secondary sources.

viii
a little lacking in ambition and range and depth of approach.

ix
less than full personal critical engagement with source and research material

Grade D work
Pass

A fair response which will generally exhibit the following characteristics:

i
generally coherent structure though possibly leaning towards the discursive and anecdotal with 
either obviousness or some weaknesses or both

ii
clear writing but with little argument

iii
patchy and with lapses in attention to detail

iv
some attempt at integration and balance of knowledge, understanding and experience but with a tendency to compartmentalise. . 

v
small amount of relevant research, analysis and application showing:
a
fulfilment of the module learning outcomes.
b
some of the potential of theory in practice, though patchy.

vi
lapses in professional standard of presentation and referencing.

vii
over reliance on secondary sources.

viii
narrowness of approach; cautious work

ix
tending towards the superficial

Grade F work
Failed Work

A failed response which will generally exhibit the following characteristics:

i
weak structure showing signs of lack of organisation

ii
clumsy writing with weak or little analysis

iii
work incomplete and unsystematic and/or with potentially serious inaccuracies.

iv
patchy integration and little evidence of balance of knowledge, understanding and experience. 

v
a little relevant research revealing:
a
little evidence of fulfilment, analysis and application of module learning outcomes.
b
little understanding of the potential of theory in practice.

vi
lapses in professional standard of presentation and referencing.

vii
over reliance on secondary sources/plagiarism.

viii
tentative work.

ix
fundamental errors and little engagement.

Criteria for the assessment of practical work

All practical work will be judged on the basis of the extent which the practical work shows evidence of developing skill, personal involvement and understanding of the media.

To that end we will consider your work on the basis of the following criteria:

Grade A work
Excellent Pass

Excellent practical work which will generally exhibit most of the following characteristics:

i
highly professional presentation and significant attention to detail.

ii
sound evidence of growth and improvement in practical abilities.

iii
evidence of personal critical engagement.

iv
high level of practical skill.

v
evidence of detailed understanding of theory and application.

vi
safe practice.


Grade B Work
Very Good Pass

Very good practical work which will generally exhibit the following characteristics: 

i
highly professional presentation and significant attention to detail.

ii
some evidence of growth and improvement in practical abilities.

iii
some evidence of personal critical engagement.

iv
very good level of practical skill.

v
evidence of very good understanding of theory and application.

vi
safe practice.

Grade C Work
Good Pass

Good practical work which will generally exhibit the following characteristics:

i
generally professional though with some lapses in detail.

ii
evidence of consistent practical abilities.

iii
less than full personal critical engagement.

iv
work which shows good use of practical skill.

v
wood level of practical skill.

vi
evidence of sound understanding of theory and application.

vii
safe practice.

Grade D Work
Pass

Fair practical work which will generally exhibit the following characteristics:

i
lapses in professional standard of presentation with fair attention to detail.

ii
evidence of some inconsistency of practical abilities.

iii
tending towards the minimal fulfilment of learning outcomes.

iv
work which shows utilisation of taught practical sessions.

v
adequate understanding of practical skill.

vi
evidence of adequate understanding of theory and application.

vii
safe practice.

Grade F Work
Failed Work

Failed practical response which will generally exhibit the following characteristics:

i
presentation is disorganised with inadequate attention to detail.

ii
little evidence of practical ability

iii
practical learning outcomes have not been met.

iv
poor level of practical skill.

v
insufficient evidence of understanding of theory and application.

vi
unsafe practice.


Criteria for the assessment of work presented in oral and/or demonstration format

All oral and/or demonstration work will be judged on the basis of the extent to which it shows evidence of the degree to which learning undertaken during the module has been understood, analysed and integrated in the context of therapeutic practice.

