
 

 

 

1 

IoA Marking Criteria and Qualitative Rubrics for Undergraduate and Postgraduate Taught 
Students 

 Marking Scheme 

Mark BA/BSc Grad Diploma MA/ MSc 

70+ First Class  Distinction  Distinction  

60-69 Upper Second  Merit  Merit  

50-59 Lower Second  Pass  Pass  

40-49 Third  Pass Condonable Fail (see 
Academic Manual for 
regulations) 

39 and 
below 

Fail  

(see Academic Manual for 
condonement regulations) 

Fail 

(see Academic Manual for 
condonement regulations) 

Fail  

 

Students are marked on the following criteria: 

• Argument: Does the essay answer the question, use a clear structure and build to a relevant 
conclusion. 

• Understanding: Understanding of relevant issues and their broader implications 
• Sources: Use of an appropriate range of relevant sources, discrimination of relative value of 

different  sources, (for 3rd year and MA/ MSc students: reading beyond the reading list) 
• Analysis: Critical reflection, thought, & conceptual framework, ability to recognise and 
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80% and above: These marks are used for outstanding work of exceptional originality and insight. Marks 
above 85% are uncommon. A mark of 90-94% might be given to the best dissertation in a particular area 
over, say, a five to ten year period, and a mark of 95-98% for the best piece of work ever submitted on 
a topic, a piece of work that could hardly be bettered.  

60-69: A sound response with a reasonable argument and straightforward, logical conclusions; sound 
understanding of issues, with insights into broader implications; evidence of plentiful relevant reading 
and sound understanding of literature consulted; evidence of student’s own analysis; Concepts defined 
and used systematically and effectively; significant amount of quality evidence, used to support most 
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Qualitative Criteria for the Assessment of Undergraduate, Affiliate and Graduate Diploma Students (NB: Excellent ≈ First; Outstanding ≈ 76+) 

CRITERIA SCALES      

 Outstanding Excellent Good Fair Adequate Inadequate 

Argument 
Does the essay answer the 

question, use a clear structure 

and build to a relevant 

conclusion. 

Impressive response 

with relevant & nuanced 

argument, presenting 

significant nuanced & 

insightful conclusions. 

A distinctive response 

that develops a clear 

argument & sensible 

conclusions, with 

evidence of nuance. 

A sound response with a 

reasonable argument & 

straightforward, logical 

conclusions. 

A reasonable response 

with a limited sense of 

argument, poor 

structure & partial 

conclusions. 

An indirect response to 

the task set, with a 

gesture towards a 

relevant argument & 

conclusions. 

Either no argument or 

argument presented in 

inappropriate & 

irrelevant. Conclusions 

absent or irrelevant. 

Understanding 
Understanding of relevant 

issues and their relation to 

core concepts in arch theory/ 

methodology.  

Striking understanding 

of complexities & 

significance of issues. 

Thorough understanding 

of issues with some 

sophisticated insights. 

Sound understanding of 

issues, with insights into 

broader implications. 

Reasonable 

understanding of the 

issues & their broader 

implications. 
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Qualitative Criteria for the Assessment of Institute of Archaeology Master’s (Taught Postgraduate) Courses (NB. Excellent ≈ Distinction; Outstanding ≈ 76+) 

 

 

CRITERIA SCALES     

 Outstanding Excellent Good Fair Inadequate 

Argument 
Does the essay answer the 

question, use a clear structure 

and build to a relevant 

conclusion. 

Impressive response with 

relevant & nuanced 

argument, presenting 

significant nuanced & 


