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Formal writing criteria and degree classifications

The staff who assess your written work may well be referring to a set of assessment criteria similar to those shown below. By comparing your own written work with these criteria before submitting it for formal assessment, or alternatively getting fellow students to assess your work with the criteria, and making any adjustments that are suggested by such a comparison, you may be able to improve your grades.  

NB Different staff have different preferences, and although most will agree with these criteria in general, they may well have individual likes and dislikes. Consequently, it is always best to check with each member of staff. A good rule of thumb is never to assume, and always to ask. 

Writing Style

This refers to the use of appropriate academic vocabulary and expressions (different academic disciplines have their own preferred sets of expressions, metaphors and the like) within the work to convey ideas and arguments clearly, effectively and, where the assessment method demands this skill, concisely. The use of ideas, arguments vocabulary and expressions of an appropriate degree of academic development, ‘level’ or ‘sophistication’. The ability to express ideas and arguments clearly.  

1st

Excellent use of appropriate language and expressions expressed an extremely clear manner.  

2.1

The expressions and vocabulary employed are almost all appropriate, and the language used is overwhelmingly of an appropriate level and clearly expressed.  

2.2

The vocabulary and expression are mostly appropriate. However, some sections employ vocabulary and/or expressions that are inappropriate for the academic field and/or of an inappropriately low level and/or expressed in an unclear manner.  

3rd
Some appropriate vocabulary and expression used; some ideas clearly expressed but many appear confused and/or of an inappropriately low degree of academic development.   

Refer

Inappropriate, non-academic vocabulary and expression used; few if any ideas or arguments clearly expressed and most of a very low academic level. 

Reasoning

This refers to the quality of the arguments employed– the extent to which the work employs valid conclusions supported by relevant evidence such as data, quotations, diagrams and the like.  

1st
Excellent grasp and application of reasoning skills employing sound, logical, coherent arguments constructed from well-supported conclusions that directly and fully answer the questions posed, or solve the problems set in the assessment. 

2.1

Good use of reasoning skills; most arguments sound; occasional examples of poorly supported conclusions based on irrelevant evidence; most conclusions answer well the questions posed, or solve the problems set in the assessment. 

2.2

Many sound arguments; several poorly supported conclusions; some aspects of the questions posed or problems set are not dealt with. 

3rd
Little evidence of a grasp of reasoning skills; few sound, well-supported conclusion; much irrelevant ‘evidence’; large sections of the questions or problems are not dealt with in the answers. 

Refer

No evidence of a grasp of critical reasoning skills; conclusions without evidence; conclusions unsupported, much irrelevant evidence on display; an overwhelming failure to deal with the specific questions or problems set. 

Reading and research

This refers to the degree to which the work displays evidence that the student has engaged in an appropriate quantity and level of reading and research. NB evidence usually takes the form of correctly formatted references to, or quotations or data from, the published work of relevant authorities in the area. 

1st
Abundant evidence of wide reading of material from appropriate sources at an appropriate academic level throughout the work; some of the sources employed have been identified and located by the student as a result of his or her independent research efforts; evidence, where appropriate, of a comprehensive and deep understanding of the recommended text/materials for the task

2.1

Evidence of a large amount of reading mostly from appropriate sources and/or at an appropriate academic level; one or two of the sources employed, have been identified and located by the student as a result of his or her independent research efforts; evidence, where appropriate, of a comprehensive and sound grasp of the recommended text/materials for the task

2.2

Evidence of some reading from a few sources; some sources are of an inappropriately low academic level; isolated use of the results of independent research efforts; emphasis on the recommended text/materials for the task

3rd
Evidence of reading and research suggests it was mostly limited to a shallow review of the recommended text and/or materials issued for the task; frequent reliance on a mixture of the following sources: popular media, the student’s personal experience, common-sense, guess-work. 

Refer

Little evidence of any reading or research with appropriate academic sources; Heavy reliance on a mixture of the following sources: popular media, the student’s personal experience, common-sense, guesswork.

Analysis

This refers to the degree to which the work displays a critical assessment of the materials the student has been exposed to or read and researched. This will frequently include a discussion of relevant conflicting arguments or viewpoints in the subject area. It reflects the depth of understanding of the material the resulting analysis displays; the ability to manipulate relevant data (where appropriate) to explain, criticise or support concepts and arguments used to answer the question set or problems posed in the assessment.

1st
Excellent critical assessment displaying a deep understanding of the material used; highly competent discussion of conflicting arguments and extremely competent manipulation of relevant data (where appropriate) revealing a deep understanding of the subject matter. 

2.1

Good critical assessment of much relevant material; competent discussion of conflicting arguments or viewpoints; confident manipulation of data (where relevant) revealing a good understanding of the subject matter.

2.2

Partially successful attempt to critically assess relevant material; limited discussion of conflicting arguments. Partially successful manipulation of data (where relevant) revealing a mostly sound but limited understanding of the subject matter.

3rd
Little effort to critically assess relevant material; emphasis on regurgitation of material; little or no discussion of conflicting arguments or ideas; little or no manipulation of data (where appropriate) suggesting a poor grasp of the subject matter.

Refer

No critical assessment of material; overwhelming emphasis on the simple regurgitation of material; vestigial or absent data manipulation (where appropriate) suggesting an extremely poor or non-existent understanding of the subject matter.

Originality

This refers to the degree to which the student, rather than relying solely on the work of other academics has offered their own conclusions based on a deep and critical understanding of the research they have undertaken in tackling the assessment tasks.

1st
Excellent development of independent and innovative arguments, discussions and conclusions based on research and reading undertaken in preparation for tackling the assessment tasks or questions.

2.1

High incidence of independent arguments, discussions and conclusions; some evidence of innovative thinking. 

2.2

Preponderance of standard or conventional arguments and conclusions; some reliance on the recommended texts/materials. Limited evidence of innovative thinking. 

3rd
Overwhelming reliance on standard arguments and conclusions drawn from a mixture of the following sources: texts/materials, popular media, the student’s personal experience, common-sense, guesswork.

Refer

Little if any evidence of independent thought or innovative ideas; heavy or total reliance on a mixture of the following sources: popular media, the student’s personal experience, common-sense, guesswork

Presentation

This refers to the degree to which the work uses standard academic conventions such as referencing and formal essay writing format, and employs correct written English (spelling, punctuation and grammar). 
1st
Excellent standard of referencing; correct essay format; excellent written English.

2.1

High standard of referencing; a few minor errors in the essay format and use of written English.

2.2

Good basic referencing techniques employed; some errors in the essay format and written English.

3rd
Faulty and partial referencing techniques employed; essay format deeply flawed; written English poor.

Refer

No evidence of knowledge of referencing techniques; informal essay format; written English extremely poor. 
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