Anglia Ruskin University’s Generic Assessment Criteria and Marking Standards
Assessment criteria inform the assessment process by providing academic staff with a link between academic standards as set at the level of the award (these are defined in Section 2 of the Academic Regulations) and academic standards at module level. Assessment criteria are written in a language that is both generic and general, reflecting the generic learning outcomes of Anglia Ruskin awards which, in turn, reflect the Framework for Higher Education Qualifications (FHEQ) (QAA, 2008).  
Assessment criteria are not to be confused with marking schemes. 

Assessment criteria identify student achievement of generic learning outcomes in the broadest possible terms by correlating three key variables - level of learning, marking standards, and student achievement - in a taxonomy of statements about assessment. 
· level is as identified in the FHEQ and Anglia Ruskin’s Academic Regulations, ranging from Level 0 (Access), through Levels 1-3 (Undergraduate) to Level 4 (Postgraduate).  A separate table is provided for each of the five levels.
· marking standards are identified by means of  a percentage scale covering six mark bands: 70%+, 60%-69%, 50%-59%, 40%-49%, 30%-39% and 1%-29%. Marking standards are expressed as columns in the following tables.

· student achievement consists of a set of descriptors which are used by markers to distinguish between grades of student achievement.

A marking scheme is used at module level to inform the first marking and internal and external moderation of each item of assessment. Marking schemes identify the knowledge and skills which students must demonstrate to achieve the learning outcomes of the module, and are used to calculate the total mark to be awarded for an individual item of assessment. Anglia Ruskin University’s generic assessment criteria are intended to advise the writing of marking schemes, ensuring that they are broadly comparable across the institution.

A module marking scheme customises the Anglia Ruskin’s generic assessment criteria to fit a specific item of assessment for a module, identifying the basis on which marks are awarded. A marking scheme may range from the fairly general to the highly specific. In relatively open-ended assessments (eg where students are asked to select one of a range of essay questions) a Module Leader would not necessarily expect to provide a detailed marking scheme specifying a ‘model answer’ to each specific essay question, but rather to provide a general marking scheme which identifies the characteristics of a good essay and can be applied to any of the essay questions set. The same would apply to many aspects of practice, performance or studio work. In contrast, less open-ended assessment tasks such as translation would require both a ‘model translation’ of the passage and a detailed marking scheme adapted to the specifics of the passage translated.

To facilitate consistency first markers constantly refer to the marking scheme when marking student work. They pass the marking scheme on to the internal moderator/second marker and eventually to the External Examiner with student scripts. This enables all parties to understand the basis on which marks are awarded and lends a fundamental transparency to the assessment process. It should always be clear to the internal moderator and External Examiner how marks have been determined.
ANGLIA RUSKIN UNIVERSITY GENERIC ASSESSMENT CRITERIA AND MARKING STANDARDS

LEVEL 0
	Generic

Learning Outcomes
(Academic Regulations, Section 2)
	Assessment criteria by level
	Marking standards (by mark band)

	
	
	70%+
	60-69%
	50-59%
	40-49%
	30-39%
	1-29%

	
	Characteristics of student
achievement per mark band →


	Achieves module outcome/s related to this GLO at this Level of Study
	Achieves module outcome/s related to this GLO at this Level of Study
	Achieves module outcome/s related to this GLO at this Level of Study 
	Achieves a marginal pass in the module outcome/s related to this GLO at this Level of Study
	Fails marginally to achieve module outcome/s related to this GLO.  MDF may  permit compensation 
	Fails to achieve module outcome/s related to this GLO and is not eligible for compensation 

	Knowledge and, Understanding
	Level 0 (Access) prepares students to function effectively at HE Level 1. Criteria for assessment at Level 0 reflect the preparatory nature of these modules. Students are expected to demonstrate the acquisition of generic learning skills appropriate for self-managed learning in an HE context. Students are expected to demonstrate that they have acquired the underpinning discipline-specific skills, knowledge and understanding necessary to undertake a programme of higher education

	Excellent information base and understanding of ethical issues. 
	Good information base covering all major/ ethical issues. 
	Satisfactory information base covering most major issues and their ethical dimension. 
	Basic information base; limited understanding of major/ ethical issues of discipline. 
	Limited information base; limited understanding of discipline and its ethical dimension. 
	Inadequate information base; lack of understanding of discipline and its ethical dimension. 