To that end we will consider your work on the basis of the following criteria:

Grade A Work
Excellent Pass

An excellent response which will generally exhibit most of the following characteristics:

i
high professional standard of presentation with very capable use of appropriate supportive equipment and/or materials, if applicable.

ii
a lucid and articulate and consistent approach with no prompting.

iii
a coherent structure to the presentation showing a clear focus of work and attention to supportive detail.

iv
accurate content with appropriate range and/or depth of knowledge, understanding and experience.

v
sustained sound integration and balance of content and/or argument.

vi
outstanding research, analysis and application exceeding the learning outcomes of the module.

vii
evidence of high levels of insight into the relevance of the material in therapeutic practice.

viii
evidence of personal critical and evaluative engagement.

Grade B Work
Very Good Pass

Very good response which will generally exhibit most of the following characteristics:

i
professional presentation with capable use of appropriate supportive equipment and/or materials, if applicable.

ii
clear and generally articulate and consistent with little prompting.

iii
a generally coherent structure to the presentation with a focus to the work and some appropriate supportive detail.

iv
generally accurate content with a range and/or depth of knowledge, understanding and experience.

v
evidence of integration and balance of content and or argument.

vi
high standard of integration and balance of content and/or argument.

vii
high standard of research, analysis and application.  Some extension of learning beyond the learning outcome for the module.

viii
evidence of insight into the relevance of the material in therapeutic practice.

ix
some evidence of personal critical and evaluative engagement.

Grade C Work
Pass

A good response which will generally exhibit most of the following characteristics:

i
generally professional standard of presentation and use of equipment and/or materials, if applicable, with some lapses.

ii
generally clear and consistent content with a little prompting.

iii
structure to the presentation but the focus is not always clear and supportive details sometimes appear irrelevant.

iv
generally accurate with no serious inaccuracies.  Limited range and/or depth of knowledge, skill and experience.

v
some attempt at integration and balance of content and/or argument.

vi
good research, analysis and application beyond the minimum requirements of the learning outcomes for the module.

vii
evidence of insight into the relevance of the material in therapeutic practice.

viii
less than full personal critical and evaluative engagement.


Grade D Work
Pass

A fair response which will generally exhibit most of the following characteristics:

i
lapses in the professional standard of presentation and use of equipment and/or material, if applicable.

ii
material is a little confused and some prompting is necessary.

iii
the focus of the work is not very apparent and the relevance of the supportive material is not clear; the general direction of the presentation is definable with difficulty.

iv
no serious inaccuracies.  Neither range nor depth is addresses appropriately.

v
some attempt at integration and balance of content and/or argument but with a tendency to compartmentalise and fragment.

vi
some research analysis and application at the level expected of the learning outcome for the module.

vii
some insight into the relevance of the material in therapeutic practice but evidence is mainly anecdotal.

viii
tending towards the superficial; with little personal critical and evaluative engagement.

Grade F Work
Failed Work


Failed response which will generally exhibit most the following characteristics:

i
lapses in professional standard or presentation and inappropriate use of equipment and/or materials, if applicable.

ii
lack of clarity and/or evidence of inconsistency.

iii
disorganised content an unsystematic approach with lack of focus and over-reliance on peripheral detail.

iv
work is incomplete and/or with potentially serious inaccuracies.

v
work lacks balance and integration and fragmentation is evident.

vi
little research, analysis or application.

vii
little evidence of understanding of the relevance of the material in therapeutic practice.

viii
superficial and over-reliant on secondary sources.

Oral Presentations

· Two assessors must be present for all Level 2 and Level 3 oral presentations because the marks contribute to the calculation of the degree classification.

· Level 1 orals are assessed by one member of staff except for assessments within the Physiotherapy programme.  These will always have two assessors.

Students may also be involved in the calculation of the mark.  If they are involved, the process must be clearly stated in the module documentation.

