BMSB4000: Academic Skills for Higher Education
Assignment 1: Marking Table 

Engagement with Literature

Knowledge and Understanding
	Mark  
	Descriptor 
	What the student has produced 
	Tick 

	0-5
	Very weak engagement with referencing conventions
	
Most citations left uncorrected; many errors remain; reference list largely incorrect or missing key elements; inconsistent or incorrect Harvard formatting throughout.
	

	
	Limited but partially correct referencing
	Some citations corrected but several errors still present (e.g., missing years, incorrect punctuation, wrong order); reference list shows partial correction but contains multiple inaccuracies.
	

	10-12
	Good engagement with Harvard
	
Most citations corrected accurately with only minor slips (e.g., misplaced commas or brackets); reference list mostly correct with small inconsistencies in formatting or capitalisation.
	

	13-14
	Very strong referencing
	All citations corrected accurately except for one very minor formatting issue; reference list entries correctly structured with only tiny inconsistencies.
	

	15
	Perfect referencing
	
Every citation corrected accurately; all reference‑list entries fully correct; no punctuation, order, capitalisation, or structural errors.

	


	Mark 
	Descriptor 
	What the student has produced 
	Tick 

	0-5
	Major gaps in understanding 
	
Student misidentifies citation types; confuses organisation vs individual authors; applies incorrect Harvard structures; corrected citations still contain fundamental errors.
	

	6-7
	Limited understanding 
	Some correct identifications (e.g., author‑prominent vs information‑prominent) but inconsistent; corrected citations show partial understanding; reference list corrections contain structural mistakes.
	

	8
	Good understanding
	Correctly identifies most citation types; applies Harvard rules accurately in most corrections; only minor misunderstandings visible in a few corrected entries.
	

	9-10
	Very good understanding 
	Correctly identifies all citation types; corrected citations and references show strong grasp of Harvard structure with only very small slips.
	

	11-15
	Excellent understanding 
	All corrections demonstrate complete, accurate understanding of Harvard conventions; no conceptual errors in any corrected citation or reference.
	



Cognitive and Intellectual Skills 

	Mark 
	Descriptor 
	What the student has produced 
	Tick 

	0-9 (0-39%)
	Descriptive only 
	Student corrects some citations but without clear logic; corrections appear guess‑based; errors remain unaddressed; no evidence of analysing what was wrong.
	

	10-12 (40-49%)
	Limited evaluation 
	Student identifies some errors and corrects them logically; some corrections are accurate but others show misunderstanding; reasoning is inconsistent.
	

	13-14 (50-59%) 
	Good evaluation 
	Student consistently identifies what is wrong in each citation; corrections are mostly accurate and logically justified through the changes made.
	

	15-17 (60-69% 
	Very good evaluation and analysis 
	Student demonstrates clear analytical thinking; every correction shows understanding of what was wrong and why the new version is correct.
	

	18-25(70-100%)
	Excellent 
	Every correction is precise, accurate, and clearly based on strong analytical judgement; all errors are identified and corrected with complete accuracy.
	








Practical Skills 
	Mark 
	Descriptor 
	What the student has produced 
	Tick 

	0-9 (0-39%) 
	Very weak to weak  application
	Many citations remain incorrect; reference list largely unchanged or incorrectly corrected; Harvard rules not applied in practice.
	

	10-12 (40-49%) 
	Basic Application 
	Some citations corrected correctly; others contain errors; reference list partially corrected but inconsistent; practical application is uneven.
	

	13-14 (50-59%) 
	Good application 
	Most citations and references corrected accurately; only minor formatting or ordering issues remain; demonstrates practical competence.
	

	15-17 (60-69%)
	Very good application 
	
All citations and references corrected accurately except for one or two very small issues; strong practical use of Harvard conventions.
	

	18-25 (70-100%) 
	Excellent to Exceptional application
	All corrections accurate, well‑structured, and professionally presented.

All citations and references corrected perfectly; formatting, punctuation, order, and structure are consistently accurate across both tasks.
	








Transferable Skills: 

	Mark 
	Descriptor 
	What the student has produced 
	Tick 

	0-7 (0-39%) 
	Poor structure and clarity 
	
Corrections are messy, unclear, or disorganised; difficult to see what has been corrected; layout inconsistent.
	

	8-9 (40-49%)
	Basic clarity 
	Corrections are understandable but not well‑organised; inconsistent formatting; presentation lacks polish.
	

	10-11 (50-59%)
	Good clarity and organisation
	
Corrections clearly presented; layout mostly consistent; easy to follow the corrected citations and references.
	

	12-13 (60-69%)
	Very good professional standard
	Corrections are well‑structured, professionally presented, and easy to read; formatting consistent throughout.
	

	14-20
	Excellent to Exceptional professionalism
	
Highly professional presentation; corrections are clear, coherent, and formatted to a consultancy standard.
	




