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	Knowledge and understanding of the issues researched
	Little or no knowledge or understanding of issues raised.  Project has no discernible aims. Does not meet the minimum word count.
	Limited evidence of knowledge or understanding of issues raised. Aims are too broad and/or irrelevant / not well thought out.  Word count too high.
	Some evidence of knowledge related to the topic and issues. Aims / objectives are achievable but not well thought out and may not be fully relevant. 
	Clear evidence of knowledge and understanding of the topic and issues. Clear aims and objectives with some relationship between data and sources and the chosen topic.
	Student clearly understands the topic and presents issues well. Aims and objectives are met with overall strong links between data and sources and the topic to meet the aims. 

	Range and relevance of source material (including primary research)
	No primary research.  Little or no secondary research (0-2 sources) Source material lacks relevance. Misunderstands source material
	No attempt at / some attempt at primary research but lacks relevance to the topic.  Secondary research is weak (3-4 sources), which may lack relevance or be weak. Some misunderstanding of source material. 
	Primary research done but may lack relevance to the aims. Secondary research done (5-7 sources), but links between the two are weak.  Misses opportunities to support arguments. Limited evidence of critical evaluation of sources. 
	Primary research supports the aims of the project.  Evidence that primary research came from some background research. Secondary research is thorough (7+ sources) and relates well to the arguments. Some evidence of critical evaluation.
	Excellent primary research fully supports the aims of the project.  Primary research clearly results from  background research. Secondary research (7+ sources) is wholly relevant and fully supports the arguments. Evidence of critical evaluation. 

	Source material caveat
	If the student’s chosen topic is clearly not conducive to primary research the marker should use discretion in this criterion.  Secondary research should be more comprehensive. 

	[bookmark: _GoBack]Argument
	Either no discernible or seriously flawed academic argument. Little or no understanding of issues or debates raised. Irrelevant details. 
	Overall argument is present, but is too broad, trivial or confused.  The reader is left wondering why the project was undertaken. 
	Overall argument is clear although not original.  May be rather broad difficult to substantiate. Offers limited support for the argument with little counter argument and/or rebuttal. 
	Argument is clear and reader can see this thread throughout the writing, although it may not be totally original. Offers support for the argument although with limited counter argument / rebuttals. 
	Argument is clear and related to the project aims. Argument thread is easy for the reader to see throughout the writing.  Arguments are fully supported and counterarguments are given and rebutted. 

	Structure and development 
	Does not follow conventions given in the outline (abstract, intro, aims, etc).  Little or no paragraphing. Paragraphs incomplete or too long. Reader has great difficulty following the text. 

	May miss sections given in the outline or not fully develop these. May mix sections or repeat self in different sections. Some attempt at paragraph construction. Reader can follow the writing with difficulty. 
	Generally follows the required outline, but repetition of points or missing information suggests the writer does not fully understand the outline. Mostly well-structured paragraphs, but does not develop and/or support points in all cases.  Conclusion may not be clear or support the argument. Reader can follow the development of the argument most of the time. 
	Follows the required outline. Minimal repetition of points / minor gaps in information. Clear paragraphs, generally well supported with evidence and support. 
generally logical flow of information. Conclusion is clear.
Reader can follow the development of the argument all of the time although may encounter occasional difficulties.  

	Follows the required outline. No repetition of points or gaps in information. Well-structured paragraphs and clearly expressed and supported points. Logically organised with flow of ideas between paragraphs. Conclusions are clear and support the argument. Reader is left with a wholly positive feeling. 

	Academic style 
	Lacks academic style. Mostly general English with too much colloquial language. Little attempt to use referencing.  Little or no attempt to write a bibliography.  
	Use of appropriate language is mixed. Overuse of general or colloquial English. Often misses references.  Where references are included these are clumsily written.  Minimal use of cohesive devices.
Poor attempt at a bibliography. 
	Language may be slightly inappropriate (informal, personal). Reasonable use of general and academic vocabulary. Attempts to integrate in-text citations to support points but these may be clumsy or sometimes missing.  Cohesive devices are used but may be incorrect in some cases. Bibliography contains mistakes. 
	Language is mostly appropriately impersonal and formal. Mostly appropriate use of general and topic specific vocabulary.  In-text citations may contain mistakes, but all points are supported. Cohesive devices generally used well. Bibliography may contain minor mistakes.
	Language is appropriately impersonal and formal. Appropriate use of general and topic specific vocabulary.  In-text citations mostly correct. Cohesive devised used well throughout. Bibliography correct. 

	Accuracy and range of language
	Mistakes in grammar and vocabulary make the writing difficult to follow.  Mostly simple sentences, even these contain mistakes. Complex sentences are rarely legible.
Overall effect is a highly negative effect on the reader.

	Although mistakes in grammar and vocabulary are numerous, they do not often impede communication. Complex sentences often contain mistakes. Simple sentences generally accurate. Overall effect is a slightly negative effect on the reader

	Appropriate range of structures and vocabulary used to make meanings exact and clear. Structures and vocabulary mostly used correctly. Errors occur in complex sentences but these do not impede communication, although may slow down the reader. Writing has a fairly positive effect on the reader.
	Wide range of structures and vocabulary make meanings clear. Errors do not impede communication nor slow down the reader. 
Reader is positively affected by the writing. 
	Excellent use of structures and vocabulary. Meanings are exact and clear. 
Few errors in use and errors do not have any impact on the reader. Wholly positive effect from the writing.  