	Intellectual (thinking), Practical, Affective and Transferable Skills
	Level 0 (Access) prepares students to function effectively at HE Level 1. Criteria for assessment at Level 0 reflect the preparatory nature of these modules. Students are expected to demonstrate the acquisition of generic learning skills appropriate for self-managed learning in an HE context. Students are expected to demonstrate that they have acquired the underpinning discipline-specific skills, knowledge and understanding necessary to undertake a programme of higher education

	Excellent management of learning resources. Contributes well to teams. Structured and largely accurate expression. Very good academic/ intellectual skills   and practical/ professional skills
	Good management of learning resources. Expression is structured and mainly accurate. Good academic/ intellectual skills.  and team/ practical/ prof-essional skills  
	Satisfactory use of learning resources. Expression shows some lack of structure and/or accuracy. Acceptable but undistinguished skill sets.  Satisfactory team/ practical/professional skills 
	Basic use of learning resources, with significant lack of structure and/or accuracy in expression. Some issues with academic/ intellectual skills.  Basic  team/ practical/ prof-essional skills
	Limited use of learning resources with little contribution to team work. Weak academic/ intellectual skills and difficulty with expression. Insecure practical/ prof-essional skills
	Inadequate use of learning resources. Major problems with structure and accuracy in expression. Very weak academic/ intellectual skills.  and team/ practical/ prof-essional skills


A mark of 0% may be awarded for non-submission, poor or dangerous practice, incoherent and insufficient work, and in situations where the student fails to address the assignment brief and related learning outcomes 

ANGLIA RUSKIN UNIVERSITY GENERIC ASSESSMENT CRITERIA AND MARKING STANDARDS

LEVEL 1
	Generic

Learning Outcomes
(Academic Regulations, Section 2)
	Assessment criteria by level
	Marking standards (by mark band)

	
	
	70%+
	60-69%
	50-59%
	40-49%
	30-39%
	1-29%

	
	Characteristics of student achievement per mark band →

	Achieves module outcome/s related to this GLO at this Level of Study
	Achieves module outcome/s related to this GLO at this Level of Study
	Achieves module outcome/s related to this GLO at this Level of Study 
	Achieves a marginal pass in the module outcome/s related to this GLO at this Level of Study
	Fails marginally to achieve module outcome/s related to this GLO.  MDF may  permit compensation 
	Fails to achieve module outcome/s related to this GLO and is not eligible for compensation 

	Knowledge and Understanding 
	Level 1 (FHEQ level 4) introduces students to HE. Students are expected to demonstrate relevant skills and competencies; to be articulate in expressing ideas orally; and to be coherent and structured in terms of written or other media. Forms of expression at this level may be descriptive or imitative, but students are expected to demonstrate an increasing understanding of the theoretical background of their study and the analytic competence to explore it, as well as its relationship, where appropriate, to particular skills. Students are expected to develop an awareness of  strengths and weaknesses in their skill sets

	Excellent information base, exploring and analysing the discipline, its theory and ethical issues with considerable originality. 
	Good information base; explores and analyses the discipline, its theory and ethical issues with some originality. 
	Satisfactory information base that begins to explore and analyse the discipline and its ethical issues but is still mainly imitative. 
	Basic information base; omissions in understanding of major / ethical issues. Largely imitative. 
	Limited information base; limited understanding of discipline and its ethical dimension. 
	Inadequate information base; lack of understanding of discipline and its ethical dimension. Wholly imitative. 

	Intellectual (thinking), Practical, Affective and Transferable Skills
	Level 1 (FHEQ Level 4) introduces students to HE. Students are expected to demonstrate relevant skills and competencies; to be articulate in expressing ideas orally; and to be coherent and structured in terms of written or other media. Forms of expression at this level may be descriptive or imitative, but students are expected to demonstrate an increasing understanding of the theoretical background of their study and the analytic competence to explore it, as well as its relationship, where appropriate, to particular skills. Students are expected to develop an awareness of  strengths and weaknesses in their skill sets

