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COMMON AWARDS ASSESSMENT CRITERIA AT LEVEL 4          ORAL PRESENTATIONS AND COMMENTARY 
 
 86 - 100 76 - 85 70 - 75 65 - 69 60 - 64 55 - 59 50 - 54 

Fulfilment of relevant learning 
outcomes 

Overwhelming 
evidence of being 
satisfied 

Amply satisfied Amply satisfied Satisfied Satisfied Satisfied Satisfied 

Response to the question / 
task 

Complete and 
relevant 

Comprehensive 
and relevant 

Comprehensive 
and relevant 

Very good and 
relevant 

Good and relevant Sound and mostly 
relevant 

Limited with some 
irrelevancies 

Knowledge and 
understanding in resource 
and/or commentary – 
understanding of relevant 
subject matter 

Complete and 
exemplary grasp 

Outstanding grasp Excellent grasp Very good grasp Good grasp Sound grasp, some 
shortcomings in 
coverage 

General grasp with 
some errors or gaps 

Oral presentation - 
preparation, organisation 
(including of use of audiovisual 
or other media as appropriate) 

Exceptionally well-
organised, 
exceptionally 
persuasive, superbly 
tailored to context; 

Extremely 
organised, 
extremely 
persuasive, very 
effectively tailored to 
context 

Very well organised 
and very persuasive, 
effectively tailored to 
context 

Very well-organised, 
persuasive, 
thoughtfully tailored 
to context 

Well organised and 
clear, well tailored to 
context 

Appropriately 
organised and clear, 
appropriately 
tailored to context 

Acceptably 
organised, generally 
clear, adequate 
tailoring to context 

Skills in the presentation: 
audibility, pace, timing, , eye 
contact (including use in 
practice of audiovisual or other 
media as appropriate) 

Exceptionally lively 
and, persuasive 

Very lively, 
extremely 
persuasive,  

Lively, articulate Very good, articulate Good, and fluent Sound, but some 
hesitation and minor 
errors of expression 

Acceptable, some 
flaws in expression, 
some systematic 
errors of expression 

Written rationale/ commentary 
– reflective ability, integration of 
theory and practice 

Exceptionally 
insightful, original, 
creative and 
informed 

Exceptional, 
independently 
conceived,  creative 
and informed 

Excellent, creative, 
independently 
conceived and 
informed 

Very good, 
imaginative and well 
informed 

Good and well 
informed 

Sound and informed Sound integration 
but patchy and 
occasionally 
uninformed 

Critical thinking, analysis, 
synthesis and argument 

Exemplary clarity of 
critical thought, 
argument, synthesis 

Outstanding clarity 
of critical thought, 
argument, analysis, 
synthesis 

Excellent clarity of 
critical thought, 
argument, analysis, 
synthesis 

Very good ability to 
analyse, argue, 
synthesise 
information critically 

Good ability to 
analyse, argue, 
synthesise 
information 

Able to analyse, 
argue and 
synthesise 
information 

Adequate ability to 
analyse, argue and 
synthesise 

Presentation of commentary: 
clarity, organisation, language 
and style  

Excellent structure, 
creatively and 
clearly presented; 
use of language 
lucid, fluent and 
compelling 

Excellent structure, 
creatively and 
clearly presented; 
use of language 
excellent, clear and 
fluent 

Excellent structure 
and style, 
attractively and 
clearly presented; 
use of language 
excellent, clear and 
fluent 

Very clear structure 
and presentation; 
use of language 
very good, clear 

Clear structure, and 
presentation; use of 
language good, 
clear 

Sound structure and 
presentation; use of 
language good but 
occasionally clumsy 

Some presentational 
flaws and lack of 
clarity; use of 
language fair but 
sometimes stilted 
writing style 

Overall impression Superlative 
Commands very 
full attention 

Outstanding 
Command full 
attention 

Excellent 
Commands 
attention 

Very good 
Holds attention 

Good 
Holds some 
attention 

Sound 
Holds some 
attention 

Fair 
Limited ability to 
hold attention 
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 45 - 49 40 - 44 35 - 39 30 - 34 10 - 29 0 - 9  

Fulfilment of relevant learning 
outcomes 

Satisfied Satisfied Great majority are 
satisfied 

Majority are 
satisfied 

Some are satisfied None  

Response to the question / 
task 

Significantly 
restricted 

Barely sufficient Narrowly failed Insufficient Little None  

Knowledge and 
understandingn resource 
and/or commentary – 
understanding of relevant 
subject matter 

