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Introduction to <<Module Title>>
Tutor to write a short introduction to the module including why it is relevant to the programme.
The booklet contains pertinent information regarding the module you are about to study. The assessment criterion is clearly detailed and you should take your time to look at which module learning outcomes are being ‘tested’ by the assessment in addition to the assessment guidance provided.  The programme outline details for you the planned week by week delivery structure which you should use to help you read ahead. Of interest you will also find at the end of the booklet, the comments that students have previously made regarding the module and the actions that have been taken as a result. 
Module Specification
Cut and paste the module specification from the validation document
Tutor Guidance

Tutor to write guidance to students on what is expected in each type of assessment, for example the minimum number of texts and journals to be referenced.
Assessments
	Assessment 1 - <<Type>>
Identify where the assessment brief can be found. If the assessment is an exam, give details here about what type of exam it is. If you cannot confirm the exact date of the exam, list the dates of exam period in which it will fall.



	Formative submission date:  <<date>>

(this date is set for you to submit a draft of your work and to receive written feedback to help you progress to the final version - <<specify what you are expecting to see – i.e. essay plan, 2 paragraphs, whole draft>>)

You will only be entitled to one formative assessment opportunity on each element of assessment.


	Final (summative) submission date: <<date>>

(this date is the final date of submission for your completed assessment; the mark awarded for this will be presented to the exam board)


	Assessment 2 - <<Type>>
Identify where the assessment brief can be found. If the assessment is an exam, give details here about what type of exam it is. If you cannot confirm the exact date of the exam, list the dates of exam period in which it will fall.



	Formative submission date:  <<date>>

(this date is set for you to submit a draft of your work and to receive written feedback to help you progress to the final version - <<specify what you are expecting to see – i.e. essay plan, 2 paragraphs, whole draft>>)

You will only be entitled to one formative assessment opportunity on each element of assessment.


	Final (summative) submission date: <<date>>

(this date is the final date of submission for your completed assessment; the mark awarded for this will be presented to the exam board)


	Assessment 3 - <<Type>>
Identify where the assessment brief can be found. If the assessment is an exam, give details here about what type of exam it is. If you cannot confirm the exact date of the exam, list the dates of exam period in which it will fall.



	Formative submission date:  <<date>>

(this date is set for you to submit a draft of your work and to receive written feedback to help you progress to the final version - <<specify what you are expecting to see – i.e. essay plan, 2 paragraphs, whole draft>>)

You will only be entitled to one formative assessment opportunity on each element of assessment.


	Final (summative) submission date: <<date>>

(this date is the final date of submission for your completed assessment; the mark awarded for this will be presented to the exam board)


Submissions dates are very important. Please refer to your programme handbook for information about:

· Extensions

· Penalties for late work

· Penalties for over-length assessments

· Mitigating Circumstances

This information can also be accessed on the Institute's Higher Education Quality and Standards page on the Institute’s web site (http://www.grimsby.ac.uk/higher-education-assessment-processes.php and http://www.grimsby.ac.uk/higher-education-student-information-and-support.php) or VLE.




Programme Outline
This module runs for one semester. Each week will consist of an interactive lecture and a seminar which will give you the opportunity to engage in whole or small group activities. Your attendance at each session is of primary importance as students in the past have commented upon the difficulty of ‘catching up’ when occasional lessons are missed. The following information is designed to inform you of the schedule for the semester so you can read ahead and prepare for weekly lectures and seminars.

	Session


	Date
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	Session Title

This weeks’ learning objectives

At the end of this week you will have had the opportunity to:
	Work in preparation for this week’s session
	Work required following this week’s session
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Undergraduate General Marking Criteria

	Level 4 (Certificate)
	Level 5 (Diploma)
	Level 6 (Degree)

	90%-100%

Exceptional work with presentation of a very high standard.  There is coherence of ideas and demonstration of a thorough knowledge and understanding.  Arguments are supported by wide reading with very effective use of source material and accurate referencing.
	90%-100%

Exceptional work with presentation of the highest standard.  The work contains coherent arguments and ideas.  There is a detailed understanding of subject matter and critical analysis of issues/problems.  Points are made clearly and concisely, always substantiated by appropriate use of source material.  There is evidence of a sound ability to critically interrelate theories with examples from practice where appropriate. 
	90%-100%

Exceptional work.  Presentation is logical, error-free and, where appropriate, creative.  There is an in-depth understanding of issues/problems and excellent critical/deep engagement with the material and concepts involved.  Very skilful interpretation of data.  Arguments, ideas and, where appropriate, solutions are presented coherently and fully underpinned by thorough research and reading. 

