Websites and Poster Presentations 

The overall criteria used to arrive at the mark reflect the ability of students to:

1. complete a specific task

2. support an argument with reference to different sources and examples

3. undertake independent study of the topic in question

4. understand the geographical context of the topic

5. communicate effectively using a structured combination of images and text

6. produce a well-presented piece of work

If you are required to present your poster, conference paper or website with an oral presentation the assessment criteria for oral presentations apply. 

The layout of the poster (e.g. dimensions) or website (e.g. file size or number of links) must conform to that prescribed by the module tutor.  Failure to adhere to the prescribed format may result in a reduction of the mark.

	90-100
	97
	An exemplary and highly original piece of work scoring maximum marks for each of the 6 criteria above.  Clear evidence of substantial knowledge and detailed understanding of the topic that is well-integrated with existing sources of information.  Exemplary presentation – images and font-types are of excellent quality, work is well-balanced, functional and aesthetic.  Very clear and user friendly structure.  

	
	93
	Outstanding and original presentation scoring maximum marks for the majority of the above criteria.  Clear evidence of substantial knowledge and detailed understanding of the topic that is well-integrated with existing sources of information.  Images and font-types are of an excellent quality, work is well-balanced and functional.  A very clear and user-friendly structure.  

	80-89
	87
	Excellent work scoring highly on each of the 6 criteria.  Content is excellent, wholly relevant, well-argued and presented.  Draws upon a wide range of different sources of evidence, demonstrates independent research and thinking.  Presentation is excellent providing a good balance between all elements of the work.  A polished, well-structured and user-friendly piece of work.

	
	83
	Excellent work.  Well-argued/presented, providing high quality reasoning, organisation and well-researched factual content.  Presentation is excellent providing a good balance between all the elements of the work.

	70-79
	78
	Very good work scoring highly on most of the 6 criteria.  Good integration of different sources of information and demonstrates an appropriate level of knowledge and understanding.  Well-presented with a good balance between images and text and clear links between elements.  Clear geographical understanding of topic.

	
	75
	Very good work scoring highly on most of the 6 criteria.  Very well organised material and clear understanding of geographical context.  Well-presented with a good balance between images and text and clear links between elements.

	
	72
	Very good work, generally well-organised with good integration of different sources of information and demonstrates an appropriate level of knowledge and understanding.  Well-presented with a good balance between images and text and clear links between elements.  Lacks the consistency and fluency of a higher scoring piece of work.

	60-69
	68
	A good piece of work that is well-structured and hangs together well as a whole.  Knowledge and understanding are good, demonstrates an ability to identify and include appropriate high quality images and to structure text.  Presentation is good but there may be one or two inconsistencies.

	
	65
	A good piece of work that is reasonably structured and hangs together as a whole but may score less well on one or two criteria.  Knowledge and understanding are appropriate, demonstrates an ability to identify appropriate, good quality images and structure text.  Presentation is good but there may be inconsistencies or minor errors.

	
	62
	Competent piece of work demonstrating some factual and theoretical understanding and a good choice of images.  Scores well on the majority of the 6 criteria.  Structure may be slightly imbalanced, there may be inconsistencies or shortcomings in presentation e.g. fonts slightly too small, some difficulties navigating between web pages/sections of poster.

	50-59
	58
	An adequate piece of work.  Material given is relevant but may be lacking in detail or evidence of knowledge or understanding.  Maybe a good website/poster in terms of content that suffers due to a difficult to follow structure.  Images and other elements are largely appropriate and reasonable quality.

	
	55
	An adequate piece of work.  Material is largely relevant but lacks detail or evidence of knowledge and understanding.  Some text/images may be inappropriate or web links may be incomplete or broken.  The work may be weakened by an imbalanced structure and/or patchy quality of text.

	
	52
	Addresses most elements of the assignment but may include some irrelevant material or be imbalanced in structure (e.g. too much text).  Fluency of writing and/or image quality may be inconsistent.  Navigation around website/poster is difficult.

	40-49
	48
	Clear signs that the task has been understood but there are significant gaps in material included and/or includes substantial irrelevant material.  Some indication of knowledge and understanding but structure is weak and difficult to follow.  Images/text are inconsistent quality.  Many web links are incomplete or broken.  

	
	45
	Adequate understanding shown but there are significant weaknesses in structure, design, organisation and/or presentation.

	
	42
	Task is partially addressed but the use of relevant material is thin.  Substantial gaps in knowledge and understanding and incoherent argument/structure.  Images and text are general or of poor quality and the majority of web links are incomplete or broken.

	Fail

	30-39
	37
	Work narrowly, but clearly, fails to be acceptable.  Limited awareness of the requirements with major gaps in presentation e.g. incomplete/partial/irrelevant text or images.  Poorly structured and difficult to navigate.  Images are poor quality and/or text may be of inappropriate size.  

	
	33
	Work fails on several of the criteria 1-6.  Very limited understanding, factually incorrect/faulty reasoning.  This mark may occasionally be given where a student has produced a slightly different assignment from the one set, but nevertheless demonstrated some knowledge/skills relevant to the assignment.

	
	25
	Little evidence of understanding of requirements.  Most/all material included is of poor quality and/or inappropriate.  Achieves few of the learning outcomes and fails on the majority of criteria 1-6.  Poorly structured.

	
	15
	Unacceptable work that does not meet the requirements set.  May be incomplete.  Structure barely discernable.  Images and text are poor quality/illegible and/or inappropriate.

	
	5
	No evidence of any relevant knowledge, understanding or skills.  Achieves few, if any, of the learning outcomes and fails on criteria 1-6.

	
	0
	No attempt or work that has been submitted after the advertised deadline without proper notification.