Some grasp but 
many errors and/or 
gaps in coverage 
and relevance 

Some general 
understanding but 
many errors, 
omissions and 
misunderstandings 

Little grasp and 
many errors, 
misunderstandings 
and omissions 

Barely relevant, 
largely erroneous 

No grasp or 
relevance with 
erroneous material 

No grasp  

Presentation - preparation, 
organization (including of use of 
audiovisual or other media as 
appropriate) 

Poorly organised, 
some unclarity, 
minimal tailoring to 
context 

Poorly organised 
with unclarity, and 
inconsistency, little 
awareness of 
context 

Poorly organised, 
significant unclarity, 
inconsistent, very 
poor connection to 
context 

Inadequate, 
significant unclarity, 
inconsistent, 
minimal connection 
to context 

Inadequate in every 
respect, indifferent 
to context 

Barely 
comprehensible, 
abysmal, no 
connection to 
context, 

 

Skills in the presentation: 
audibility, pace, timing, , eye 
contact (including use in 
practice of audiovisual or other 
media as appropriate) 

Some significant 
inadequacies, weak 
expression with 
some systematic 
errors 

Inadequate, 
expression very 
weak 

Inadequate, 
slipshod, 
inconsistent, poor 
expression and 
organisation 

Inadequate, shoddy Inadequate in every 
respect 

Barely 
comprehensible, 
abysmal  

 

Commentary – reflective ability, 
integration of theory and 
practice 

Occasional, 
unsound, lacking 
authenticity 

Barely adequate Inadequate Inadequate – lack of 
understanding 

No persuasive 
evidence of 
reflection 

None  

Critical thinking, analysis, 
synthesis and argument 

Limited application 
of thinking to 
presentation 

Very limited 
application of 
thinking to 
presentation 

Minimal evidence of 
applying thinking to 
presentation 

Inadequate 
application of 
thinking to 
presentation  

No application of 
thinking to 
presentation 

No evidence  

Presentation of commentary: 
clarity, organisation, language 
and style  

Poorly structured, 
gaps; flaws in 
clarity, use of 
language and 
presentation 

Very poorly 
structured, gaps; 
flaws in clarity, use 
of language and 
presentation 

Largely 
unstructured, major 
gaps; major flaws in 
clarity, use of 
language and 
presentation 

Unstructured, major 
gaps; multitude of 
flaws in clarity, use 
of language and 
presentation 

Unacceptably 
Incomplete; largely 
incomprehensible; 
unacceptable 
presentation 

Unacceptably brief; 
incomprehensible; 
unacceptable 
presentation 

 

Overall impression Weak 
Little capacity to 
hold attention 

Very weak 
Very little capacity 
to hold attention 

Poor 
Poor capacity to 
hold attention 

Very poor 
Very poor capacity 
to hold attention 

Inept 
Virtually no 
capacity to hold 
attention 

Unacceptable 
No capacity to hold 
attention 
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COMMON AWARDS ASSESSMENT CRITERIA AT LEVEL 5          ORAL PRESENTATIONS AND COMMENTARY 
 
 86 - 100 76 - 85 70 - 75 65 - 69 60 - 64 55 - 59 50 - 54 

Fulfilment of relevant learning 
outcomes 

Overwhelming 
evidence of being 
satisfied 

Amply satisfied Amply satisfied Satisfied Satisfied Satisfied Satisfied 

Response to the question / 
task 

Complete and 
relevant 

Comprehensive 
and relevant 

Comprehensive 
and relevant 

Very good and 
relevant 

Good and relevant Sound and mostly 
relevant 

Limited with some 
irrelevancies 

Knowledge and 
understanding in resource and/ 
or commentary – understanding 
of relevant subject matter 

Complete and 
exemplary grasp 

Outstanding grasp Excellent grasp Very good grasp Good grasp Sound grasp, some 
shortcomings in 
coverage 

General grasp with 
some errors or gaps 

Oral presentation - 
preparation, organisation 
(including of use of audiovisual 
or other media as appropriate) 

Exceptionally well-
organised, 
exceptionally 
persuasive, superbly 
tailored to context; 

Extremely 
organised, 
extremely 
persuasive, very 
effectively tailored to 
context 

