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	BATCHELORS DEGREE ASSIGNMENT SPECIFICATION: Academic


	Student name:
	     
	Student P number:
	

	Programme:
	BA Performing Arts

	Module:
	Research Skills in the Performing Arts 2
	Module Level (4, 5, 6):
	6

	Module code:
	M3X8602
	Contribution to Overall 

Module Assessment (%):
	60%

	Lecturer:
	Jason Benson
	Internal Verifier:
	

	Assignment Title:
	Research Portfolio
	Assignment No (x of x):
	1 of 2

	Hand Out Date:
	4th October 2012
	Submission deadline:
	28th November 2012

	Referencing:
	In the main body of your submission you must give credit to authors on whose research your work is based. Append to your submission a bibliography that indicates the books, articles, etc. that you have read or quoted in order to complete this assignment (e.g. for books: surname of author and initials,  year of publication, title of book, edition, publisher: place of publication). 

	Disclosure: 

	I declare that this assignment and that which I submit to Turnitin is all my own work and that I have acknowledged all materials used from the published or unpublished works of other people. All references have been duly cited.

	Student’s Signature:

	Assignments will not be accepted without a signature here
	
Date:
	10am

	Turnitin: Lecturer to tick to indicate if an electronic version of the assignment must be submitted to Turnitin.  Note: the Turnitin version is the primary submission and acts as a receipt for the student.  Both electronic and paper versions MUST be submitted by the same deadline.  No marks will be released until both submissions are receivedLate submission of of the electronic version will result in a late penalty mark.  Penalties for late submission: Up to one week late, maximum mark of 40%.  Over one week late, Refer. Extensions must be submitted no later than 48 hours prior to submission to the department’s Secretary’s Office TK317.
	YES
	(

	
	NO
	


	Learning Outcomes tested

(from module syllabus)
	Assessment Criteria  To achieve each outcome a student must demonstrate the ability to:

	1. Design appropriate research questions and outline relevant methodologies for addressing them, especially towards the development of own dissertation/ project proposal


	Portfolio

· Formulation of appropriate research questions and methodologies for conducting the research 

· Knowledge:

· Major/relevant performance theories and terminology

· Collect and categorise ideas and information in a predictable and standard format

· Expression of independent thought

· Evidence & analysis

· Structure

· Grammar & spelling

· Presentation

· Referencing


· Please submit a written assignment in one poly pocket.  Portfolios may be submitted in an appropriate folder.
· This form (ALL PAGES) MUST be at the front of the paper submission.  Written assignments will not be accepted without this form as it is a requirement that you sign the disclosure regarding referencing convention. 
· DO NOT put this form into Turnitin.  Hard copy only.

· Submit hard copy to the submission box outside TK137 by 10am on the given date (Dept Secretary’s Office)

	TASK DESCRIPTION


You will undertake research informed by your own particular area of interest in the performing arts. With advice and guidance through regular tutorials you will generate a portfolio (3000 words) of your research to include a 500 word review of your progress.

Prepare and submit a soft/spiral bound review of your research project to include the following:

i. Aims of the research project 

ii. Areas of Investigation

iii. Methods / methodologies adopted for the study

iv. Literature Review

v. Research  schedule listing all the activities for the study

vi. Statement on ethics

vii. A 500 word analysis on the progress of your research

viii. A detailed bibliography in MHRA style

This assessment is the first part of your overall research project, the second half will take the form of a research seminar presentation in February 2012 which will demonstrate the final conclusions of your completed research.
	GUIDANCE FOR Students IN THE COMPLETION OF TASKS


1. Attend and proactively engage with lectures, seminars and tutorials 

2. Study materials from the ‘essential reading list’, and do as much ‘background reading’ as possible in order to get a more rounded view of the module 

3. Maintain a research file which documents all your research undertaken 

4. Identify an area of study in the performing arts which you wish to pursue for your research 

5. Undertake preliminary research as suggested by your module tutor into your subject area and possible methods of research

6. Formulate an appropriate research plan in order to pursue / answer the question

7. Begin critical analysis of information / data gathered

8. Demonstrate evidence of independent research by engaging in extensive reading and exploration of relevant material on your area of specific interest and relevant methodologies 

9. Generate and submit a 3000 word research portfolio to include all the relevant sections listed in the task description above

10. Familiarise yourself with the marking criteria (next page) relevant to these tasks (also posted on Moodle).

	MARKING CRITERIA (ACADEMIC)


	
	OUTRIGHT FAIL
	UNSATISFACTORY
	SATISFACTORY
	GOOD
	VERY GOOD
	EXCELLENT
	EXCEPTIONAL

	Marking Criteria

	0-29%
	30-39%*
	40-49%
	50-59%
	60-69%
	70-84%
	85-100%

	Information:
	Information is very limited, with many serious errors and omissions.

There is little indication that the student has attempted to fulfil the basic requirements of the work. 

Information may be misleading or irrelevant and presented in a way that misrepresents the purpose of the assignment.

Limited grasp of the relevant ideas and issues


	The information is limited, with some serious errors and omissions. 