	Excellent management of learning resources, complemented by self-direction/ exploration. Structured/ accurate expression. Very good academic/ intellectual and team/ practical/ professional skills  
	Good management of learning resources with some self-direction. Structured and mainly accurate expression. Good  academic/ intellectual skills and team/prac-tical/professional skills  
	Satisfactory use of learning resources and input to team work. Some lack of structure/accuracy in expression. Acceptable academic/ intellectual skills and satisfactory practical/professional skills
	Basic use of learning resources with no self-direction. Some input to team work. Some difficulty with structure and accuracy in expression. Some difficulties with academic/ intellectual skills and developing practical/ prof-essional skills
	Limited use of learning resources, No self-direction, little input to team work and difficulty with structure/ accuracy in expression. Weak academic/ intellectual skills Practical/prof essional skills are not yet secure 
	Inadequate use of learning resources. Failure to contribute to team work. Major problems with structure/ accuracy in expression. Very weak academic/ intellectual skills and practical/ professional skills


A mark of 0% may be awarded for non-submission, poor or dangerous practice, incoherent and insufficient work, and in situations where the student fails to address the assignment brief and related learning outcomes 

ANGLIA RUSKIN UNIVERSITY GENERIC ASSESSMENT CRITERIA AND MARKING STANDARDS
LEVEL 2
	Generic

Learning Outcomes
(Academic Regulations, Section 2)
	Assessment criteria by level
	Marking standards (by mark band)

	
	
	70%+
	60-69%
	50-59%
	40-49%
	30-39%
	1-29%

	
	Characteristics of student
achievement per mark band →


	Achieves module outcome/s related to this GLO at this Level of Study
	Achieves module outcome/s related to this GLO at this Level of Study
	Achieves module outcome/s related to this GLO at this Level of Study 
	Achieves a marginal pass in the module outcome/s related to this GLO at this Level of Study
	Fails marginally to achieve module outcome/s related to this GLO.  MDF may  permit compensation 
	Fails to achieve module outcome/s related to this GLO and is not eligible for compensation 

	Knowledge and Understanding
	Level 2 (FHEQ level 5) reflects continuing development from Level 1. At this level students are not fully autonomous but are able to take responsibility for their own learning with some direction. Students are expected to locate an increasingly detailed theoretical knowledge of the discipline within a more general intellectual context, and to demonstrate this through forms of expression which go beyond the merely descriptive or imitative. Students are expected to demonstrate analytical competence in terms both of problem identification and resolution, and to develop their skill sets as required.

	Excellent knowledge base, exploring and analysing the discipline, its theory and ethical issues with considerable originality and autonomy. 
	Good knowledge base; explores and analyses the discipline, its theory and ethical issues with some originality, detail and autonomy. 
	Satisfactory knowledge base that begins to explore and analyse the theory and ethical issues of the discipline. 
	Basic knowledge base with some omissions and/or lack of theory of discipline and its ethical dimension.  
	Limited knowledge base; limited understanding of discipline and its ethical dimension. 
	Inadequate knowledge base; lack of understanding of discipline and its ethical dimension..

	Intellectual (thinking), Practical, Affective and Transferable Skills
	Level 2 (FHEQ level 5) reflects continuing development from Level 1. At this level students are not fully autonomous but are able to take responsibility for their own learning with some direction. Students are expected to locate an increasingly detailed theoretical knowledge of the discipline within a more general intellectual context, and to demonstrate this through forms of expression which go beyond the merely descriptive or imitative. Students are expected to demonstrate analytical competence in terms both of problem identification and resolution, and to develop their skill sets as required.
	Excellent management of learning, with a degree of autonomy/ exploration that may exceed the brief. Structured/ accurate expression. Very good academic/ intellectual skills and team/ prac-tical/ professional skills  
	Good management of learning with consistent self-direction. Structured and mainly accurate expression. Good academic/ intellectual skills and team/ prac-tical/ profess-ional skills  
	Satisfactory use of learning resources. Acceptable structure/accuracy in expression. Acceptable level of academic/ intell-ectual skills, going beyond description at times.  Satis-factory team/ practical/professional skills. Inconsis-tent self-direction
	Basic use of learning resources with little self-direction. Some input to team work. Some difficulties with academic/ intellectual skills. Largely imitative and descriptive. Some difficulty with structure and accuracy in expression, but developing practical/ prof-essional skills

