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Academic session 2013
Human Evolution 

The course may bear some similarity to the lecture programme outlined below. The course will consist of lectures and some practical sessions.  The lectures are for one hour in Cliff Tucker on Tuesday 10.15 and two hours on Fridays in LR17 from 2.15-4.05. 

Lecture  Programme 

Tuesday 29th January 2013 
Introduction to the course. Evolutionary overview

Friday 30th January 2013

Ancestors to the Apes and Earliest Ancestors
Tuesday 5th February 2013
The Gracile Australopithecines
Friday 8th February 2013

The later Australopithecines/Emergence of the genus Homo
Tuesday 12th February 2013
Development of the Homo lineage 
Friday 15th February 2013
Homo erectus : the African and Asian records
Tuesday 18th February 2012
The Neanderthals and Modern humans: Homo sapiens
Friday 22nd February 2013
Out of Africa? Theories of modern origins and mind
These sessions will cover such themes as origin of bipedalism, social organisation of early hominins, hunting scavenging debates, provisioning, language, physical anthropology, ritual and art. 
Reading Week NO SESSIONS Luci will follow after reading week.


Assessment: AHAC6008 Human Evolution 
First Assignment 7th March, 
Second Assignment 7th May

Submission is through moodle by 2 p.m. on the deadline day.
Level Six Essay Questions:  Essay of 3000 words taken from the list below 

Essay titles

1. Given that we are the product of our evolutionary past, understanding how and where we evolved is central to palaeoanthropological enquiry.  Evaluate to what extent this statement is true of human evolutionary investigation. 

2. 'Our ability to understand and predict why modern humans look and behave the way we do today depends on our knowledge of the evolutionary pressures that shaped our developing lineage.’ Ward 2009.  Restricting your answer to one hominin, evaluate to what extent is this statement is demonstrated within human evolutionary studies. 

3. Hunting (and all associated behaviours) is often presented as both a central and essential development in human evolutionary history. Critically assess how hunting is addressed and discussed within the palaeoanthropogical community.

4. Critically assess the nature and value of primate studies when attempting to understand either the social organisation, behaviour or cognitive abilities of the early hominins.

MARKING CRITERIA FOR THE ASSESSMENT OF WRITTEN WORK

With all assessment, judgments will include an element of subjectivity. However, the module coordinators are able to offer you the following indicators of performance to aid your progress. These indicators are related to the specific learning outcomes of this particular assessment component.

Level 6 Essay Level specific skills

· Display a broad and detailed knowledge of the subject: 

· Engage fully and critically with the question, throughout the essay, avoiding description and narrative: 

· Show a clear and detailed understanding of the historiography and source materials, discerning strengths and weaknesses where appropriate: 

· Fully support your points/statements with discipline based evidence:

· Write with structure, clarity and good grammar: 

· Follow established scholarly conventions on referencing and bibliography: 

· Correct application and use of conventions (e.g. species names, presentation of dates, etc.)

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 historiographical dimensions of historical 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 secondary source materials

•
written with exceptional fluency, clarity and accuracy 

•
presentation to an outstanding scholarly standard, including a full bibliography and clear referencing with correct application and use of conventions
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 historiographical dimensions of historical 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 secondary source materials

•
written with fluency, clarity and accuracy 

•
presentation to a high scholarly standard, including a full bibliography and clear referencing, 
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 historiographical dimensions of historical 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 secondary source materials

•
written with clarity and accuracy.
•
presented to a scholarly standard, with bibliography and referencing adhering to the application of and use of conventions

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 historiographical dimensions of historical 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 along with inconsistent application and use of conventions.

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, application or use of convention is limited, inconsistent
•
limited attention to writing style, clarity or accuracy

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, correct use of conventions etc.

· Weak writing style.

