[bookmark: _GoBack]						Assignment 1		Assignment 2	 	Total

Pritchard (1715644)			59			50			55
Thomas (2301429)			50			63			57


Pritchard (assignment 1)
On the right lines and a broadly coherent account, though there are lots of small slips and questionable points. Margaret Gelling would have been a more reliable guide to the topic than Whynne-Hammond! Deadlines are horrible and I still go right to the wire with most of my own work, but if you could manage to
get me some kind of draft of the next assessment a week or so beforehand we could iron out many of the wrinkles before submission.

Pritchard (assignment 2)
There is a decent amount of good material in here, but the focus of the essay drifts around and I get little sense of what the range of place-names of one particular area can offer. The (rather large) area of Dyfed becomes the focus of the second part of the work, but by concentrating on names in bryn, bron and bre you are not really able to illustrate much of the range of languages and name-types that you quite rightly mention in general terms. Closer attention to detail, in the opinions that you summarise and in the spellings of the names, would have improved the work.


Thomas (assignment 1)
There are some lucid sections drawing on appropriate accounts of the subject, but there is quite a lot here that is not really relevant to the topic of _Celtic_ names in England, and the whole piece could have been rather better structured. Both of these problems might have been resolved if I'd had chance to see a draft before submission. I do know all about the horror of deadlines, but if you can get me something a week or so early next time you could improve your mark by a fair bit!

Thomas (assignment 2)
Plenty of evidence of solid engagement with the subject here. A good range of names and some nice examples cogently set out. Good attention to the sources. Some of the details go a bit astray, and sometimes you wander rather off-topic and into wider matters of cultural history (e.g. primogeniture in place of partible succession ...). Your work would benefit from a bit more care in its presentation. Details are often a bit out: e.g. Ekwall, correct in the bibliography, is Eck- throughout the text and Wmffre often Wwffre.
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