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MODULE ASSESSMENT APPROVAL FORM
(INCLUDING COLLABORATIVE PROVISION)
This form is used to ensure that assessment specifications have been through an internal review process prior to external examination/approval and release to students. It should include details for each assessment for a particular module. The assessment tasks, criteria and marking scheme should accompany this form.

UWTSD PROVISION: please submit the completed document to the appropriate Programme Manager.

COLLABORATIVE PROVISION: please submit the completed document to the Partnership Team Leader. This must be in accord with specific arrangements for sharing electronic documents (e.g. via SharePoint or similar).

The assessment tasks, criteria and marking scheme should accompany this form

	PARTNER (and taught location if relevant):
	

	EXTERNAL EXAMINER NAME:
	Dr Stephen Rippon

	MODULE COORDINATOR:
	Dr Louise Steel

	MODULE TITLE:

	Art and Representation in the Ancient Near East

	MODULE CODE:
	HPAH7016
	MODULE LEVEL:

	

	TYPE OF ASSESSMENT(S):
	☒ Coursework
	☐ Examination
	☐ Practical

	LANGUAGE OF ASSESSMENT(S):
	English
	TRANSLATION REQUIRED 
	☐ Yes
☒ No

	FOR EXAMINATIONS SPECIFY BELOW ANY ADDITIONAL MATERIAL(S) TO BE USED IN THE EXAMINATION

	
This box will expand as you type



	INTERNAL MODERATOR PLEASE TICK TO INDICATE THAT THE ASSESSMENTS INCLUDES:
	Please ü
	Comments

	
	YES
	NO
	

	1
	Tasks that are specified clearly, accurately and comprehensibly, with appropriate use of language and neat presentation
	☒	☐	

	2
	Tasks which enable the module learning outcomes to be demonstrated (as per the module syllabus)
	☐	☒	Portfolio overall yes, but only when changes outlined below applied

	3
	Tasks which conform to the assessment described in the module syllabus
	☒	☐	

	4
	Tasks which are written at the appropriate level of the Framework for Higher Education Qualifications (see http://www.qaa.ac.uk/docs/qaa/quality-code/qualifications-frameworks.pdf?sfvrsn=170af781_14). 
	☐	☒	At the moment under-assessed for appropriate level, even word limits summarise to 7500 words (see comments below)

	5
	Clear criteria for assessment and guidance about how marking/grading will be applied
	☒	☐	

	6
	Guidance about expected evidence for submission, e.g. essay or report, word count, bibliography and references
	☒	☐	

	7
	Reference to good academic conduct, for example
referencing, plagiarism and Turnitin
	☒	☐	

	8
	Actions to complete

This module follows on from a 20 credit module taught until last year where the critical analysis of an ancient artwork or image counted 25% of the module mark in addition to an essay connecting objects with the methods / theoretical issues raised in one of the sessions of the module (75%). Bringing both ideas together in one research portfolio is to be welcomed and makes more sense in regard to the learning outcomes. 

However, I think, the module assessment as presented here is not well weighted or even underassessed (even the given word limits add up to the lowest number of word equivalents applied to 30 credit MA modules). 

I would agree with the equivalents for part 1 and 2 of the portfolio; part 3 on the other hand is heavily over-weighted, both in word limit as well as in percentage to the overall module mark. The poster or presentation is based on the critical analysis done in part 2 as the assessment description specifically highlights that all three parts are one research portfolio based on one chosen representation / object / image. As such, the poster or the presentation is another way on how to present the same research again. This in its own right is a useful skill to learn both in regard to reiterating the research as well as learning employability skills and I do not dispute that at all. However, marking this as the assessment with the highest word count equivalent (3000 words) and weigh it as 50% within the portfolio only based on being a different method of presenting of research already marked before or in a different part can only be achieved if the marker focuses on specific design ideas applied, inclusivity of potentially disadvantaged audiences or similar. This is not backed up by or even highlighted in the marking criteria or learning outcomes where the focus lies on critical evaluation of how art in ancient civilisations was received and represented then and in the modern world. The 3000 word limit would be understandable if part 2 (analysis) would not have been part of the portfolio and the hidden research task underpinning poster or PPTX has to be calculated in. 

I suggest to put the focus on the research, especially as the marker specifically asking for the theoretically informed / underpinned analysis of the object and suggest the following changed word limits and percentages:
 
Assessment 1: Critical review of a key text (article book chapter) relevant to your chosen representation/art object/image - equivalent to 2500 words (25%) 
 
Assessment 2: A theoretically informed analysis of your chosen representation/art object/image, drawing upon one of the approaches covered in the module. Equivalent 3500 words (50%) 
 
Assessment 3: A poster or PowerPoint presenting your chosen representation/art object/image and considering either its use, value and life history (biography) within its ancient context/setting or its reception and itinerary within the modern world. Equivalent 1500 words (25%) 

In this connection I would also move the submission date of part 2 later in the module. All of these changes would bring the module in line with similar assessments on both UG and PGT level.

Another possibility would be to bring down the word limit of the PPTX / poster and add an additional essay, but this would not flow as nicely as the above.




	SIGNATURE OF APPROVAL:
	SIGNATURE
	DATE

	INTERNAL MODERATOR: I confirm that this version of the assessment specification is ready to be sent to the External Examiner/Partnership Team Leader
	
Dr Katharina Zinn
	
19/10/2020




ONLY TO BE COMPLETED IF THE ASSESSMENT IS LINKED TO A COLLABORATIVE PARTNER
	PARTNERSHIP TEAM LEADER PLEASE TICK TO INDICATE THAT THE ASSESSMENTS INCLUDES:
	Please ü
	Comments

	
	YES
	NO
	

	1
	Tasks that are specified clearly, accurately and comprehensibly, with appropriate use of language and neat presentation
	☐	☐	

	2
	Tasks which enable the module learning outcomes to be demonstrated (as per the module syllabus)
	☐	☐	

	3
	Tasks which conform to the assessment described in the module syllabus
	☐	☐	

	4
	Tasks which are written at the appropriate level of the Framework for Higher Education Qualifications (see http://www.qaa.ac.uk/docs/qaa/quality-code/qualifications-frameworks.pdf?sfvrsn=170af781_14). 
	☐	☐	

	5
	Clear criteria for assessment and guidance about how marking/grading will be applied
	☐	☐	

	6
	Guidance about expected evidence for submission, e.g. essay or report, word count, bibliography and references
	☐	☐	

	7
	Reference to good academic conduct, for example
referencing, plagiarism and Turnitin
	☐	☐	

	8
	Actions to complete



This box will expand as you type



	SIGNATURE OF APPROVAL:
	SIGNATURE
	DATE

	PTL: I confirm that this version of the assessment specification is ready to be sent to the External Examiner 

	

	




For completion by the External Examiner:
This assessment specification has been subject to internal scrutiny and approval processes.  As External Examiner, please consider and comment on its suitability. The assessment tasks, marking criteria and marking scheme accompany this form.

	
	EE Approval 
	EXTERNAL EXAMINER COMMENTS 

	
	YES
	NO
	

	FIRST DRAFT

	☐	☐	


This box will expand as you type

	
	
	
	Signature and date:


	FINAL DRAFT

	☐	☐	


This box will expand as you type

	
	
	
	Signature and date:
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