Very well organised 
and very persuasive, 
effectively tailored to 
context 

Very well-organised, 
persuasive, 
thoughtfully tailored 
to context 

Well organised and 
clear, well tailored to 
context 

Approporiately 
organised and clear,  
appropriately 
tailored to context 

Acceptably 
organised, generally 
clear, adequate 
tailoring to context 

Skills in the presentation: 
audibility, pace, timing, , eye 
contact (including use in 
practice of audiovisual or other 
media as appropriate) 

Exceptionally lively, 
highly eloquent and 
persuasive 

Very lively, eloquent, 
extremely 
persuasive,  

Lively, articulate Very good, articulate Good and fluent Sound, but some 
hesitation and minor 
errors of expression 

Acceptable, some 
flaws in expression, 
some systematic 
errors of expression 

Written rationale/ commentary 
– reflective ability, integration of 
theory and practice 

Exceptionally 
insightful, original, 
creative and 
informed 

Exceptional, 
independently 
conceived, creative 
and informed 

Excellent, creative, 
independently 
conceived and 
informed 

Very good, 
imaginative and 
well informed 

Good and well 
informed 

Sound and 
informed 

Sound integration 
but patchy and 
occasionally 
uninformed 

Critical thinking, analysis, 
synthesis and argument 

Exemplary clarity of 
critical thought, 
argument, 
synthesis 

Outstanding clarity 
of critical thought, 
argument, analysis, 
synthesis 

Excellent clarity of 
critical thought, 
argument, 
analysis, synthesis 

Very good ability to 
analyse, argue, 
synthesise 
information 
critically 

Good ability to 
analyse, argue, 
synthesise 
information 

Able to analyse, 
argue and 
synthesise 
information 

Adequate ability to 
analyse, argue and 
synthesise 

Presentation of commentary: 
clarity, organisation, language 
and style  

Excellent structure, 
imaginatively and 
clearly presented; 
use of language 
lucid, fluent and 
compelling 

Excellent structure, 
creatively and 
clearly presented; 
use of language 
excellent, clear and 
fluent 

Excellent structure 
and style, 
attractively and 
clearly presented; 
use of language 
excellent, clear and 
fluent 

Very clear structure 
and presentation; 
use of language 
very good, clear 

Clear structure, and 
presentation; use 
of language good, 
clear 

Sound structure 
and presentation; 
use of language 
good but 
occasionally 
clumsy 

Some 
presentational 
flaws and lack of 
clarity; use of 
language fair but 
sometimes stilted 
writing style 

Overall impression Superlative 
Commands very 
full attention 

Outstanding 
Command full 
attention 

Excellent 
Commands 
attention 

Very good 
Holds attention 

Good 
Holds some 
attention 

Sound 
Holds some 
attention 

Fair 
Limited ability to 
hold attention 
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 45 - 49 40 - 44 35 - 39 30 - 34 10 - 29 0 - 9  

Fulfilment of relevant learning 
outcomes 

Satisfied Satisfied Great majority are 
satisfied 

Majority are 
satisfied 

Some are satisfied None  

Response to the question / 
task 

Significantly 
restricted 

Barely sufficient Narrowly failed Insufficient Little None  

Knowledge and 
understandingn resource 
and/or commentary – 
understanding of relevant 
subject matter 

Some grasp but 
many errors and/or 
gaps in coverage 
and relevance 

Some general 
understanding but 
many errors, 
omissions and 
misunderstandings 

Little grasp and 
many errors, 
misunderstandings 
and omissions 

Barely relevant, 
largely erroneous 

No grasp or 
relevance with 
erroneous material 

No grasp  

Oral presentation - 
preparation, organization 
(including of use of audiovisual 
or other media as appropriate) 

Poorly organised, 
some unclarity, 
minimal tailoring to 
context 

Poorly organised 
with unclarity, and 
inconsistency, little 
awareness of 
context 

Poorly organised, 
significant unclarity, 
inconsistent, very 
poor connection to 
context 

Inadequate, 
significant unclarity, 
inconsistent, 
minimal connection 
to context 

Inadequate in every 
respect, indifferent 
to context 

Barely 
comprehensible, 
abysmal, no 
connection to 
context, 

 

Skills in the presentation: 
audibility, pace, timing, , eye 
contact (including use in 
practice of audiovisual or other 
media as appropriate) 