There is some indication that the student has attempted to fulfil the basic requirements, but this is only an indication.

The information may be presented in a way that misrepresents the purpose of the assignment.


	The information presented is just adequate but may contain a number of significant lapses, errors and omissions. 

There is some indication that the student has attempted to fulfil the basic requirement of the brief.

Some information may be presented in a way that does not completely represent the purpose of the assignment but overall the work is satisfactory.

The ideas in the work are inconsistent and many fundamental problems overlooked.
	There has been an attempt to communicate relevant ideas through the work although these may be inconsistent.

The information presented is generally of a sound nature and addresses the assignment question but with a number of notable defects.

Problems have been identified and some solutions proposed

The ideas in the work have been assembled into an inconsistent response with some merit
	The information presented is generally of a sound or very sound nature and addresses the assignment question but with some defects.

Significant problems have been identified and a number of well argued solutions proposed.

The ideas in the work have been assembled coherently into a convincing response.

There has been a clear attempt to communicate ideas of significance through the essay. (Some ideas may not have been considered in full, however, and there are opportunities for further refinement)
	For a grade in the 70% - 84% band work will be clearly outstanding in at least one aspect. The information presented is of a very high standard, and addresses the assignment question comprehensively.

Certain problems have been identified and a number of significant solutions proposed.

The ideas in the work have been assembled coherently into a convincing response, and contribute an innovative approach to the task.

There has been a successful attempt to communicate ideas of significance through the essay/ presentation.
	For a grade in the 85%+ band work will be clearly outstanding in all aspects (Information, Structure, Spelling and Grammar, Use of Evidence and Analysis, Presentation Skills, Referencing); ‘work of high intellectual standard’.

	Structure:
	The work is very poorly structured.
The structure is such that the work is muddled, incoherent and unacceptable.

	The structure of the work is not entirely appropriate as such the work may be muddled or incoherent.
	The structure may be unclear and provides only basic support to the subject matter
The structure of the work is just satisfactory, but with a number of significant defects.
	The structure provides some support of the subject matter / argument although this may be inconsistent.
The structure of the work is generally sound, but with a number of notable defects.
	The structure is very clear and supports communication of the subject matter / argument.
The structure of the work is generally sound or very sound, but with some defects. (The defects, however, are matters of style/finish rather than fundamental errors).
	The structure of the work/ presentation is entirely appropriate, and offers no grounds for criticism.

The structure of the work is excellent in most respects, and where flaws exist, they are matters of style/finish rather than fundamental errors.

The work is structured and presented throughout in a manner which is entirely suited to the subject-matter.
	
See Above

	Spelling & Grammar
	There are many serious spelling and grammar errors.

	There are some serious spelling and grammar errors; doubtful and/ or fragmentary
	There are a number of significant spelling and grammar errors but not enough to completely obscure ideas presented.
	Generally sound, but with a number of notable defects; coherent.

	Generally good or very good, but with some defects; thorough and/ or coherent.
	Excellent in most respects; thorough and coherent.
	
See Above

	Use of Evidence and Analysis:
	There is no reference to appropriate theory and/ or other forms of evidence.
Inadequate or insufficient use of relevant sources and references.

Essential concepts are missing from analysis and evidence presented is of a very poor standard and/ or unacceptable.

The fundamental idea is not appropriate to the assignment question.

The evidence does not suggest that the work has evolved as a result of planning and research.
	There is little or no reference to appropriate theory and/ or other forms of evidence, overall level is inadequate/inappropriate/insufficient. 

The fundamental idea is not appropriate to assignment question.

Some essential concepts are missing from analysis.

The analysis is entirely derivative, generally superficial.
The evidence does not suggest that the work has evolved as a result of careful planning and research.

Key concepts misunderstood and ideas deficient / irrelevant.


	There is some reference to appropriate theory and/ or other forms of evidence with a number of significant errors and/ or omissions, overall level is just adequate.

The fundamental idea is not quite appropriate to the assignment question.

The evidence suggests that the work has evolved as a result of very limited planning and basic research.

Analysis shows little evidence of independent thought, although this is not particularly inspired or thorough.
A very limited, but just adequate understanding of key concepts and some ideas may be clearly wrong/deficient/irrelevant.
	There is some reference to appropriate theory and/ or other forms of evidence with a number of notable errors and/ or omissions.

The evidence suggests that the work has evolved as a result of limited planning and research.

Analysis shows some evidence of independent thought; competent but uninspired.
A limited, but generally sound understanding of key concepts with a number of notable defects.
The assignment task has been understood, and the brief followed, but with no exceptional insight.
	Strong use of evidence with appropriate references taken from a range of relevant sources.

The work demonstrates a clear ability to synthesise an understanding of relevant theories/ evidence through analysis.

A generally sound or very good understanding of key concepts with some defects.
Analysis indicates a good level of thought and consideration of the topics / concepts involved.

The assignment question has been understood, and the brief followed, with some insight and critical appraisal.
	Exemplary and judicious use of evidence, with excellent references taken from a range of relevant sources. 