	80%-89%

Outstanding work with presentation of a very high standard.  There is coherence of ideas and demonstration of a thorough knowledge and understanding.  Arguments are supported by wide reading with effective use of source material and accurate referencing.
	80%-89%

Outstanding work with presentation of a very high standard.  There is comprehensive understanding of key concepts and knowledge and evidence of critical analysis and insight.  Accurate interpretation of data with arguments, ideas and solutions presented effectively and based on strong research and reading.
	80%-89%

Outstanding work with presentation of a very high standard.  There is comprehensive understanding of key concepts and knowledge and clear evidence of critical analysis and insight.  Accurate interpretation of data with arguments, ideas and solutions presented effectively and based on strong research and reading.

	70%-79%

Extremely good work with presentation of a high standard.  There is coherence of ideas and demonstration of thorough knowledge and understanding.  Arguments are supported by wide reading with appropriate use of source material and accurate referencing.
	70%-79%

Extremely good work with presentation of a high standard.  Evidence of strong knowledge and understanding together with some critical analysis and insight.  Source material is used effectively to support arguments, ideas and solutions.
	70%-79%

Extremely good work with presentation of a high standard.  Demonstrates an excellent knowledge base with a clear understanding of the issues and application to practice where appropriate.  There is some effective critical and analytical application of relevant research and reading.

	60%-69%

The work is well presented and coherently structured.  There is evidence of a sound knowledge and understanding of the issues with theory linked to practice where appropriate. Most material used has been referenced/acknowledged.
	60%-69%

Very good presentation.  Sound knowledge and understanding with an emerging ability to critically engage with and apply the concepts involved linking them to practice where appropriate.  Good use of source material which supports most points clearly.  Content is wholly relevant and is coherently structured.
	60%-69%

The work is very good, logically structured and presented to a high standard.  Demonstrates a strong knowledge base with a clear understanding of the issues and application to practice where appropriate.  There is some critical and analytical application of relevant research.

	50%-59%

Presentation is acceptable but with some errors.  There is knowledge and understanding of issues under discussion and some evidence of the application of knowledge and ideas where appropriate.  Some use of relevant source material.
	50%-59%

Presentation is of a good standard but some shortcomings.  Evidence of a sound knowledge base but limited critical and practical application of concepts and ideas.  Content is largely relevant although points may not always be clear and structure may lack coherence.  Contains some critical reflection and some use of source material to illustrate points.
	50%-59%

The work is clearly presented and logically structured.  It shows evidence of a sound understanding of the topic and addresses major issues.  The work contains some discussion and interpretation of relevant perspectives although further development of the arguments presented would be beneficial.  There are examples of critical reflection and evidence of application of theory to practice.


	Level 4 (Certificate)
	Level 5 (Diploma)
	Level 6 (Degree)

	40%-49%

Presentation is acceptable but attention to structure and style is required.  The content is relevant but largely descriptive.  There is evidence of a reasonable level of knowledge and understanding but there is limited use of source material to support the arguments, proposals or solutions.  Some links are made to practice where appropriate.
	40%-49%

Adequate presentation.  The work is descriptive and/or lacks critical analysis where required but is relevant with limited though sufficient evidence of knowledge and understanding.  There is some evidence of reading although arguments/ proposals/solutions often lack coherence and may be unsubstantiated by relevant source material or partially flawed.  Links to practice are made where appropriate.
	40%-49%

Adequate presentation.  The work displays basic knowledge and understanding of the topic but is largely descriptive. There is an attempt to bring together different ideas and concepts although this would have been strengthened by the inclusion of further key issues.  The structure of the work requires attention to its coherence and logical development of content.  The link between theory and practice, where appropriate, is somewhat tenuous and its development would enhance the work considerably.