Some significant 
inadequacies, weak 
expression with 
some systematic 
errors 

Inadequate, 
expression very 
weak 

Inadequate, 
slipshod, 
inconsistent, poor 
expression and 
organisation 

Inadequate, shoddy Inadequate in every 
respect 

Barely 
comprehensible, 
abysmal  

 

Written rationale / 
commentary – reflective ability, 
integration of theory and 
practice 

Occasional, 
unsound, lacking 
authenticity 

Barely adequate Inadequate Inadequate – lack of 
understanding 

No persuasive 
evidence of 
reflection 

None  

Critical thinking, analysis, 
synthesis and argument 

Limited application 
of thinking to 
presentation 

Very limited 
application of 
thinking to 
presentation 

Minimal evidence of 
applying thinking to 
presentation 

Inadequate 
application of 
thinking to 
presentation 

No application of 
thinking to 
presentation 

No evidence  

Presentation of commentary: 
clarity, organisation, language 
and style  

Poorly structured, 
gaps; flaws in 
clarity, use of 
language and 
presentation 

Very poorly 
structured, gaps; 
flaws in clarity, use 
of language and 
presentation 

Largely 
unstructured, major 
gaps; major flaws in 
clarity, use of 
language and 
presentation 

Unstructured, major 
gaps; multitude of 
flaws in clarity, use 
of language and 
presentation 

Unacceptably 
Incomplete; largely 
incomprehensible; 
unacceptable 
presentation 

Unacceptably brief; 
incomprehensible; 
unacceptable 
presentation 

 

Overall impression Weak 
Little capacity to 
hold attention 

Very weak 
Very little capacity 
to hold attention 

Poor 
Poor capacity to 
hold attention 

Very poor 
Very poor capacity 
to hold attention 

Inept 
Virtually no 
capacity to hold 
attention 

Unacceptable 
No capacity to hold 
attention 
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COMMON AWARDS ASSESSMENT CRITERIA AT LEVEL 6          ORAL PRESENTATIONS AND COMMENTARY 
 
 86 - 100 76 - 85 70 - 75 65 - 69 60 - 64 55 - 59 50 - 54 

Fulfilment of relevant learning 
outcomes 

Overwhelming 
evidence of being 
satisfied 

Amply satisfied Amply satisfied Satisfied Satisfied Satisfied Satisfied 

Response to the question / 
task 

Complete and 
relevant 

Comprehensive 
and relevant 

Comprehensive 
and relevant 

Very good and 
relevant 

Good and relevant Sound and mostly 
relevant 

Limited with some 
irrelevancies 

Knowledge and 
understanding in resource and/ 
or commentary – understanding 
of relevant subject matter 

Complete and 
exemplary grasp 

Outstanding grasp Excellent grasp Very good grasp Good grasp Sound grasp, some 
shortcomings in 
coverage 

General grasp with 
some errors or gaps 

Oral presentation - 
preparation, organisation 
(including of use of audiovisual 
or other media as appropriate) 

Exceptionally well-
organised, highly 
persuasive, 
sophisticated, 
superbly tailored to 
context 

Extremely 
organised, 
extremely 
persuasive, very 
effectively tailored to 
context 

Very well organised 
and very persuasive, 
effectively tailored to 
context 

Very well-organised, 
persuasive, 
thoughtfully tailored 
to context 

Well organised and 
clear, well tailored to 
context 

Appropriately 
organised and clear,  
appropriately 
tailored to context 

Acceptably 
organised, generally 
clear, adequate 
tailoring to context 

Skills in the presentation: 
audibility, pace, timing, , eye 
contact (including use in 
practice of audiovisual or other 
media as appropriate) 

Exceptionally lively 
and persuasive, 
highly eloquent 

Very lively, 
extremely 
persuasive, eloquent 

Lively, articulate Very good, articulate Good and fluent Sound, but some 
hesitation and minor 
errors of expression 

Acceptable, some 
flaws in expression, 
some systematic 
errors of expression 

Written rationale/ commentary 
– reflective ability, integration of 
theory and practice 