Faculty of Health & Life Sciences 

Feedback Form

Module:

         Assessment:   



                    Date:

Number:

The weighting of each of the following sections is not equal

	Grade
	A
	B
	C
	D
	F

	PROFESSIONAL: Subject specific knowledge and understanding

	Knowledge
	Authoritative handling of complex material
	Demonstrates sound knowledge
	Satisfactory general knowledge of main issues
	Limited knowledge of course material
	Factual knowledge inaccurate

	Understanding
	Clear evidence of theory into practice
	Sound evidence of theory into practice
	Satisfactory evidence of theory into practice
	Little evidence of theory into practice
	No evidence of theory into practice

	Content
	Excellent range of relevant information
	Good range of relevant information
	Adequate range of relevant information
	Superficial use of relevant information
	Information not wholly relevant

	ANALYSIS: Position of thought with justification for information

	Analysis
	Attention to detail, precision of thought
	Logical, generally thorough
	Logical, but some lapses in attention to detail
	Lack of attention to detail, imprecise analysis
	Weak or little analysis

	Synthesis
	Clear arguments, clear justification
	Good arguments, good justification
	Adequate arguments some justification
	Descriptive with undeveloped arguments
	Lacks synthesis, statements only, no justification

	Use of Literature
	Extensive and in depth
	Wide and in depth
	Adequate evidence of reading
	Limited evidence of reading
	Lacks evidence of relevant reading

	Structure
	Well structured and lucid
	Coherent soundly structured
	Reasonably lucid adequate structure
	Imbalance in given information
	Lacks structure

	PRESENTATION: Use of given guidelines

	Layout
	Sound organisation, correct use of guidelines
	Correct use of guidelines but with minor errors
	Adequate use of guidelines with minor errors
	Some major errors in use of guidelines
	Guidelines not followed

	Editing
	No errors
	Minimal errors in proof reading
	Some minors errors in proof reading
	Some major errors in proof reading
	Inadequate proof reading

	Referencing
	Referencing and annotation correct
	A few references and annotation incorrect
	Some references and annotation incorrect
	Several references and annotation incorrect
	Major errors or lack of referencing


Comments

	Form is completed electronically and relevant boxes are shaded in.

Comments are written according to the marking criteria for the module. These are stated in the module handbook




Marker(s)






Mark


Grade
‘A’ grade Criteria (undergraduate programmes)

	70 – 75
	· Majority of content to meet the A band criteria and must include analysis and literature criteria at A level.

· Creativity and originality in places but inconsistent

· Some improvements or extension of the topic or conclusions to be possible at undergraduate level



	76 - 85
	· All content to meet the A band criteria 

· Consistent amount of creative thought and application

· Considerable synthesis, analysis and evaluation are evident but there is scope for further enhancement.

· Excellent standard when considered as a whole



	86 - 90
	· All content to meet the A band criteria 

· Exploration of new perspectives on the topic demonstrates creativity and originality

· An exceptionally high standard throughout its entirety

· The possibility of improvement only if the work were to be considered at Master’s level.




Adapted from ‘A grade Criteria’, School of Health Care, Oxford Brookes University

Example of assessment criteria 
Source: Faculty of Education and Theology 

Assessment Criteria: Advice for Students and Tutors

The Subject Area of Theology and Religious Studies publishes set generic assessment criteria for different types of assessment:

Standard Written Work, such as an Essay; Oral/Group Presentations; Articles; Learning Journals.

The generic criteria must be used alongside fundamental principles of assessment, i.e. the assessed piece must:

a) Meet the module learning outcomes associated with it;

b) Answer the question that is set by tutor and/or chosen by the student;

c) Conform to the word limits, with an allowed deviation of 10%.

The generic criteria are set for the seven grading bands (A* = very high A; A; B; C; D; F; F* = very low fail) within the grids provided. Within each grading band, a list of criteria is given to guide assessment. Normally, a piece will be marked within a grade when it conforms to a majority of criteria within it (i.e. it is not to be expected that all of the criteria within the grade will match exactly). The grids will help to inform tutors and students as to which generic criteria are appropriate for a given type of assessment, and thus help to standardise assessment across the subject area.