	30%-39% – Fail

The work is poorly structured and presented.  Some material may be irrelevant.  Content is based largely on taught elements with very little evidence of reading around the topic and little or no reference to practice where appropriate.
	30%-39% – Fail

Poorly structured, incoherent and wholly descriptive work.  Evidence of a weak knowledge base with some key aspects not addressed and use of irrelevant material.  Flawed use of techniques.  Limited evidence of appropriate reading and no evidence of critical thought.  Little reference to practice where appropriate.
	30%-39% – Fail

The work is poorly presented and contains numerous errors, inconsistencies and omissions with limited use of source material.  The work displays a weak knowledge base and a lack of sufficient understanding of the topic.  There is limited evidence of the application of theory to practice where appropriate.  It contains many unsupported statements with limited attempts to bring issues together and lacks critical analysis and reflection.

	20-29% – Fail

The work is very poorly structured and presented.  Much material is irrelevant. Content is based almost entirely on taught elements with very little evidence of any purposeful reading around the topic.  No effective reference to practice where appropriate.  To obtain a mark of 20% the work must show evidence of a genuine attempt to engage with the assessment requirements and with the subject matter.
	20-29% – Fail

Very poorly structured, incoherent and wholly descriptive work.  Evidence of a very weak knowledge base with many key omissions and much material irrelevant.  Use of inappropriate or incorrect techniques.  Very little evidence of appropriate reading and no evidence of critical thought.  No links to practice where appropriate.  To obtain a mark of 20% the work must show evidence of a genuine attempt to engage with the assessment requirements and with the subject matter.
	20-29% – Fail

The work is very poorly presented and contains numerous serious errors, inconsistencies and omissions with little use of source material.  The work displays a very weak knowledge base and a lack of sufficient understanding of the topic.  There is very little evidence of the application of theory to practice where appropriate.  It contains many unsupported statements with very little attempt to bring issues together and there is a complete lack of critical analysis and reflection.  To obtain a mark of 20% the work must show evidence of a genuine attempt to engage with the assessment requirements and with the subject matter.

	0-19 % - Fail

The work is extremely poorly structured and presented.  It demonstrates no real knowledge or understanding of key concepts and principles.  Much material is irrelevant.  No effective use of supporting material.  No reference to practice where appropriate.  Not a genuine attempt to engage with the assessment requirements and/or subject matter.
	0-19 % - Fail

The work is extremely poorly structured and presented.  It demonstrates no real knowledge or understanding of key concepts and principles.  Much material is irrelevant, incorrect or omitted. No evidence of critical thought.  No effective use of supporting material.  No links to practice where appropriate.  Not a genuine attempt to engage with the assessment requirements and/or subject matter.
	0-19 % - Fail

The work is extremely poorly structured and presented.  It demonstrates no real knowledge or understanding of key concepts and principles.  Much material is irrelevant, incorrect, inconsistent or omitted. No evidence of critical analysis and reflection.  No effective use of supporting material.  No application of theory to practice where appropriate.  Not a genuine attempt to engage with the assessment requirements and/or subject matter.


Appendix 2 - Level 7 (Postgraduate) Generic Marking Criteria

	Band
	Generic Criteria

	90-100%
	An excellent critical and complete demonstration of understanding in all key areas of knowledge relevant to the work and demonstrating an innovative and creative approach.  Evidence throughout the work of a sustained ability to synthesise and interpret complex concepts, to make inferences and to provide an original and/or compelling argument and discussion.  Excellent structure and immaculate presentation, with cogent use of academic language and grounded in a pertinent and substantial selection of source materials.  Excellent use of appropriate analytical and research methods and addresses ethical considerations in an informed and perceptive manner.  Exceptional ability to link and critically analyse theory and practice where appropriate.

	80-89%
	An excellent, critical and systematic demonstration of understanding in all key areas of knowledge relevant to the work.  Evidence throughout of the ability to synthesise and interpret complex concepts to provide a compelling argument and discussion.  Very good structure and presentation, with confident use of academic language and grounded in a relevant and extensive selection of source materials.  Excellent use of appropriate analytical and research methods and fully addresses ethical considerations.  Excellent ability to link and critically analyse theory and practice where appropriate.

