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Extremely Poor Poor  Satisfactory Good Very Good Excellent

topics/sections

Appropriate depth that 

is greater than expected 

in parts

Greater than expected 

depth throughout

2

(ii) Evidence of 

understanding of study, 

including strengths/ 

limitations & implications 

Extremely limited 

Little or none; likely to be 

superficial with gaps in 

knowledge

Adequate although may be 

variable  

Good or generally good 

with strengths / 

limitations or 

implications dealt with 

less well 

Very good across all 

aspects of the study with 

some evidence of critical 

analysis 

Deep across all aspects 

of the study with critical 

analysis clearly evident

3

Appropriateness / 

relevance/correctness 

{recognising some questions 

may require speculation}

Unable to answer questions 

appropriately &/or correctly

Most answers inappropriate 

&/or irrelevant &/or incorrect
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10 4

9 3

8 2

7 1

6 0
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To improve your mark  

you should:

Extremely poor in all 5 categories

No presentation given without good reason

Excellent in 4 categories;  1 no less than good 

Good in a minimum of 3 categories; very good or 

excellent in  the others

Satisfactory in 3 categories; poor or 

extremely poor in the others
Poor in 3 or 4  categories; the others 

extremely poor
Extremely poor in 3 or 4 categories; the 

others poor

Criteria Criteria

Content and Handling Questions: Presentation (Slides and Delivery):

Satisfactory in 4 or 5 categories with 1 no worse 

than poor

Examiner 1 - Signature & Name:

Examiner 2 - Signature & Name:

Excellent in all 5 categories

Presentation Mark (out of 10):

Good in a minimum of 3 categories; at least 

satisfactory in the others
Satisfactory in 4 categories; the other no less than 

good 
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