Assignment 2: Marking Grid
Engagement with Literature /10 (Task 1)
	Percentage Band 
	Marks 
	Descriptor  
	Moving Forward 
	Tick

	0-39%
	0-3 
	
	Moving forward: Revisit search strategies. Practise identifying credible reports, journal articles, and industry websites. Use keywords and filters to refine searches.
	

	40-49%
	4 
	Students select and provides either: 
1 source (journal article, industry report or organisation website) which is accurate, current and relevant to the research question. 
Or 2 or more sources (journal article, industry report or which are relevant, credible but not current. 

	Moving forward: Strengthen your ability to judge currency and credibility. Aim to locate all three required source types using targeted search terms.
	

	50-59%
	5 
	Student selects and presents 2 sources in total with 
1 source being relevant, credible, and current, and 1 source being relevant but not current. 
.
	Moving forward: Improve consistency by ensuring all sources meet both relevance and credibility criteria. Aim to include all three required source types.
	

	60-69%
	6 
	Students selects and presents either
2 sources which are credible, current, and relevant for the research question, and 1 source which is relevant, but either not current or lacks credibility. 

	 Aim for full accuracy by ensuring all three sources are current, credible, and clearly linked to the research question.

	

	70-100%
	7-10 
	Student selects and presents 3 high‑quality, fully appropriate sources: a credible report, a peer‑reviewed journal article, and a relevant professional/industry website. All clearly linked to employability skills.
	Moving forward: Maintain this standard by applying the same search rigour to longer assessments and more complex research tasks.
	



Knowledge and Understanding /15 (Tasks 1,2,3) 

	Percentage Bands 
	Marks 
	Descriptor  
	Moving Forward 
	Tick 

	0-39%
	5 
	Student cannot distinguish source types; CRAAP applied incorrectly or superficially; strength/weakness identification inaccurate or irrelevant.
	Moving forward: Revisit the characteristics of reports, journal articles, and websites. Practise applying CRAAP step‑by‑step with clear explanations.
	

	40-49%
	6-7
	Some correct identification of source types; partial CRAAP application; strength/weakness identified but explanation lacks clarity or accuracy.
	Moving forward: Strengthen your understanding by breaking down each source into author, purpose, date, and reliability. Clarify your reasoning when applying CRAAP.
	

	50-59%
	8
	Correct identification of source types; CRAAP Test applied with reasonable accuracy; strength and weakness identified with clear explanation.
	Moving forward: Deepen your explanations by linking CRAAP findings directly to the research question.

	

	60-69%
	9-10
	Strong grasp of source characteristics; CRAAP Test applied accurately across all elements; strength and weakness well‑explained and relevant.
	Moving forward: Aim for precision by addressing subtle issues such as author authority, publication venue, and potential bias.

	

	70-100%
	11-15 
	Excellent understanding across all tasks; flawless source identification; CRAAP applied expertly; strength/weakness explained with precision.
	Moving forward: Maintain this level by applying CRAAP to more complex sources (e.g., academic chapters, organisational white papers)
	



Cognitive and Intellectual Skills /20 (Task  2, 3) 
	Percentage Bands 
	Marks 
	Descriptor  
	Moving Forward 

	0-39%
	0-7
	Student lists features without analysis; CRAAP responses descriptive; strength/weakness stated without reasoning; no justification for source choices.
	Moving forward: Begin explaining why each feature matters. Compare incorrect vs correct examples to justify your decisions

	40-49%
	8-9 
	Some reasoning shown; partial justification; CRAAP includes some analysis but inconsistent; strength/weakness underdeveloped.
	Moving forward: Strengthen your reasoning by referencing specific CRAAP criteria and explaining their impact on source quality.


	50-59%
	10-11 
	Student justifies source types; CRAAP includes clear reasoning; strength/weakness explained logically.
	Moving forward: Deepen your analysis by linking your evaluation directly to the research question and employability skills.

	60-69%
	12-13 
	Consistent analytical thinking; CRAAP includes well‑reasoned judgements; strength/weakness insightful and supported.
	Moving forward: Push towards excellence by evaluating subtle issues such as bias, organisational agenda, and methodological limitations

	14-25 (70-100%)
	Excellent Analysis and Evaluation 
	Highly analytical work: precise justification of source types, deep CRAAP evaluation, and insightful analysis of strengths and weaknesses.
	Moving forward: Maintain this level by applying the same analytical depth to longer written assignments and more complex sources.




Practical Skills /25 (Task 1, 2, 3) 
	Percentage Band 
	Marks 
	Descriptor
	Moving Forward 
	Tick 

	0-39%
	0-7
	Ineffective searching; inappropriate sources; CRAAP not applied; strength/weakness unclear or incorrect.
	Moving forward: Practise using keywords, Boolean operators, and filters. Apply CRAAP systematically to improve evaluation accuracy.
	

	40-49%
	8-9
	Some evidence of searching; sources partially appropriate; CRAAP inconsistent; strength/weakness weakly supported.
	Moving forward: Improve consistency by using a search plan: keywords → filters → source checking → CRAAP evaluation.
	

	50-59%
	10-11
	Effective searching; appropriate sources; CRAAP applied correctly; strength/weakness clearly supported.
	Moving forward: Strengthen your justification by explaining why your search strategy was effective.
	

	60-60%
	12-13
	Strong searching strategy; well‑chosen sources; CRAAP applied thoroughly; strength/weakness analysis strong.
	Moving forward: Aim for excellence by refining your search terms and evaluating sources beyond surface‑level credibility.
	

	14-25(70-100%)
	Excellent application
	Highly effective searching; all sources appropriate; CRAAP Test applied expertly; strength/weakness analysis precise and professionally reasoned.
	Moving forward: Maintain this standard by applying advanced search strategies (subject filters, database selection, citation chaining).
	



Transferable Skills for Life and Professional Practice /25 (Tasks 1,2,3)

	Percentage Band
	Marks
	Descriptor  
	Moving Forward 
	Tick 

	0-39%
	0-9 
	Work is disorganised, incomplete and links to available, responses difficult to follow; lacks structure.
	Moving Forward: Ensure all links are accessible, and ensure that all tasks are completed. 
	

	40-49%
	10-12
	Work understandable but inconsistently structured; explanations lack fluency; presentation uneven.
	Moving forward: Strengthen clarity by using correct grammar, punctuation and academic language. 
	

	50-59%
	13-14
	Work clearly organised; explanations coherent; tasks completed within expectations.
	Moving forward: Aim for professional polish by improving efficiency of searching, and express your ideas logically and coherently. 
	

	60-60%
	15-17
	Work well‑structured, fluent, and professional; clear communication of reasoning across all tasks.
	Moving forward: Push towards excellence by refining tone, precision, and conciseness.
	

	18-25 (70-100%)
	
	Highly professional, concise, and coherent work; clear communication of search process, CRAAP evaluation, and source analysis.
	Moving forward: Maintain this level by applying the same clarity and organisation to longer written assignments.
	




Note: 
Please use this marking grid to assess the student’s practical work. Tick the relevant box in each section of the criteria to indicate the level achieved. When transferring marks and feedback to Turnitin, copy and paste the descriptor for each box you have ticked. You are welcome to include additional feedforward comments to guide the student’s future development.

Moving Forward: Ensure all links are accessible, and ensure that all tasks are completed.