The work shows awareness of current trends/debates in the performing arts and cultural practice and contributes a fresh approach to the task.

The work demonstrates an outstanding ability to synthesise ideas of significance through analysis and/or presentation.

Analysis used indicates a high level of thought and detailed consideration of the topics / concepts involved

The intellectual ideas to be found in the essay or upon which the work is based, constitute a valid, highly individual perspective on the concepts being addressed.

The brief has been followed in every respect and subjected to a rigorous critical appraisal where appropriate.
	
See Above

	Presentation / Viva Skills:
	The student cannot articulate a coherent defence or explain important concepts touched upon in the essay/ evaluation.

Presentation of work is clumsy, disjointed, difficult to follow, and lacks flair. 

There is a very poor link made between the text and illustrations used - very poor use of IT and vocal/physical presentation skills.
	Insufficient attempt to articulate a coherent defence or explain concepts touched upon in the essay/ evaluation.

There is a very poor link made between the text and illustrations used - very poor use of IT and vocal/physical presentation skills.

Presentation of work is clumsy, disjointed and difficult to follow.


	Attempt to articulate a defence or explanation of concepts touched upon in the work which is reasonably coherent.
There is an intermittent link between the text and illustrations used - satisfactory use of IT and vocal/physical presentation skills.

The presentation of work is adequate, although it shows little more than a basic grasp of the task.
	Articulate a defence or explanation of their work adequately for the most part.
There is a fairly consistent link between the text and illustrations used – generally sound use of IT and vocal/physical presentation skills.

The presentation of work is competent but uninspired, and shows more than a basic grasp of the task.
Student engages with arguments and/or criticism although the response demonstrates a number of flaws

	Articulate a strong defence or explanation of the work and provide reasons for their ideas in most respects.

There is a consistent link between the text and illustrations used – generally good or very good use of IT and vocal/physical presentation skills.

The presentation of the work gives a generally very good impression, although there will be some aspects in which it could be improved upon.

Student is reflective; can accept some useful criticism; and will have an understanding of the outcomes achieved.

All technical aspects of the work are dealt with effectively, although there may be some relatively small problems which the student should have considered.
	Articulate a convincing defence or explanation of the work in all respects with a persuasive rationale that is relevant, comprehensive and elegant.

There is a creative, complete and satisfying fusion of the technical and vocal presentation skills.

Student is reflexive; can accept most useful criticism; and will have an accurate understanding of the outcomes achieved.
	
See Above

	Referencing:
	Referencing is entirely absent or is very poorly executed with many serious errors and/ or omissions.

The MHRA referencing style is completely overlooked and no clear style is used.
	The referencing format is not consistent with that set out in the MHRA style guide. 

Referencing is entirely absent or is very poorly executed with some serious errors or omissions.
	The referencing format is consistent with that set out in the MHRA style guide, although there may be some significant errors and/ or omissions.
	Generally sound; the referencing format is consistent with that set out in the MHRA style guide, but may have a number of notable defects.
	Generally very good; the referencing format is accomplished and consistent with that set out in the MHRA style guide, but may have some minor defects.
	Excellent; the referencing format is exemplary and consistent with that set out in the MHRA style guide.
	
See Above


	Student Self Evaluation Form 

	Student name:
	
	Student P number:
	

	Programme:
	BA Performing Arts
	Year of programme 
	3

	Assignment Title:
	Research Skills Portfolio


This section repeats in brief the common assessment criteria detailed on previous pages. The extent to which these are demonstrated by you determines your mark. Using these criteria, tick the box that best indicates the level of achievement you feel you have achieved with regard to each of them. 

	Common Assessment Criteria Applied
	Level of Achievement

	
	REFER
	3rd
	2:2
	2:1
	1st
	1st

	
	OUTRIGHT FAIL
	UNSATISFACTORY
	SATISFACTORY
	GOOD
	VERY GOOD
	EXCELLENT
	EXCEPTIONAL

	1. Information 


	0-29%
	30-39%
	40-49%
	50-59%
	60-69%
	70-84%
	85-100%

	
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(

	2. Structure
	0-29%
	30-39%
	40-49%
	50-59%
	60-69%
	70-84%
	85-100%

	
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(

	3. Spelling & Grammar

	0-29%
	30-39%
	40-49%
	50-59%
	60-69%
	70-84%
	85-100%

	
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(

	4. Use of evidence & analysis

	0-29%
	30-39%
	40-49%
	50-59%
	60-69%
	70-84%
	85-100%

	
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(

	5. Presentation/Viva Skills

	0-29%
	30-39%
	40-49%
	50-59%
	60-69%
	70-84%
	85-100%

	
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(

	6. Referencing
	0-29%
	30-39%
	40-49%
	50-59%
	60-69%
	70-84%
	85-100%

	
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(


	PLEASE COMMENT ON AREAS IN WHICH YOU FEEL THAT YOU HAVE PERFORMED WELL 
	PLEASE COMMENT ON AREAS you feel that you need TO DEVELOP

	
	


	Student’s Name
	
	Date
	

	Student’s Signature
	





RESULT �
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