	Limited use of learning resources, working towards self-direction. General difficulty with structure and accuracy in expression. Weak academic/ intellectual skills. Still mainly imitative and descriptive. Team/ practical/ professional skills that are not yet secure
	Inadequate use of learning resources. Major problems with structure/ accuracy in expression. Very weak academic/ intellectual skills. Wholly imitative and descriptive Very weak team/ practical/professional skills. No ability to direct own learning


A mark of 0% may be awarded for non-submission, poor or dangerous practice, incoherent and insufficient work, and in situations where the student fails to address the assignment brief and related learning outcomes

ANGLIA RUSKIN UNIVERSITY GENERIC ASSESSMENT CRITERIA AND MARKING STANDARDS

LEVEL 3
	Generic

Learning Outcomes
(Academic Regulations, Regulation 2.26-2.41.2)
	Assessment criteria by level
	Marking standards (by mark band)

	
	
	70%+
	60-69%
	50-59%
	40-49%
	30-39%
	1-29%

	
	Characteristics of student
achievement per mark band →


	Achieves module outcome/s related to this GLO at this Level of Study
	Achieves module outcome/s related to this GLO at this Level of Study
	Achieves module outcome/s related to this GLO at this Level of Study 
	Achieves a marginal pass in the module outcome/s related to this GLO at this Level of Study
	Fails marginally to achieve module outcome/s related to this GLO.  MDF may  permit compensation 
	Fails to achieve module outcome/s related to this GLO and is not eligible for compensation 

	Knowledge and Understanding
	Level 3 (FHEQ level 6) is characterised by an expectation of students’ increasing autonomy in relation to their study and developing skill sets.  Students are expected to demonstrate problem solving skills, both theoretical and practical. This is supported by an understanding of appropriate theory; creativity of expression and thought based in individual judgement; and the ability to seek out, invoke, analyse and evaluate competing theories or methods of working in a critically constructive and open manner. Output includes is articulate, coherent and skilled in the appropriate medium, with some students producing original or innovative work in their specialism.

	Excellent knowledge base that supports analysis, evaluation and problem-solving in theory/practice/ ethics of discipline with considerable originality. 
	Good knowledge base that supports analysis, evaluation and problem-solving in theory/ practice/ ethics of discipline with some originality. 
	Satisfactory knowledge base that supports some analysis, evaluation and problem-solving in theory/practice/ ethics of discipline. 
	Basic knowledge base with some omissions at the level of theoretical/ethical issues.. Restricted ability to discuss theory and/or or solve problems in discipline
	Limited knowledge base; limited understanding of discipline/ethical issues.. Difficulty with theory and problem solving in discipline
	Inadequate knowledge base; lack of understanding of discipline/ethical issues. Unable to discuss theory or solve problems in discipline.

	Intellectual (thinking), Practical, Affective and Transferable Skills
	Level 3 (FHEQ level 6) is characterised by an expectation of students’ increasing autonomy in relation to their study and developing skill sets.  Students are expected to demonstrate problem solving skills, both theoretical and practical. This is supported by an understanding of appropriate theory; creativity of expression and thought based in individual judgement; and the ability to seek out, invoke, analyse and evaluate competing theories or methods of working in a critically constructive and open manner. Output is articulate, coherent and skilled in the appropriate medium, with some students producing original or innovative work in their specialism.
	Excellent management of learning, with degree of autonomy/ research that may exceed the assessment brief. Structured and creative expression. Very good academic/ intellectual skills and practical/ team/professional/ problem-solving skills  
	Good management of learning, with consistent self-directed research. Structured and accurate expression. Good academic/ intellectual skills and team/

practical/ prof-essional/problem solving skills  
	Satisfactory management of learning. Some autonomy in research but inconsistent. Structured and mainly accurate expression. Acceptable level of academic/ intellectual skills going beyond description at times Satisfactory team/practical/professional/ problem-solving skills
	Basic use of learning resources with little autonomy. Some difficulties with academic/ intellectual skills Some difficulty with structure/ accuracy in expression, but evidence of developing team/ practical/ professional/ problem-solving skills
	Limited use of learning resour-ces. Unable to work autonom-ously. Little input to teams. Weak academic/intel-ectual skills. Still mainly descrip-tive General difficulty with structure/ accur-acy in express-ion. Practical/ professional/ problem-solving skills that are not yet secure
	Inadequate use of learning resources. Failure to contribute to team work. Major problems with structure/ accuracy in expression. Very weak academic/ intellectual skills.  and weak practical/professional skills. No ability to direct own learning