Exceptionally 
insightful, original, 
creative and 
informed 

Exceptional, 
independently 
conceived, creative 
and informed 

Excellent, creative, 
independently 
conceived and 
informed 

Very good, 
imaginative and 
well informed 

Good and well 
informed 

Sound and 
informed 

Sound integration 
but patchy and 
occasionally 
uninformed 

Critical thinking, analysis, 
synthesis and argument 

Exemplary clarity 
and originality of 
critical thought, 
argument, 
synthesis 

Outstanding clarity 
and independence 
of critical thought, 
argument, 
analysis, synthesis 

Excellent clarity 
and independence 
of critical thought, 
argument, 
analysis, synthesis 

Very good ability to 
analyse, argue, 
synthesise 
information 
critically 

Good ability to 
analyse, argue, 
synthesise 
information 

Able to analyse, 
argue and 
synthesise 
information 

Adequate ability to 
analyse, argue 
and synthesise 

Presentation of commentary: 
clarity, organisation, language 
and style  

Excellent structure, 
creatively and 
clearly presented; 
use of language 
lucid, fluent and 
compelling 

Excellent structure, 
creatively and 
clearly presented; 
use of language 
excellent, clear 
and fluent 

Excellent structure 
and style, 
attractively and 
clearly presented; 
use of language 
excellent, clear and 
fluent 

Very clear 
structure and 
presentation; use of 
language very 
good, clear 
 

Clear structure, 
and presentation; 
use of language 
good, clear 
 

Sound structure 
and presentation; 
use of language 
good but 
occasionally 
clumsy 
 

Some 
presentational 
flaws and lack of 
clarity; use of 
language fair but 
sometimes stilted 
writing style 

Overall impression Superlative 
Commands very 
full attention 

Outstanding 
Command full 
attention 

Excellent 
Commands 
attention 

Very good 
Holds attention 

Good 
Holds some 
attention 

Sound 
Holds some 
attention 

Fair 
Limited ability to 
hold attention 



COMMON AWARDS ASSESSMENT CRITERIA  ORAL PRESENTATIONS AND COMMENTARY - LEVEL 6 2 

 
 45 - 49 40 - 44 35 - 39 30 - 34 10 - 29 0 - 9  

Fulfilment of relevant learning 
outcomes 

Satisfied Satisfied Great majority are 
satisfied 

Majority are 
satisfied 

Some are satisfied None  

Response to the question / 
task 

Significantly 
restricted 

Barely sufficient Narrowly failed Insufficient Little None  

Knowledge and 
understandingn resource 
and/or commentary – 
understanding of relevant 
subject matter 

Some grasp but 
many errors and/or 
gaps in coverage 
and relevance 

Some general 
understanding but 
many errors, 
omissions and 
misunderstandings 

Little grasp and 
many errors, 
misunderstandings 
and omissions 

Barely relevant, 
largely erroneous 

No grasp or 
relevance with 
erroneous material 

No grasp  

Oral presentation - 
preparation, organization 
(including of use of audiovisual 
or other media as appropriate) 

Poorly organised, 
some unclarity, 
minimal tailoring to 
context 

Poorly organised 
with unclarity, and 
inconsistency, little 
awareness of 
context 

Poorly organised, 
significant unclarity, 
inconsistent, very 
poor connection to 
context 

Inadequate, 
significant unclarity, 
inconsistent, 
minimal connection 
to context 

Inadequate in every 
respect, indifferent 
to context 

Barely 
comprehensible, 
abysmal, no 
connection to 
context, 

 

Skills in the presentation: 
audibility, pace, timing, , eye 
contact (including use in 
practice of audiovisual or other 
media as appropriate) 

Some significant 
inadequacies, weak 
expression with 
some systematic 
errors 

Inadequate, 
expression very 
weak 

Inadequate, 
slipshod, 
inconsistent, poor 
expression and 
organisation 

Inadequate, shoddy Inadequate in every 
respect 

Barely 
comprehensible, 
abysmal  

 

Written rationale / 
commentary – reflective ability, 
integration of theory and 
practice 

Occasional, 
unsound, lacking 
authenticity 

Barely adequate Inadequate Inadequate – lack 
of understanding 

No persuasive 
evidence of 
reflection 

None  

Critical thinking, analysis, 
synthesis and argument 

Limited application 
of thinking to 
presentation 

Very limited 
application of 
thinking to 
presentation 

Minimal evidence 
of applying 
thinking to 
presentation 

Inadequate 
application of 
thinking to 
presentation 

No application of 
thinking to 
presentation 

No evidence  

Presentation of commentary: 
clarity, organisation, language 
and style  

Poorly structured, 
gaps; flaws in 
clarity, use of 
language and 
presentation 

Very poorly 
structured, gaps; 
flaws in clarity, use 
of language and 
presentation 