Assessment Criteria for Standard Written Work, e.g. Essay

	A* (80-90)

(i) Demonstrates command of the topic by showing unusual creativity, perception and insight;

(ii) Outstanding selection from a wide and innovative range of perspectives and sources that goes to the heart of the question;

(iii) Sources very well-integrated into the argument;

(iv) Clear, well-structured argument that is carefully crafted for maximum impact;

(v) Critical distance and outstanding analysis of the question;

(vi) Referencing clear and accurate using appropriate conventions; 

(vii) Virtually no errors in grammar/spelling/syntax.


	A (70-79)

(i) Demonstrates command of the topic by showing creativity and insight;

(ii) Absolutely relevant selection from a wide range of perspectives and sources that goes to the heart of  the question;

(iii) Sources well-integrated into the argument;

(iv) Clear, well-structured argument;

(v) Critical distance and sound analysis of the question;

(vi) Referencing clear and accurate using appropriate conventions;

(vii) Near perfect grammar/spelling/syntax with a few errors only.

	B (60-69)

(i) Understanding good enough for some attempts at creativity and originality;

(ii) Relevant selection from a good range of  perspectives and sources that covers the topic in some depth; 

(iii) Sources mostly well-integrated into the argument; 

(iv) Mostly clear and well-structured argument; 

(v) Demonstrates criticality and generally good analysis; 

(vi) Referencing clear and mostly accurate using appropriate conventions; 

(vii) Good grammar/spelling/syntax with some errors.
	C (50-59)

(i) Descriptive, demonstrating reasonable understanding; 
(ii) Mostly relevant selection from a reasonable range of perspectives and sources that covers the topic to some extent; 
(iii) Sources sometimes properly integrated into the argument; 

(iv) Sometimes clear structure and argument; 

(v) Some successful analysis with a tendency to accept the source material at face value; 

(vi) References adequate but clearer and/or more references needed; 
(vii) Reasonable grammar/spelling/syntax but with several errors.

	D (40-49)

(i) Limited understanding demonstrated, and any creative content is somewhat off the point; 

(ii) Some relevant sources and limited topic coverage, sufficient for a pass; 
(iii) Sources only occasionally integrated into the argument; 
(iv) Some structure and argument present, sufficient for a pass; 
(v) Limited analysis and criticality, with reliance on sources, sufficient for a pass; 
(vi) References limited, and sufficient for a pass; 
(vii) Many errors in grammar/spelling/syntax although still readable and sufficient for a pass.
	F (30-38) F*(20-29)

(i) Understanding very limited/absent, so that any creative content misses the point; 

(ii) Sources very limited and often not relevant/wholly irrelevant, thus topic not covered adequately/at all; 
(iii) Sources hardly/not at all integrated into the argument;

(iv) Lack of structure and clarity makes reading difficult/impossible; 
(v) Analysis very limited/absent, or attempted but with major flaws/of no academic value; 

(vi) References nearly/wholly absent or inaccurate/misleading; 

(vii) Errors in grammar/spelling/syntax impede/prevent reading, and require serious/intensive remedial work.


Assessment Criteria for Oral/Group Presentations 

	A* (80-90)

(i) Demonstrates command of the topic by showing unusual creativity, perception and insight;

(ii) Outstanding selection from a wide and innovative range of perspectives and sources that goes to the heart of the topic;

(iii) Critical distance and outstanding analysis;

(iv) Extremely clear, engaging, confident and coherent, very sensitive to the audience;

(v) Sophisticated and innovative in the use of media;

(vi) Excellent, very creative planning and organisation (leading to a highly integrated group exercise);

(vii) Excellently well-structured, perfect in timing and running.

 
	A (70-79)

(i) Demonstrates command of the topic by showing creativity and insight;

(ii) Absolutely relevant selection from a wide range of perspectives and sources that goes to the heart of  the question;

(iii) Critical distance and sound analysis of the question;

(iv) Very clear, engaging, confident and coherent, sensitive to the audience;

(v) Very competent and creative in the use of media;

(vi) Very good, creative planning and organisation (leading to an integrated group exercise);

(vii) Very well-structured, smooth in timing and running.