A mark of 0% may be awarded for non-submission, poor or dangerous practice, incoherent and insufficient work, and in situations where the student fails to address the assignment brief and related learning outcomes

ANGLIA RUSKIN UNIVERSITY GENERIC ASSESSMENT CRITERIA AND MARKING STANDARDS

LEVEL 4
	Generic

Learning Outcomes
(Academic Regulations, Section 2)
	Assessment criteria by level
	Marking standards (by mark band)

	
	
	70%+
	60-69%
	50-59%
	40-49%
	30-39%
	1-29%

	
	Characteristics of student
achievement per mark band →


	Achieves module outcome/s related to this GLO at this Level of Study
	Achieves module outcome/s related to this GLO at this Level of Study
	Achieves module outcome/s related to this GLO at this Level of Study 
	Achieves a marginal pass in the module outcome/s related to this GLO at this Level of Study
	Fails marginally to achieve module outcome/s related to this GLO
	Fails to achieve module outcome/s related to this GLO

	Knowledge and Understanding
	Level 4 (FHEQ level 7) is characterised by an expectation of students’ expertise in their specialism. Students are semi-autonomous, demonstrating independence in the negotiation of assessment tasks (including the major project) and the ability to evaluate, challenge, modify and develop theory and practice. Students are expected to demonstrate an ability to isolate and focus on the significant features of problems and to offer synthetic and coherent solutions, with some students producing original or innovative work in their specialism that is worthy of publication or public performance or display.
	DISTINCTION

As MERIT but showing independence of thought, a high level of intellectual rigour and consistency. 
	MERIT
Good analysis of key issues/

Concepts/ethics.  Development of conceptual structures and argument making consistent use of scholarly conventions.
	PASS

Satisfactory knowledge of key issues/ concepts/

ethics in discipline.  Descriptive in parts but some ability to synthesise scholarship and argument.  Minor lapses in use of scholarly conventions
	PASS

Basic knowledge of key issues/ concepts/

ethics in discipline.  Largely descriptive, with restricted synthesis of existing scholarship and little argument.  Use of scholarly conventions inconsistent.

	Limited information base, understanding or research skills in discipline. 
	Inadequate information base. Lack of understanding of key issues and/or research skills in discipline. 

	Intellectual (thinking), Practical, Affective and Transferable Skills
	Level 4 (FHEQ level 7) is characterised by an expectation of students’ expertise in their specialism. Students are semi-autonomous, demonstrating independence in the negotiation of assessment tasks (including the major project) and the ability to evaluate, challenge, modify and develop theory and practice. Students are expected to demonstrate an ability to isolate and focus on the significant features of problems and to offer synthetic and coherent solutions, with some students producing original or innovative work in their specialism that is worthy of publication or public performance or display. 
	DISTINCTION

As MERIT but excellent research skills, independ-ence of thought, a high level of intellectual rigour and consistency, excellent express-ive/professional skills, and consid-erable creativity and originality. Excellent acad-emic/intellectual skills, and consid-erable creativity and originality
	MERIT
Good analysis of key issues/

Concepts/ethics.  Development of conceptual structures and argument, making consistent use of scholarly conventions.
	PASS

Satisfactory knowledge of key issues/ concepts/

ethics in discipline.  Descriptive in parts but some ability to synthesise scholarship and argument.  Minor lapses in use of scholarly conventions
	PASS

Basic knowledge of key issues/ concepts/

ethics in discipline.  Largely descriptive, with restricted synthesis of existing scholarship and little argument.  Use of scholarly conventions inconsistent.
	Limited research skills impede use of learning resources and problem solving. Major problems with structure/ accuracy in expression. Team/ Practical /professional skills not yet secure. Weak academic/ intellectual skills. Inconsistent use of scholarly conventions
	Inadequate research skills prevent use of learning resources and problem solving. Major problems with structure/ accuracy in expression. Very weak academic/ intellectual skills. Ignorance of scholarly conventions Very weak team/ practical /prof-essional skills


A mark of 0% may be awarded for non-submission, poor or dangerous practice, incoherent and insufficient work, and in situations where the student fails to address the assignment brief and related learning outcomes
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