
Criteria for Marking Written Case Study 
Assignment feedback is given in the same categories.   

%  Organisation and 
Structure  

Argument and  

Application to 
Practise  

Theory and 
Analysis  

Research and 
Referencing  

Style and 
Presentation  

86- 

100 

Exceptional planning 
resulting in excellent 
structure and 
presentation.  
  

Arguments developed 
and refined to include 
high order critique. 
Strong conclusions 
substantiated by 
evidence from reading 
and advanced 
integration of theory 
and practice. Presents 
a tightly-focused, 
relevant and well-
structured answer with 
full and accurate 
development of 
concepts/theories, and 
excellent use of 
evidence. 

Work may achieve or 
be close to a 
publishable standard 

Exceptional, effective 
critical analysis 
maintained 
throughout.  
Sophisticated grasp of 
theory and its 
application within a 
well -developed and 
critical argument. 
Integration of self-
awareness to support 
the analysis.  

Method/s deployed 
highly effective. 
Demonstrates 
command of the 
subject matter 
including, where 
appropriate, 
methodological, 
technical and 
scholarship skills. 
Evidence obtained of 
high order. 
Referencing follows 
agreed format with 
minimal errors.  
Extensive reading 
demonstrated.  

Provides a thorough 
and consistent 
deployment of 
techniques of 
academic writing with 
particular reference to 
structure, 
referencing/sourcing 
and spelling/grammar. 

 

70-
85 

Very high quality 
planning, structure 
and presentation  

Work which may 
extend existing 
debates or 
interpretations. Shows 
good integration of 
theory and practice 
throughout  

Presents a coherent 
and closely-argued 
answer with good 
structure, accurate use 
of concepts/theories, 
and good use of 
evidence. 

 

High quality work 
demonstrating 
excellent knowledge 
and understanding, 
analysis, organisation, 
accuracy, relevance, 
presentation and 
appropriate skills.  
Understands and 
evaluates relevant 
arguments, debates 
and/or interpretations 
in a manner that 
demonstrates a 
capacity for 
independent thought. 

Demonstrates good 
appreciation of 
research of the subject 
matter including, 
where appropriate, 
methodological, 
technical and 
scholarship skills. 
Evidence of further 
reading 
 
Referencing format is 
thorough and follows 
agreed format. 

Provides a very 
good deployment of 
techniques of 
academic writing 
with particular 
reference to 
structure, 
referencing/sourcing 
and 
spelling/grammar. 

60- 

69  

Evidence of careful 
planning resulting in 
a well structured and 
well presented piece 
of work.  

Argument developed 
and refined with 
strongly substantiated 
conclusions.  
Showing some 
integration of theory 
and practice.  

Clear understanding of 
theories and critical 
analysis throughout 
the work.  

Method/s of research 
used well. Some good 
evidence and few 
errors. Referencing 
follows agreed format 
with few errors.   

Vocabulary is exact 
and expression is 
good throughout.  
Keeps to word limit.  



50- 

59  

Clear evidence of 
planning leading to a 
reasonable structure.  

Good arguments 
provided and with 
substantiated 
deductions and 
conclusions in parts. 
Some mention of 
practice.  

Evidence of 
understanding of 
theories and strong 
analysis, with much of 
this critical in 
approach.  

Method/s of research 
used competently and 
supported by sufficient 
evidence (reading). 
Referencing follows 
agreed format but with 
some errors.  

Clear expression and 
with few 
grammatical/spelling 
errors. Reasonably 
presented.  

40- 

49  

Some logic and 
thought given to 
planning and 
structure.  

Argument weak or 
predictable and with 
predictable 
conclusions. Little 
evidence of thinking of 
how to apply the 
theory.  

Some use of theories 
and analysis 
throughout. Content is 
predominantly 
descriptive rather than 
critical.  

Method/s of research 
used adequately. 
Attempts made to 
reference but not in 
agreed format.   

Some  

grammatical/spelling 
errors or in part 
poorly expressed and 
presented. Over or 
under word limit.  

Fail 

Limited evidence of 
planning of work and 
little structure.  

  

Lacking in argument 
and objective 
comment and with 
simplistic and 
unsubstantiated 
conclusions. No self 
awareness of 
application to practice. 

Solely descriptive 
content with little or 
no analysis.  

Evidence of some 
research. Limited in 
depth and methods 
used. Very limited or 
no referencing.  

Quality of expression 
and grammar poor and 
difficult to follow. 
Badly presented and 
no adherence to word 
limit.  

  
 