Largely 
unstructured, 
major gaps; major 
flaws in clarity, use 
of language and 
presentation 

Unstructured, 
major gaps; 
multitude of flaws 
in clarity, use of 
language and 
presentation 

Unacceptably 
Incomplete; largely 
incomprehensible; 
unacceptable 
presentation 

Unacceptably brief; 
incomprehensible; 
unacceptable 
presentation 

 

Overall impression Weak 
Little capacity to 
hold attention 

Very weak 
Very little capacity 
to hold attention 

Poor 
Poor capacity to 
hold attention 

Very poor 
Very poor capacity 
to hold attention 

Inept 
Virtually no 
capacity to hold 
attention 

Unacceptable 
No capacity to hold 
attention 
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COMMON AWARDS ASSESSMENT CRITERIA AT LEVEL 7          ORAL PRESENTATIONS AND COMMENTARY 
 
 86 - 100 76 - 85 70 - 75 65 - 69 60 - 64 55 - 59 

Fulfilment of relevant 
learning outcomes 

Fully satisfied at a 
consistently high level 

Amply satisfied at a 
high level 

Satisfied, many at a 
high level 

Satisfied, some at a 
high level 

Satisfied, many are 
more than satisfied 

Satisfied, some are 
more than satisfied 

Response to the question / 
task 

Complete grasp, clear 
approach 

Comprehensive grasp, 
imaginative, relevant 
approach 

Comprehensive grasp 
and clear, relevant 
approach 

Very good and 
relevant 

Good and relevant Sound and mostly 
relevant 

Knowledge and 
understanding in resource 
and/ or commentary – 
understanding of relevant 
subject matter 

Complete, exemplary 
mastery and critical 
engagement with 1º and 
2º sources, at forefront 
of research 

Outstanding grasp and 
critical engagement with 
1º and 2º sources and at 
forefront of research 

Excellent grasp and 
critical engagement with 
1º and 2º sources and at 
forefront of research 

Very good grasp and 
effective engagement 
with 1º and 2º sources 
and at forefront of 
research 

Good grasp and 
engagement with 1º and 
2º sources, some at 
forefront of research 

General grasp, some 
shortcomings in 
coverage, some 
engagement with 1º and 
2º sources, a few at 
forefront of research 

Oral presentation - 
preparation, organisation 
(including of use of audiovisual 
or other media as appropriate) 

Exceptionally well-
organised, highly 
persuasive, 
sophisticated, superbly 
tailored to context 

Extremely organised, 
extremely persuasive, 
very effectively tailored 
to context 

Very well organised and 
very persuasive, 
effectively tailored to 
context 

Very well-organised, 
persuasive, thoughtfully 
tailored to context 

Well organised and 
clear, appropriately 
tailored to context 

Organised and clear,  
some tailoring to context 

Skills in the presentation: 
audibility, pace, timing, , eye 
contact (including use in 
practice of audiovisual or other 
media as appropriate) 

Exceptionally lively and 
persuasive, highly 
eloquent 

Very lively, eloquent, 
extremely persuasive,  

Lively, articulate, 
persuasive 

Very good, articulate Good and fluent Adequate, but some 
hesitation and minor 
errors of expression 

Written rationale/ 
commentary – reflective 
ability, integration of theory and 
practice 

Exceptionally insightful, 
significant and informed 
by recent scholarship 

Exceptional, significant 
and informed by recent 
scholarship 

Excellent and informed 
by some recent 
scholarship 

Very good and 
informed by some 
recent scholarship 

Good and with some 
reference to recent 
scholarship 

Sound integration 

Critical thinking, analysis, 
synthesis and argument 

Exceptional; analysis 
and synthesis; creative, 
insightful and original, 
with critical depth 

Excellent, insightful 
analysis and synthesis; 
insightful and original 
with critical depth 

Excellent, independent 
analysis and synthesis; 
high accuracy and 
good critical depth 

Very good ability to 
analyse, argue, 
synthesise information 

Good ability to analyse, 
argue, synthesise 

Reasonably able to 
analyse, argue and 
synthesise 

Presentation of commentary: 
clarity, organisation, language 
and style  

Highest professional 
standards; lucid, fluent, 
imaginative and 
compelling language 
and style 

