
 
PHOT4070 History/Context/Meaning Marking Grid    Feedback for_______________________________________ 
 

 Knowledge & Understanding 
 

Research Methods 
 

Critical Analysis & Argument 
 

Presentation, Style & Structure  Referencing & Bibliography  

80-100%  
Exceptional 
AA 

Exceptional comprehension of 
knowledge & understanding. 

Appropriate, clear research 
strategy, highly relevant 
research and inquiry. 

Sophisticated analysis of 
principles. Challenges existing 
historical approaches. 

Logical and clear structure, 
terminology used correctly, 
academic register maintained 
throughout. 

Bibliography is accurate in the 
Harvard style; formatting is 
scrupulously consistent. 

70-79% 
Excellent 
A 

Thorough knowledge beyond 
core requirements of the 
subject, sound understanding, 
substantial evidence of reading. 

Clear research strategy, 
relevant material, wide range 
of sources. 

Range of objective, balanced 
opinions, resourceful critical 
analysis of material. 

Clear structure, resourceful and 
imaginative argument, able to 
articulate complex issues. 

Bibliography is in keeping with 
Harvard style; formatting is 
consistent throughout. 

60-69% 
Good 
B 

Good, consistent knowledge, 
identifying key issues and 
debates. Clear evidence of 
reading and understanding the 
complexities of research 
material. 

Appropriate research strategy, 
range of material mostly well 
used. 

Coherent critical analysis 
throughout. Most facts put into 
context. Understanding of 
limitations of material. Some 
conclusions are not fully 
substantiated. 

Good structure, formal in tone, 
able to identify and 
communicate complex issues. 
May lack innovative approach. 

Bibliography is mainly complete 
in the Harvard style; formatting 
instruction is followed 
throughout. 

50-59% 
Competent 
C 

Relevant knowledge and 
understanding, may be 
inconsistent, largely 
descriptive. Clear evidence of 
reading & research but may 
lack integrity. 

Appropriate research strategy, 
but material underdeveloped 
or limited. 

Some opinions, generally well-
sourced. Some evidence of 
critical analysis, mostly 
descriptive, limited attempts at 
context awareness. 

Clear structure for the most 
part, may need to revise 
content or order. Complexity 
not explored, still too broad in 
scope. 

Valid attempt at Harvard 
referencing, minor formatting 
irregularities. 

40-49% 
Satisfactory 
D 

Basic knowledge, limited to 
description, some evidence of 
reading, lacks depth. 

Basic research strategy, limited 
reading, little academic 
material. 

Opinions are subjective or 
without support or source. 
Weak critical analysis, 
descriptive, little context 
offered. 

Some structure, poor in 
construction, difficult to follow 
argument, issues not fully 
identified or explored. 

Poor referencing, not in 
keeping with Harvard style, 
formatting irregularities affect 
readership. 

35-39% 
Fail 
F 

Insufficient knowledge to 
achieve some learning 
outcomes. 

Poor research methods, 
minimal academic material. 

Subjective opinions, lacks 
understanding, descriptive, 
uncritical. 

Lacks a coherent structure, 
repetitive and general. Lacks 
depth. 

Very poor referencing, limited 
or no bibliography. Formatting 
irregularities that affect 
readership. 

30-34% 
F 

Insufficient knowledge to 
achieve most learning 
outcomes. 

Extremely limited research, no 
academic material 

No attempt at context, 
descriptive and anecdotal. 

Poor structure, little or no 
evidence of argument. 

Referencing poor or not 
attempted. 

0-29% 
F 

Insufficient knowledge to 
achieve the majority learning 
outcomes 

Incomplete, not attempted. Incomplete, not attempted. Incomplete, not attempted. Not attempted. 
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