
Question 1
Looking back across this module, what have been the most important things you have learned about studying at university? (15 Marks)




	Marks
	Descriptor

	13–15
	Provides a thoughtful and well-developed reflection demonstrating clear personal learning with several relevant examples. Shows growing understanding of higher education expectations.

	10–12
	Identifies several important areas of learning and provides some examples to support discussion.

	6–9
	Identifies some learning but responses are mainly descriptive with limited reflection.

	0–5
	Limited awareness of learning or unable to identify significant developments.



Question 2
Assessment 1 focused on referencing and academic integrity.
How has your understanding of referencing and academic integrity changed since completing this assessment? (20 marks)






	Marks
	Descriptor

	17–20
	Demonstrates excellent understanding of referencing and academic integrity. Critically reflects on feedback received and clearly explains improvements made or planned. Uses examples from Assessment 1.

	13–16
	Good understanding with clear discussion of feedback and some evidence of improvement.

	8–12
	Basic understanding of referencing and feedback with limited examples.

	0–7
	Limited understanding of referencing, academic integrity or feedback.





Question 3
Assessment 2 explored the use of Generative AI.
How has this assessment influenced your understanding of using AI responsibly within higher education? (20 marks)




	Marks
	Descriptor

	17–20
	Demonstrates a clear understanding of ethical and responsible AI use. Recognises benefits, limitations and links to academic integrity and independent learning.

	13–16
	Good understanding of responsible AI use with some discussion of limitations.

	8–12
	Basic understanding but discussion lacks depth or contains minor misconceptions.

	0–7
	Limited understanding of responsible AI use or academic integrity.



Question 4
Thinking about the feedback from both assessments, did you notice any patterns or themes? (20 marks)





	Marks
	Descriptor

	17–20
	Identifies multiple themes across both assessments and explains how feedback will influence future work. Makes clear links between feedback and academic development.

	13–16
	Identifies key themes with some explanation of future application.

	8–12
	Discusses individual comments but makes limited connections between assessments.

	0–7
	Unable to discuss feedback meaningfully.




Question 5
Can you give an example of something you would now do differently if you completed either assessment again? (10 marks)





	Marks
	Descriptor

	9–10
	Identifies realistic and well-justified improvements supported by previous feedback.

	7–8
	Suggests appropriate improvements with some explanation.

	4–6
	Identifies general improvements but lacks detail.

	0–3
	Limited or unrealistic suggestions.




Question 6
Looking ahead, what are your academic goals for your next module and what specific actions will you take to achieve them? (15 marks)





	Marks
	Descriptor

	13–15
	Presents a clear, realistic and achievable action plan with specific strategies and appropriate use of university support where relevant.

	10–12
	Action plan is clear with appropriate strategies for improvement.

	6–9
	General action plan but lacks specificity or realism.

	0–5
	Limited or no evidence of future planning.
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· Award marks for the quality of reflection, not whether the student received positive or negative feedback on earlier assessments. 
· Students should not be disadvantaged for admitting mistakes if they demonstrate insight and learning. 
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	Criterion
	Excellent (70–100)
	Good (60–69)
	Satisfactory (40–59)
	Limited (<40)

	Reflection on feedback (35%)
	Insightful, honest and analytical reflection demonstrating clear understanding of strengths and areas for development with excellent use of examples from both assessments.
	Clear reflection with good discussion of strengths and weaknesses supported by examples.
	Describes feedback with some reflection but limited analysis or examples.
	Minimal reflection; largely descriptive or unable to discuss feedback meaningfully.

	Understanding of academic expectations (25%)
	Demonstrates excellent understanding of academic integrity, referencing, responsible AI use, assessment criteria and feedback.
	Good understanding of most academic expectations.
	Basic understanding although some misconceptions remain.
	Limited understanding of academic expectations.

	Action planning (25%)
	Presents a realistic, specific and achievable improvement plan showing clear application of feedback.
	Identifies appropriate actions with reasonable detail.
	Suggests general improvements but lacks specificity.
	Limited or unrealistic action planning.

	Communication (15%)
	Speaks clearly and confidently, answers questions thoughtfully and uses appropriate academic language.
	Generally clear communication with occasional prompting.
	Communicates ideas adequately but requires prompting or lacks clarity.
	Communication is unclear, very brief or unable to engage with questions.



