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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 (and taught location if relevant):
	

	EXTERNAL EXAMINER NAME:
	

	ASSESSMENT AUTHOR :
	Dr A Slater

	MODULE TITLE:

	Christian-Muslim Relations

	MODULE CODE:
	HPRS7023
	MODULE LEVEL:

	7

	COMPONENT NO. (e.g. 1 of 2):
	1: Portfolio
	COMPONENT WEIGHTING
(e.g. 50% of the module):
	40%

	ASSESSMENT PERIOD 
	 Semester 1
	 Semester 1  Re-sit
	x Semester 2
	 Semester 2 Re-sit
	Other, please state

	TYPE OF ASSESSMENT:
	x Coursework
	 Examination
	 Practical

	LANGUAGE OF ASSESSMENT:
	English
	TRANSLATION PROVIDED:
	/No

	TURNITIN CHECK FOR UNFAIR PRACTICE:  
	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
	Moderator/2nd Marker 
	Moderator/3rd Marker 
	Agreed Mark
	Comment

	2007506
	59
	59
	
	59
	1: a very good range of sources is included in this essay, demonstrating evidence of research ability, but the ‘raw materials’ could be better applied within the construction of the overall argument. The subject was rather ambitious, and probably needed more research and development time.
2: the overall argument and question requires greater clarity of purpose and precision than is presented here.  A final edit might have developed more coherence, as there are a number of interesting ideas and evidence of research here.  

	1602428
	66
	66
	
	66
	1: a strong paper on an underrepresented subject area, which made for an interesting essay. References were appropriate and detailed. Note: 
Ency. Britannica isn’t really appropriate at this level as a source.
2: more attention could be paid to diversity within respective traditions, rather than generalisations, in order to bring out some of the important themes. I agree with the tutor that utilisation of a wider literature base could contribute to developing the arguments further. 

	1700702
	71
	71
	
	71
	1: useful discussion. Sources could be expanded. Consideration of Christians in Jerusalem (and en route) would help. Not all ‘Franks’ were religiously motivated. The sources on the First Crusade were written many years after the events. The development of new forms of identities by Franks who stayed (and their descendants) could be considered across the period of the Latin Kingdom (1100-87). 
2: an excellent discussion, drawing on a range of sources and arguments appropriate at this level, demonstrating a depth of research, reflection and analysis. Note: reference to a specific edition of the Qur’an would be appropriate.

	2016047
	65
	65
	
	65
	1: This is an interesting discussion of important episode in Muhammad’s life.  Maybe reference to more academic sources would be helpful, alongside reference to sirah sources? The flight to Abyssinia of members of the early community (but not Muhammad) might also have been referred to. Otherwise, a good use of sources and an informed discussion. 
2: There’s evidence of reflection and research here, but the essay’s structure, source application and academic mechanisms could be improved (as highlighted by the tutor)

	2019474
	70
	70
	
	70
	1: reasonable essay, but it would benefit from expansion of sources used on this; better referencing and application of academic language would also improve this work. 
2: detailed and informed discussion, which is well-structured and argued. Reference could be made to how Husayn’s martyrdom forms a ‘template’ for later generations of practice and interpretation (including that of other imams). 

	1501966
	57
	57
	
	57
	1: The primary issue is an absence of detailed references from academic sources to substantiate points made and to back up the student’s knowledge – Ency. Britannica isn’t really appropriate at this level. The term ‘Islamic siege’ is problematic: why is it Islamic? Language used in this essay could be more academic and precise: i.e. “slaughter … on a lavish scale.”  There were political-military factors in this situation, and at times less polarity between Christians and Muslims than indicated in the discussion.
2: some useful discussion, although some gaps in papal approaches to ‘holy war’, that might be covered by improved application of a wider range of sources.

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	







	INTERNAL MODERATOR (or second marker)
	Please 
	Comments

	
	YES
	NO
	

	1
	Has agreement on the marks been reached?
	
	
	yes

	2
	Does feedback identify opportunities for improved performance?
	
	
	Feedback is detailed and informed, demonstrating strengths and weaknesses of the work, and makes valuable suggestions for improvements.

	3
	Is feedback constructive?

	
	
	Yes. It highlights where students have undertaken good work, and provides encouragement for improvements in other areas.  

	4
	Is the feedback linked to the appropriate category/ classification of the assessment criteria?
	
	
	Yes. It reflects the benchmarking standards.

	5
	Is the feedback consistent across the sample?
	
	
	Yes. It is substantial for all items in the sample.

	6
	Is there mention of improvement to referencing and consideration of unfair practice, where relevant?
	
	
	Yes. There were some papers which would have benefited from improved referencing. This is highlighted in the feedback.

	7
	Actions to complete

n/a

This box will expand as you type

	8
	How was agreement between markers reached?

n/a
This box will expand as you type




	INTERNAL MODERATOR (or third marker, only where required, i.e. where the first two markers have been unable to reach a resolution)
	Please 
	Comments

	
	YES
	
NO
	

	1
	Has agreement on the marks been reached?
	
	
	

	2
	Does feedback identify opportunities for improved performance?
	
	
	

	3
	Is feedback constructive?

	
	
	

	4
	Is the feedback linked to the appropriate category/ classification of 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


This box will expand as you type

	8
	How was agreement between markers reached?


This box will expand as you type



FOR COLLABORATIVE PROVISION ONLY

	PARTNERSHIP TEAM LEADER 
	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 appropriate category/ classification of 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



This box will expand as you type





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



This box will expand as you type







	Signed (internal moderator): 
[image: A picture containing silhouette

Description automatically generated]G. Bunt

	Date: 25.5.21



	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).


NOTES ON MODERATION

All assessments which contribute to a final award/degree classification must be subject to moderation. At their discretion, Faculties may use double-marking in place of moderation.
Where moderation is used, a Moderation of Marked Assessment report (Appendix GA28) should be completed.
A list of marks for all assessment components for all students in the module should accompany the Moderation Form. 
A representative sample of at least six pieces of work should be identified for moderation and should include:
· examples of work in the first class category (or equivalent for other awards);
· examples of work in the fail category;
· examples of work from each classification; 
· examples of work within 2% of a classification boundary (or equivalent for other awards);
· any work on which the marker wishes for a second opinion. 

If the moderation process identifies concerns relating to the marking in one or more categories, all work in the identified category must be double-marked and any residual differences in marks awarded by two markers must be resolved by means of discussion and negotiation. If such resolution is not possible, the work must be marked by a third marker identified by the Chair of the relevant Progression/Award Board. The marks awarded by the third marker are final. The process by which a final mark is agreed must be carefully documented so that the external examiner is able to follow that process.
Where a module is delivered by a collaborative partnership institution, moderation is normally a two stage process, with internal moderation at the collaborative partnership institution followed by University moderation.  
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