LA467 PROJECT excellence

These are the marking criteria to assess the project produced as a result of having followed the module LA467 Contemporary Spanish Language and Culture.
ABOUT THE RESEARCH QUESTION.  You must find a core question about your topic that you wish to pursue. This question will lead the content for the various parts of the project (introduction, literature review, methodology, analysis of findings, problems, conclusions) See below some questions students have researched in the past.
· ¿Es el cannabis un problema creciente en Andalucía?

· ¿Son las leyes antitabaco una transición difícil para los españoles?

· ¿Han definido las películas de Almodóvar lo que es España pa ra los extranjeros?

· ¿Hay lenguas minoritarias en México?

· ¿Hasta qué punto es Cataluña una nación?

· ¿Es posible considerarse español y catalán a la vez?

· ¿ha sido la lengua, gente y cultura mapuche aceptada en Chile?

· ¿Tiene la lengua vasca alguna influencia sobre la identidad de Estella y la gente que vive allí?

· ¿Acepta la familia argentina la idea del matrimonio homosexual?
	Mark
	Features of the Project
	Class Standard

	Exceptional 

75 +
	Exceptionally well-written and well-structured. All main themes and issues are very noticeably well-chosen and identified. Exceptionally coherent and cohesive background research. Exceptionally creative comments and personal critical views. Exceptional ability to introduce very challenging and difficult background material in a precise and logical manner. Exceptionally clear analysis, explanation and answer to the research question. Exceptionally well presented account of the work and stages of the project. Exceptionally clear evaluation and judgement of the project, including clear and well-structured conclusions. 
	First Class Standard

	Excellent 

70+
	Excellently well-written and well-organized project. Main themes and issues are visibly identified. Excellently coherent and cohesive background research. Excellently clear analysis and explanation of the question being answered. Well presented account of the structure. Comprehensive and well-grounded justification of the main decisions on changes. Excellently clear evaluation and judgement of the project, including clear and well-structured conclusions.
	

	Very Good 

65+
	Well-written and well-structured project. Main themes and issues are visibly well-chosen and easily identifiable. Very coherently and cohesively introduced background research. Very clear analysis and explanation of the topic being discussed. Very clear evaluation of the project, including clear and well-structured conclusions.
	Upper Second Class Standard

	Good 

60+
	Well-written and well-structured project. Main themes and issues are visibly well-chosen and easily identifiable. Some lack of coherence. Well-written analysis and explanation of the topic being discussed. However, the explanation is not always sufficiently detailed. Clear evaluation of the project, although the conclusions are not clearly structured.
	

	Very Reasonable 

55+
	Very adequately written project. Around 60% of the main themes and issues are visibly identified. Most of the relevant background material is adequately presented although there is some lack coherence. Very reasonable account of the analysis and explanation of the topic being discussed. Both the analysis and explanation are not sufficiently well described, but it is still possible to have a relatively clear picture of what has been solved. Most evaluation issues are addressed but the conclusions are brief and at times not informative.
	Lower Second Class Standard

	Reasonable 

50+
	Adequately written project. Around 50% of the main themes and issues are clearly identified. Most of the relevant background material is adequately presented. At times the presentation lacks some coherence. Reasonable analysis and explanation of the topic being discussed. Both the analysis and explanation are not sufficiently well described, but it is still possible to have a relatively clear picture of what has been researched. Most evaluation issues are addressed but the conclusions are brief and at times not informative.
	

	Pass

45+
	Not thoroughly written, but still satisfactory project. Some of the main themes and issues are not identified. Some relevant background material is presented (or is absent). Both the analysis and explanation are not sufficiently well described, and even though it is possible to understand what has been discussed and researched in broad terms, a totally clear picture is missing. Evaluation is not thoroughly presented. The conclusions are brief and in some cases not too informative.
	

	Pass

40+
	Not too thoroughly written, but satisfactory project. Some of the main themes and issues are not identified. Some relevant background material is not thoroughly presented (or is absent). Both the analysis and explanation are not sufficiently well described, and even though it is possible to understand what has been discussed and researched in broad terms, a clear picture is missing. Evaluation is not thoroughly presented. The conclusions are brief and mostly non-informative.
	

	Fail

35+
	Not thoroughly written and mostly incoherent project. Around 30% of main themes and issues are clearly identified. A large percentage of the relevant background material is not thoroughly presented (or absent). Some of the analysis is presented in an incorrect or confusing manner. Evaluation is either incorrectly presented or minimal. The conclusions are non-informative and some are wrong.
	Third Class Standard

	Fail 

30+
	No thoroughly written and incoherent project. The main themes and issues are not clearly identified. Most of the required background materials are not presented. Some of the background material contains factual errors and wrong referential information. Most of the analysis is incorrect or confusing. There is some evaluation but it is not totally correct. The conclusions are non-informative and mostly wrong.
	Below Third Class Standard

	Fail

0-29
	No thoroughly written and incoherent project. The main themes and issues have not been identified at all. Most of the background material contains factual errors and wrong referential information or is not included. All the analysis is incorrect or confused. Evaluation and/or conclusions are not evident, or the conclusions are wrong.
	


