QV31 ENGLISH AND HISTORY UG MARKING CRITERIA (for SEL2218 and SEL3377)

INTERDISCIPLINARY ESSAYS As you are working across two subjects and are trained to work as historians and as literary
scholars, you will be exposed to a number of common and differing approaches to sources, close-readings, critical analysis and
research literatures. You are welcome to fuse the two in any given assessment, including your second-year research project and
final dissertation, but you are by no means required to do so. Your work may reflect a more pronounced engagement with English
or History depending on your intellectual interests, although we hope that exposure to both will inform your thinking throughout your

three years.

General Description Mark Criteria
o Shows all the qualities of first-class work, performed to an exceptional standard
in most areas and is of publishable or near publishable standard.
90-100 | Redefines the terms of critical debate, develops innovative methodologies, or
contributes significant new knowledge to the research field
o An authoritative and insightful argument, outstanding and comprehensive
FIRST (157) Work in this range distinguishes itself from the urlwderstanding,. executed with a high level of skill and polish.
upper second band by its maturity, consistent display of high- * Elsplays qualltles.of Ip os?{thad'l:.a tel \gogkt d establish lear ind dent
level critical thinking and breadth and depth of knowledge 80— 89 ¢ ng?ges persuasively with critical debate and establishes a clear independen
about the subject material. It will have an elegantly structured posttion | . o "
argument, demonstrate reading beyond course material, be . An.ambmgus qnd well-supported argyment, demonstrating striking critical
polished and fluent, and demonstrate a strong command over |n5|ght \{vrltten in a clear apd persuasive style. . .
discipline-specific knowledge. * Sophisticated understanding of the research area with a highly competent and
comprehensive knowledge of the primary and secondary materials and key
70-79 critical issues
o A skilfully executed argument which makes use of a wide range of evidence and
displays sustained critical independence, cogent analysis, and/or advanced
data analysis skills, expressed in lucid and sophisticated prose.
UPPER SECOND (2:1) Work in this range shows strong
knowledge of the subject ranging beyond the module material. o Detailed and secure knowledge of primary/secondary materials and key critical
It will show competence in academic style and command of issues or of relevant theories and methods
discipline-specific vocabulary. It will have evidence of critical o Evidence of independence of thought and an effort to engage with critical
thinking but will demonstrate some issues of thought, style, 60 - 69 complexities, particularly in the top range of the band
and/or expression. It will demonstrate breadth of knowledge o Aclear, persuasive, structured argument that is effectively supported with
but lack some depth, or vice versa. This work distinguishes carefully chosen evidence or data.
itself from the lower second band by its independence and its
persuasive level of competence.
LOWER SECOND (2:2) Work in this range shows adequate ) . ) o
knowledge of the subject and some ability to think beyond the e Basic knowledge of primary/secondary materials and key critical issues
module but relies substantially on module material. It will show with some errors of understanding and of fact
an uneven command of academic style and discipline-specific ¢ Anidentifiable argument, supported with appropriate evidence, but may
vocabulary. Work will show some level of analytical thinking, | 50-59 |  be too general, unevenly developed, more descriptive than analytical, or
though it will lack polish and independence and may present evidence gaps in logic or reason, especially at the lower end of the band
Etl;%)rlﬁtnsi,c(;ftfotzlifatﬂg :?gl:;s:rlw?n'gﬂiast ve\l/g(relftdtizgnguishes - o Work may lack independence, be too heavily reliant on module material and/or
from the third band by its degree of accuracy. secondary sources
THIRD (3%°) Work in this range shows some basic or limited e Partial knowledge of primary materials or theories, with highly limited or
]‘flnowifdg‘l? O'ftﬂ:je subject anf moddule matterllal. 'td\"(’j'!l Sh‘l)}’v a inaccurate knowledge of secondary materials and key critical issues
s;\évgficoxr/olg;lbila?;n}nr:zre ;ascbae gg::;se}/fsﬂa?o prEsCé%;naen 40-49|° An argument that may not be fully coherent, may qot sustain focus on
argument. This work distinguishes itself from a marginal fail in the qu'est'lon poseq, may Ia.ck structure, or uses primary/secondary
terms of the degree of knowledge and its demonstration of a material inappropriately or inaccurately
very basic level of competence. o Work may be largely descriptive with oversimplified analysis of the material
MARGINAL FAIL Work in this range shows insufficient or e Highly limited or partially erroneous knowledge of the primary materials with
ﬂﬁwr?d ]!(EOMGdgG oftthe S“bTJECt anq”n;)odule mzfﬂe;lal,l falling little to no sense of secondary materials or key critical issues
:ng o%issaizlr?s(.xl)tm V\zﬁ :r?g\?v. IittI:rti \:]'L cc?mnrf:rzl q ?J(f) ;J(?ag(;rrgirs 35_39|°® A response that relies on opinion or unsupported assertion, rather than
style and discipline-specific vocabulary. The work ST
distinguishes itself from a fail by showing some knowledge and * Work lacks coherence, structure, and/or focus
effort, even if it is highly limited.
FAIL Work in this range is incomplete and/or shows lack of
knowledge of the subject and incompetence in handling of o Lack of understanding of primary/secondary materials and key critical issues
material. There are likely to be significant factual errors and 0-34 | e Minimal effort and understanding, containing serious errors

omissions. It will show a very poor standard of academic style
and will be largely incoherent

e May violate rubrics and appropriate academic standards.




