


To be completed by marker
	FEEDBACK SECTION A:  PERFORMANCE AGAINST ASSESSMENT CRITERIA
The two sections below do not imply that these criteria are equally weighted. The marking criteria are used holistically in determining a mark. The tick boxes associated with each section indicate broad areas of strength and weakness; no appeal is permitted based on their relationship to the overall mark.


	Knowledge, understanding, and argument

	Outright Fail
	Marginal Fail
	3rd
	2:2
	2:1
	1st
	High 1st

	
	
	
	x
	
	
	

	The presentation exhibits limited knowledge about the 1980s history. The critical understanding of the source is also limited. The presentation offers very little in terms of analysis. A lot of the what the author said was a repetition of the clips she played.


	Presentation

	Outright Fail
	Marginal Fail
	3rd
	2:2
	2:1
	1st
	High 1st

	
	
	
	x
	
	
	

	The presentation was coherent and easy enough to follow; however the slides sometimes did not link very well. The idea to play such long clips was also not a good choice. It took too much time; time that should have been devoted to an analysis.


	FEEDBACK SECTION B: OVERVIEW AND SUGGESTIONS FOR IMPROVEMENTS


	Overview 42

This is an adequate presentation. The primary source is well selected; there is an attempt at analysis, and there is some knowledge here. However, there is plenty of room for improvement.


	Suggestions for improvements


	1. Commit to a thorough and intendent analysis. The task at hand was to analyse a primary source. This means identifying the most salient themes in the source and unpacking their meaning. A repetition of ideas presented in a source in an uncritical manner is not enough. It might be a starting point but more need to be done with it.

	2. Think about structure. Replaying bug chunks of the primary source in such a short presentation is never a good idea. It is distracting for the audience and limits your time as a speaker. 

	 








