Predicting degree classification

Bachelors degrees will be classified according to the following scale:

	First Class Honours
	70% and above
	Outstanding

	Second Class Honours (Upper Division)
	60% to 69%
	Above Average

	Second Class Honours (Lower Division)
	50% to 59%
	Average

	Third Class Honours
	40% to 49%
	Satisfactory


· Classification will be decided on the basis of the average of the best 200 credits at levels HE2/3, irrespective of subject, and with no weighting between levels 

· However, in the case of the BA Primary Education programme the basis of classification will be 190 credits at levels HE2/3 

· For the purposes of classification, the mark for a 20-credit module will be regarded as two marks, that for a 30-credit module as three, that for a 40-credit module as four, and pro rata
· On most programmes the majority of students get 2:1’s or 2:2’s
Students Please Note:
1. Year 1 modules don’t count towards the degree classification but you do need to pass them and develop your understanding of the marking criteria used.
2. The average best marks over 200 credits covering year 2 and year 3 will be used to create your degree classification. This means you can calculate which marks might contribute, which ones you won’t use and then as the third year progresses the kind of marks you will need in remaining modules to get the degree classification you want.
3. Take note of the number of credits each module is worth. It’s worth putting effort into those worth more credits.

4. Take note of the % marks awarded to each assessment component in a module and plan your time accordingly
5. Talk to you lecturer and use feedback to be clear exactly what is required on each module for e.g. 60% – 69% or 70% or above.

A typical mark scale for an examination will look for:
a) Knowledge of relevant theoretical and conceptual frameworks (i.e. key writers, key issues, key theories, key ways of understanding the topic and how they have developed)

b) ability to apply theoretical/conceptual understandings to a given question(i.e. which of the theories, issues above are most applicable to help understand the topic set? Which aren’t and why? Key debates in the topic)

 c) ability to structure and organise material in a time constrained situation/environment;(i.e. able to analyse question, not waffle and make an argument or clarify an issue in depth in a short time)
d) ability to present ideas/opinions coherently with reference to models and frameworks as appropriate.(i.e. able to express yourself clearly and succinctly making reference to the theories , key ideas etc.)
	%
	criteria

	80 – 100%
	Outstanding – as good as could possibility be expected under examination conditions

	70 – 79%


	Comprehensive and complete answer that clearly demonstrate a deep understanding and knowledge base extending well beyond the directly taught programme e.g. current debates and issues, recent publications, links to very current issues

Highly developed ability to analyse, synthesise, summarise and critically evaluate information

A highly developed ability to integrate and critically evaluate information from a range of sources

	60 – 69%


	A good answer showing an understanding and knowledge of the subject with some evidence of enquiry beyond the directly taught programme

 An ability to analyse, synthesise, summarise and critically evaluate

Information

An ability to integrate and critically evaluate information from a range

of sources

	50 – 59%


	A correct answer showing an understanding and knowledge of the subject with some evidence of enquiry based largely on available information but presented in an adequate framework

Insufficient detail or originality and reference to literature



	40 – 49%


	Knowledge based entirely on the directly taught programme

 A basic ability to analyse, synthesise and summarise information, but poorly structured

Deficient in some areas e.g. errors of fact, concepts disordered or flawed, poor presentation



	30 – 39%


	A significant inability to engage with the question

Is mostly irrelevant to the question posed

Some redeeming features (e.g. some key topics mentioned) and evidence of effort



	20 – 29%
	A limited number of relevant points but insufficient to show an adequate grasp of the issues intended

	<20%
	A few points of relevance but cannot be said to address the question

 Does not represent a reasonable attempt


Hints and Tips for Getting a First
1. Find out how many students get a first on your programme. Ask the programme rep to get the data from the Programme Board

2. Look at your modules and be clear of a) their credit value b) what % is given to which assessment component. This will help you decide which to focus on
3. Look at your results from last year and calculate which modules might contribute to your ‘best’ average marks so far. What category are you heading for? How much work do you need to do to get a first? Work out if you are likely to have retakes, mit circs or late submissions and what the impact might be. This will hinder attempts to get a first.

4. Look at the assessment criteria and make sure you really understand how marks are allocated and what is required for top marks. Make an appointment to discuss this with the lecturer or your personal tutor if you are at all unclear.

5. Ask to see an example of a first from a previous year and ask the lecturer to give the class an idea of what he/ she would like to see. Take up opportunities offered to provide help and advice.
Usually the best pieces of work have these features:

· They are well structured, well written and answer the question / task set. They are easy to follow and engaging.
· They tackle the question / task in an original way e.g. looking at a topic from a different perspective or using a number of theorists to disprove a commonly held view
· They use the vocabulary of the discipline / subject area / theory confidently

· They refer to key texts confidently and also more unusual but very current publications often from the key journals in the area or from a conference paper. The bibliography provides good evidence of wider reading.
· They show excellent understanding of the current debates in the area – ask yourself e.g. what are sport scientists arguing about in journals/ at conferences? What are historians currently debating about in relation to a particular topic? You need to find this out. Also who are the really key current people in the field? What are the more original approaches to methodology? You need to show you are thinking and writing like a sociologist or a biologist etc. Journals will help here but they need to be right ones for the topic. Use the library effectively NOT Google or WIKIPEDIA
· Your voice shines through confidently (It’s not you trying to sound like an academic or paraphrasing others’ words). Use the English Language Unit for help – even if you are already getting high marks.

· Evidence and argument is backed up with full and careful references to what has been read. References are cited in line with academic conventions.

