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APPENDIX GA28




MODERATION OF MARKED ASSESSMENT

This form is used to ensure that marked assessments have been through an internal and external review process. This form should be completed for each assessment for a particular module. 

	PARTNER
	

	EXTERNAL EXAMINER NAME:
	Lawrence Bignell


	ASSESSMENT AUTHOR :
	Phil Organ


	MODULE TITLE:
	MASTER’s PROJECT


	MODULE CODE:
	ACFB7003

	MODULE LEVEL:
	7

	COMPONENT NO. (e.g. 1 of 2):
	Part 1 (of 1)
	COMPONENT WEIGHTING
	Multiple submissions – portfolio (80%); viva (20%)

	ASSESSMENT PERIOD 
	 Semester 1
	 Semester 
2
	 Semester 3
(June to Sept 2026)
	Other, please state

	TYPE OF ASSESSMENT:
	 Coursework
	 Examination
	 Practical

	LANGUAGE OF ASSESSMENT:
	English
	TRANSLATION PROVIDED:
	Yes/No

	TURNITIN CHECK (UP) 
	Yes / No 



Students listed in the sample below must be registered on a UWTSD award.
	FOR COMPLETION BY INTERNAL MODERATOR
After moderation I am able to agree the marks of the sample as shown below. 

	Universal Student Number (ID)
	1st Marker mark
(PMO)
	2nd Marker 
(NM)
	Moderator/3rd Marker 
	Agreed Mark
	Comment

	PORTFOLIO (80%)

	2502779 (GC)
	66
	AGD (Agreed)
	NA
	66
	Submissions (and subsequent marking) on this final project are fairly consistent with the attainment elsewhere, with students reaching something of a plateau in terms of their approaches, decision-making, roles and responsibilities, etc. A good working team that delivered all the elements on time, with no oversights or lack of relevant material.

	2228381 (YL)
	70
	AGD
	
	70
	

	2228366 (ZL)
	66
	AGD
	
	66
	

	
	
	
	
	
	





	FOR COMPLETION BY INTERNAL MODERATOR
After moderation I am able to agree the marks of the sample as shown below. 

	Universal Student Number (ID)
	1st Marker mark
(PMO)
	2nd Marker 
(NM)
	Moderator/3rd Marker 
	Agreed Mark
	Comment

	VIVA (20%)

	2502779 (GC)
	68
	AGD (Agreed)
	NA
	68
	Final parts of the process are indicative of a solid team of students, each identifying an aspect of the animation to do individually, but with some overlap, where needed. Presentation and delivery of the final material were all of a very good standard, with nearly all approaching the high 70% level.

	2228381 (YL)
	70
	AGD
	
	70
	

	2228366 (ZL)
	66
	AGD
	
	66
	







	INTERNAL MODERATOR (or second marker)
	Please 
	Comments

	
	YES
	NO
	

	1
	Has agreement on the marks been reached?
	X
	
	The programme team working on this, throughout the summer months, were able to schedule tutorials, review progress, provide clear overviews on the marking and assessment checkpoints – and all on campus. Considerations and care were taken to ensure the percentages corresponded to the relevant components and checked and double-checked throughout. Students were able to fine-tune and direct the material appropriately, with this level of support and guidance, to arrive at a solid final piece and a good average (of marks) to end.

	2
	Does feedback identify opportunities for improved performance?
	X
	
	

	3
	Is feedback constructive?
	X
	
	

	4
	Is the feedback linked to the appropriate category/ classification of the assessment criteria?
	X
	
	

	5
	Is the feedback consistent across the sample?
	X
	
	

	6
	Is there mention of improvement to referencing and consideration of unfair practice, where relevant?
	X
	
	

	7
	Actions to complete N/A

	8
	How was agreement between markers reached? Sampling student submissions, going through spreadsheets, discussing quality and raising any salient points with reference to each submission / checkpoint (s)




EXTERNAL EXAMINER REVIEW ONLY FOR THOSE MODULES / ASSESSMENT COMPONENTS detailed in the annual GA15 External Examiner Agreement


	
EXTERNAL EXAMINER
	Please 
	Comments

	
	YES
	NO
	

	1
	Has appropriate internal moderation taken place?
	
	
	


	2
	Does feedback identify opportunities for improved performance?

	
	
	

	3
	Is feedback constructive?

	
	
	

	4
	Is the feedback linked to the assessment criteria?

	
	
	

	5
	Is the feedback consistent across the sample?

	
	
	

	6
	Is there mention of improvement to referencing and consideration of unfair practice, where relevant?

	
	
	

	7
	Actions to complete
















	Signed (internal moderator):
[image: ]

Nabeel Masih

	Date: September 2026

	Signed (Partnership Team Leader): 

	Date: 

	Signed (External Examiner):   



	Date: 



UWTSD PROVISION: please submit the completed document to the appropriate Programme Director.
COLLABORATIVE PROVISION: please submit the completed document (or make available electronically) to the Partnership Team Leader. This must be in accord with specific arrangements for sharing electronic documents (e.g. via SharePoint or similar).
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