Professional standards; 
lucid, fluent and 
compelling language 
and style 

Very good standards of 
presentation and 
organisation; clear and 
fluent language and 
style 

Well presented and 
organised; very good 
and clear use of 
language 

Clear presentation, 
organisation and use of 
language 

Adequate presentation 
and organisation; use 
of language adequate 
but occasionally 
clumsy 

Overall impression Superlative 
Commands very full 
attention 

Outstanding 
Command full 
attention 

Excellent 
Commands attention 

Very good 
Holds attention 

Good 
Holds some attention 

Sound 
Holds some attention 

 



COMMON AWARDS ASSESSMENT CRITERIA  ORAL PRESENTATIONS AND COMMENTARY - LEVEL 7 2 

 50 - 54 40-49 30-39 20-29 10-19 0 - 9 

Fulfilment of relevant learning 
outcomes 

Satisfied Some are satisfied Few are satisfied Few, if any, are 
satisfied 

Very few, if any, are 
satisfied 

None are satisfied 

Response to the question / 
task 

Limited with some 
irrelevancies 

Barely sufficient Narrowly failed Insufficient Little None 

Knowledge and 
understandingn resource 
and/or commentary – 
understanding of relevant 
subject matter 

General grasp with 
some errors or gaps; 
engagement with 
some relevant 
literature 

Some grasp, but many 
errors and/or gaps in 
coverage, relevance 
and engagement with 
relevant literature 

Some general 
understanding but many 
errors, omissions; 
almost no engagement 
with appropriate 
literature 

Barely relevant, largely 
erroneous, no relevant 
engagement with 
appropriate literature 

No grasp or relevance 
with erroneous material; 
no engagement with 
relevant literature 

No grasp 

Oral presentation - 
preparation, organization 
(including of use of audiovisual 
or other media as appropriate) 

Acceptably organised, 
generally clear, poor 
tailoring to context 

Poorly organised, some 
unclarity, little tailoring 
to context 

Very poorly organised 
with unclarity, and 
inconsistency, very poor 
awareness of context 

Barely organised, 
significant unclarity, 
inconsistent, minimal 
connection to context 

Completely inadequate, 
significant unclarity, 
inconsistent, indifferent 
to context 

Barely comprehensible, 
no connection to 
context, 

Skills in the presentation: 
audibility, pace, timing, , eye 
contact (including use in 
practice of audiovisual or other 
media as appropriate) 

Acceptable, some 
flaws in expression, 
some systematic 
errors of expression 

Some significant 
inadequacies, weak 
expression with some 
systematic errors 

Inadequate, expression 
very weak 

Inadequate, shoddy, 
expression extremely 
weak  

Inadequate in every 
respect 

Barely comprehensible, 
abysmal  

Written rationale / 
commentary – reflective ability, 
integration of theory and 
practice 

Adequate integration 
but some 
inaccuracies 

Little integration, 
poorly informed lacking 
authenticity 

Very little integration, 
unsound 

Minimal integration, 
often inappropriate 

No persuasive 
integration 

No integration 

Critical thinking, analysis, 
synthesis and argument 

Some but limited 
ability to analyse, 
argue and synthesize, 
but not consistently 
maintained 

Limited application of 
thinking to presentation 

Little evidence of 
applying thinking to 
presentation 

Very little evidence of 
applying thinking to 
presentation 

No application of 
thinking to presentation 

No evidence 

Presentation of commentary: 
clarity, organisation, language 
and style  

Adequate 
presentation and 
organisation with 
some flaws; stilted 
writing style, some 
errors 

Poor presentation 
organisation and 
vocabulary, 
grammatical and 
spelling flaws 

Very poor 
presentation, 
organisation and 
vocabulary; 
grammatical and 
spelling flaws 

Haphazard 
presentation and 
organisation; poor 
spelling,  grammar and 
style 

Unacceptably poor 
presentation and 
organisation; multitude 
of flaws in use of 
language and style 

Unacceptable 

Overall impression Fair 
Limited ability to 
hold attention 

Weak 
Little capacity to 
hold attention 

Very weak 
Very little capacity to 
hold attention 

Poor 
Poor capacity to hold 
attention 

Very poor 
Very poor capacity to 
hold attention 

Unacceptable 
No capacity to hold 
attention 
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