 

	B (60-69)

(i) Understanding good enough for some attempts at creativity and originality;

(ii) Relevant selection from a good range of  perspectives and sources that covers the topic in some depth; 

(iii) Demonstrates criticality and generally good analysis; 

(iv) Clear and engaging, reasonably confident and mostly coherent, responsive to audience;

(v) Competent in the use of media;

(vi) Thorough planning and organisation (leading to a reasonably well integrated group exercise);

(vii) Well-structured, reasonably smooth in timing and running.


	C (50-59)

(i) Descriptive, demonstrating reasonable understanding; 
(ii) Mostly relevant selection from a reasonable range of perspectives and sources that covers the topic to some extent; 
(iii) Some successful analysis with a tendency to accept the source material at face value;

(iv) Mostly clear, adequate delivery with reasonable coherence and awareness of audience;

(v) Some use of media to aid interest;

(vi) Adequate planning and organisation (leading to some integration in the group exercise);

(vii) Adequate in structure, timing and running.



	D (40-49)

(i) Limited understanding demonstrated, and any creative content is somewhat off the point; 

(ii) Some relevant sources and limited topic coverage, sufficient for a pass; 
(iii) Limited analysis and criticality, with reliance on sources, sufficient for a pass;

(iv) Limited in clarity, coherence and awareness of audience, sufficient for a pass;

(v) Limited use of appropriate media;

(vi) Some planning and organisation (leading to an identifiable minimum of group integration), sufficient for a pass;

(vii) Limited structure and timekeeping, sufficient for a pass.
	F (30-38) F*(20-29)

(i) Understanding very limited/absent, so that any creative content misses the point; 

(ii) Sources very limited and often not relevant/wholly irrelevant, thus topic not covered adequately/at all; 
(iii) Analysis very limited/absent, or attempted but with major flaws/of no academic value;

(iv) Very poor/lacking in clarity and coherence, near/fully absent or inappropriate engagement with audience;

(v) Little/no use of appropriate media;

(vi) Little/no appropriate planning, organisation (and group integration);

(vii) Structurally flawed/structure absent, with inefficient/incompetent use of time.


Assessment Criteria for Articles requiring the communication of a reflection on direct experience (e.g. visits, film and video, materials published by a faith community) – the Article is normally one part of an assessment element that also includes a commentary or reflection component requiring essay-type assessment 
	A* (80-90)

(i) Comprehensive understanding and insight based on evident self-awareness;

(ii) An advanced ability to learn from experience in a critical yet sensitive and open-minded way;

(iii) Highly creative and cogent interpretation of the data that represents it extremely accurately;

(iv) Seeks solutions to problems and ways forward showing a great degree of resourcefulness and careful reflection; 

(v) Communication that has a profound impact on the reader;

(vi) Extremely lucid and well-structured; 

(vii) Use of highly effective and creative means of communication.


	A (70-79)

(i) Clear understanding and insight based on self-awareness;

(ii) Ability to learn from experience in a critical yet sensitive and open-minded way;

(iii) Creative and cogent interpretation of the data that represents it accurately;

(iv) Seeks solutions to problems and ways forward showing resourcefulness and careful reflection;

(v) Communication that has an impact on the reader;

(vi) Lucid and well-structured;

(vii) Use of effective and creative means of communication. 

	B (60-69)

(i) Understanding and insight based on a degree of self-awareness;

(ii) Ability to learn from experience showing some measure of criticality, sensitivity and open-mindedness;

(iii) Cogent interpretation of the data that represents it accurately;

(iv) Seeks some solutions to problems and ways forward showing a measure of resourcefulness and reflection;

(v) Communication that is interesting and sensitive to the needs of the reader;

(vi) Mostly clear and well-structured;

(vii) Use of effective means of communication.
	C (50-59)

(i) Some understanding, insight and self-awareness;

(ii) Ability to learn from experience demonstrated with accurate description and open-mindedness;

(iii) Reasonably cogent and accurate interpretation of the data that relies on published material;

(iv) Makes some attempt to find solutions to problems and ways forward;

(v) Communication that is readable and holds some interest;

(vi) Sometimes clear and structured;

(vii) Some effectiveness in means of communication.

