Marking Criteria for the Assessment of Written Work: Reports
With all assessment, judgments will include an element of subjectivity. However, the School is able to offer you the following indicators, which will help you to assess your performance and progress.
HIGH FIRST CLASS (marks of 80 and above)
High First class work is of an outstanding standard. It will display all, of the following attributes:
· a clear and sharp focus upon the question of arguably publishable quality
· a sophisticated awareness of the dimensions of archaeological and theoretical debate
· a broad, sophisticated and deep knowledge of the relevant topic 
· a highly cogent and structured argument, with traces of originality
· a subtle and highly perceptive analysis, perhaps with glimpses of originality
· based upon a wide and thorough reading of primary (where applicable) and secondary source materials
· written with exceptional fluency, clarity and accuracy 
· presentation to an outstanding scholarly standard, including a full bibliography, clear referencing
· Structure, clear report structure, well-constructed with all essential elements
· Exceptional use/manipulation of highly appropriate data
· Appropriate and meaningful illustrations clearly targeted on topic


FIRST CLASS (marks of between 70 and 80 and above)
First class work is of an excellent standard. It will display some, but not necessarily all, of the following attributes:
· a clear and sharp focus upon the question
· a sophisticated awareness of the dimensions of archaeological and theoretical debate
· a broad and deep knowledge of the relevant topic 
· a highly cogent and structured argument
· a subtle and highly perceptive analysis, perhaps with glimpses of originality
· based upon a wide and thorough reading of primary (where applicable) and secondary source materials
· written with fluency, clarity and accuracy 
· presentation to a high scholarly standard, including a full bibliography and clear referencing
· Clear report structure evident, reasonably well-constructed with essential elements
· Excellent use/manipulation of appropriate data
· Appropriate, meaningful and targeted illustrations 



UPPER SECOND CLASS (marks between 60 and 69)
Upper Second Class work is of a very good standard. It may show some of the qualities of First Class work, but not in a sustained way. Work of the Upper Second Class is characterised by some, but not necessarily all, of the following attributes:
· a clear focus upon the question
· an awareness of the archaeological and theoretical dimensions of the debate
· a broad knowledge of the relevant topic, though with some gaps
· a well developed and solidly structured argument
· a good and thoughtful analysis 
· based upon a wide reading of primary (where applicable) and secondary source materials
· written with some clarity and accuracy, although minor issues may be evident
· presentation to a scholarly standard, including a bibliography and referencing
· Clear report structure evident, reasonably well-constructed with attempt at main elements
· Good use/manipulation of appropriate data
· Appropriate and meaningful illustrations 

LOWER SECOND CLASS (marks of between 50 and 59)
Lower Second Class work is of a good standard. It is work that may show some of the qualities of work in a higher class, but not in a sustained way.  Lower Second Class work displays some, but not necessarily all, of the following features:
· some focus on the question, though not sustained or always clearly focused
· some grasp of the archaeological and theoretical dimensions of the debate 
· a sound knowledge of the relevant topic, with some limitations
· a reasonable level of argument 
· some analysis but not sustained and mixed with description/ narrative
· some reading of the secondary source materials but significant gaps in the bibliography
· written in a satisfactory style, with some accuracy.
· presented to a reasonable scholarly standard, but with problems in the bibliography and/ or referencing.
· Report structure should be evident, although sections may be mixed or incomplete. 
· Satisfactory use/manipulation of appropriate data
· Useful and meaningful illustrations 

THIRD CLASS (marks of between 40 and 49)
Third Class work is of an adequate/fair standard for an honours degree. It may show some of the qualities of work in a higher class, but not in a sustained way. Work in this class is marked by some, but not necessarily all, of the following qualities:
· limited understanding of and focus upon the question 
· lacks structure and a sustained argument
· some knowledge of the relevant topic but with significant limitations
· tends towards description, with glimpses perhaps of analysis
· limited range of reading or familiarity with the secondary literature
· some attempt at following scholarly standards of presentation, though problems with referencing and/or bibliography
· limited attention to writing style, clarity or accuracy
· report structure less evident, incomplete and/or section contents mixed 
· Adequate use/manipulation of appropriate data less evident
· Less appropriate or meaningful illustrations 

FAIL CLASS (marks of 39 and below)
Fail class work is unsatisfactory. It is work that may display some of the characteristics of the Third Class standard but not in a sustained or significant amount. 
· Very limited understanding of the question or focus upon it
· Lacks structure and argument
· Limited knowledge of the relevant topic
· Descriptive and narrative in structure
· Little evidence of sustained reading or familiarity with the secondary literature
· Fails to meet accepted norms of scholarly standards of presentation, including both referencing and bibliography.
· Weak writing style.
· Little or no report structure, no adherence to conventions.
· Poor use/manipulation of appropriate data
· Superfluous and less meaningful illustrations


Please note the fail mark can be between 0 and 39 and will include answers that are unacceptable. They may be unacceptably short (although relevant and otherwise reasonably good), or longer but show confusion by wholly misunderstanding the question. Reports which are well written but irrelevant or even flippant may fall into this class. This category refers to answers which fail because of the limited nature of the content.
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