	70-79%
	An excellent, critical and organised demonstration of understanding in all key areas of knowledge relevant to the work.  Evidence throughout of the ability to synthesise and interpret diverse concepts to provide a sound argument and discussion.  Good structure and presentation, with fluent use of academic language and grounded in an appropriate and comprehensive selection of source materials.  Very effective use of appropriate analytical and research methods and consideration of ethical implications.  Very good ability to link and critically analyse theory and practice where appropriate.

	60-69%
	A proficient, clearly stated and analytical demonstration of understanding in all key areas of knowledge relevant to the work.  Evidence of the ability to integrate and analyse diverse concepts in a rational and logical argument and discussion.  Well structured and clearly presented work, with fluent use of academic language and utilising a relevant and extensive range of source materials.  Effective use of appropriate analytical and research methods and consideration of ethical issues.  Good ability to link and critically analyse theory and practice where appropriate.

	50-59%
	An acceptable and substantiated demonstration of understanding in all key areas of knowledge relevant to the work.  Evidence of the ability to integrate and analyse diverse concepts in a reasoned and valid argument and discussion.  Adequately structured and presented work, with clear use of academic language and reference to a sufficient range of relevant source materials.  Adequate use of appropriate analytical and research methods and does address ethical considerations.  Effective linking of theory and practice where appropriate.

	40-49%
	A limited, insufficient and/or inaccurate understanding in key areas of knowledge relevant to the work.  Insufficient evidence of ability to integrate and analyse concepts to provide a valid discussion. Unacceptably structured and presented work, with insufficient use of academic language and conventions.  A limited range of source materials is used.  Limited or ineffective use of analytical and research methods and limited coverage of ethical considerations.  Inadequate linking of theory and practice where applicable.

	30-39%
	A descriptive and/or narrative account, with little critical and/or flawed understanding of key areas of knowledge relevant to the work. Insufficient evidence of ability to discuss fundamental concepts.  Unclear and and/or unevidenced argument and discussion.  Poorly structured and presented work, with little use of academic language and conventions.  A narrow and/or inappropriate range of source materials and analytical and research methods is used.  Failure to identify ethical considerations and to link theory and practice where applicable.

	20-29%
	A weakly descriptive and/or narrative account, with no analytical content and/or significant inaccuracies in understanding of key areas of knowledge relevant to the work.  Little or no evidence of research and the ability to discuss fundamental concepts.  No awareness of ethical issues.  Unclear and unsourced arguments and discussion.  Flawed structure and presentation, with negligible attention to academic language or conventions.  Some or all source materials are unreferenced and/or irrelevant.  Failure to link theory and practice where applicable.  To obtain a mark of 20% the work must show evidence of a genuine attempt to demonstrate some knowledge of the subject.

	0-19%
	The work is almost entirely derivative and therefore lacks analysis or reflection, and shows little or no knowledge or understanding of key areas relevant to the work.  No evidence of research and the ability to discuss fundamental concepts.  The presentation and referencing does not conform to the standards required.


Feedback and Module Enhancement

Data for this section will be sent out from HEQA for the module tutor to insert here

Tutor’s Response

<<Tutor must write a response to the feedback given by students>>
Course Title 


Goes here








Module: 


Xxxx Xxxxx 


Xxxxxx Xxxxxx








Module Leader: 


Xxxxx Xxx


Tel: 01472 311222 ext xxx


e-mail: xxxx@grimsby.ac.uk


Room: HExx











2011/12























This handbook is available on request in alternative formats 


from the HE Admissions and Administration Reception (0H01)








�Paste both cover sections (coloured background and text) on this page – the margins are set up so that no size formatting should be required.  Please note however that font formatting may need correcting as this does not always copy in to the document as it should.  


�Once the handbook is complete delete this comment then right click on the contents page and click on UPDATE FIELD, then UPDATE ENTIRE TABLE 


�The section on presentation of assessments must be included at the end of every assessment brief


�Delete this table if this is a postgraduate module


�Delete this table if this is an undergraduate module.
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