 

	D (40-49)

(i) Limited understanding, insight and self-awareness, sufficient for a pass;

(ii) Some ability to learn from experience with reasonably accurate description;

(iii) Limited attempt to interpret the data;

(iv) Limited attempts to find solutions and ways forward;

(v) Communication just acceptable and readable;

(vi) Limited in clarity and structure, sufficient for a pass;

(vii) Limited effectiveness in means of communication.
	F (30-38) F*(20-29)

(i) Very limited/absent understanding, insight, self-awareness;

(ii) Ability to learn from experience only slightly/not at all demonstrated;

(iii) Poor/no attempt to interpret the data;

(iv) Poor/no attempt to find solutions and ways forward;

(v) Communication poor/unintelligible;

(vi) Lack of clarity and structure makes reading difficult/impossible;

(vii) Poor/no effective means of communication.


Assessment Criteria for Learning Journals 

	A* (80-90)

(i) Demonstrates a sophisticated level of ‘reflection’ drawing on a multiplicity of experiences whilst able to remain concise and insightful; 

(ii) Offers mature and insightful evaluations of the impact of the experience on future actions; 

(iii) Offers honest, considered and highly reflective appraisals of personal strengths and weaknesses; 

(iv) Offers detailed, in-depth reflection on unanticipated outcomes of the experience and how these played a part in personal development; 

(v) Highly competent ability to attribute learning and development to specific sources i.e. reading etc; 

(vi) Uses the Learning Journal criteria as a framework for in-depth reflection but moves beyond the structure identifying a variety of other significant areas for discussion.
	A (70-79)

(i) Demonstrates a very good level of ‘reflection’ drawing on an increasing range of experiences whilst able to remain concise and insightful; 

(ii) Offers insightful evaluations of the impact of the experience on future actions; 

(iii) Offers honest, considered appraisals of personal strengths and weaknesses; 

(iv) Offers very good reflection on unanticipated outcomes of the experience and how these played a part in personal development; 

(v) Very good ability to attribute learning and development to specific sources i.e. reading etc; 

(vi) Uses the Learning Journal criteria as a framework for reflection but moves beyond the structure identifying other significant areas for discussion.



	B (60-69)

(i) Demonstrates a clear ability to reflect on experience and identify the impact of such on learning; 

(ii) Offers a maturing consideration of the impact of the experience on possible futures; 

(iii) Makes full use of the Learning Journal criteria and shows an ability to move beyond the criteria to discuss other factors.


	C (50-59)

(i) Demonstrates an ability to make thoughtful though tentative reflections on the experience; 

(ii) Demonstrates an ability to identify and evaluate where learning has taken place and why; 

(iii) Demonstrates an understanding of the impact of the experience upon future actions; 

(iv) Reflects on aspects of the experience as outlined in the Learning Journal criteria and is able to identify some other issues to comment upon.



	D (40-49)

(i) Demonstrates some though limited ‘reflections’ with an overall tendency to ‘describe’ experiences and not offer evaluation of them; 

(ii) Makes some though limited comment on where learning has taken place and why;

(iii) Makes brief comment on all aspects of the experience as outlined in the Learning Journal criteria but does not ‘go beyond’ the questions.
	F (30-38) F*(20-29)

(i) Very limited ability / failure to ‘reflect’ on experiences - mere ‘description’;

(ii) Very limited / no consideration of the impact of experiences on future actions;

(iii) Very scant consideration of / no consideration of all aspects of the experience as outlined in the Learning Journal criteria
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