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2 Articulate critically informed opinions developed in the module L
through written communication and demonstrate a preliminary
understanding of a range of theoretical debates pertinent to
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5 Use appropriate methodologies and materials to explore a L
question within an essay-writing context.
6 Demonstrate effective, clear and concise ways of articulating and H
discussing debates and arguments in written form as well as an
ability to follow style guidelines.

Michael. This is a difficult essay to mark. On the one hand it uses some great quotes from academic sources to
explore argument and debate as well as some detailed research on a particular artist and their approach to dominant
ways of thinking in their context, on the other it drifts too far in to the subversive acts themselves and the philosophies
behind them in relation to dominant thinking. The mark below does not reflect your ability to write — the work here is
good — the tone, pace, structuring and voice are all strong, but the writing does not stick to the academic arguments
around subversion of ideology, counter-hegemonic projects from those outside the dominant group etc and there is
much in the bibliography that does not contribute to marks. As such the first criteria above where you are judged
against taking an idea from within the module and demonstrate an understanding of that debate, is not quite achieved.
A tighter focus and a determination to ‘answer the question’ are needed. It seems clear that the ability to do so is there

but a ‘drift’ has occurred in this case. Happy to discuss further if helpful.

Note: All marks are provisional until approved at the Assessment Board. The mark shown does not take into account
adjustments for issues such as late submission, extenuating circumstances, and academic misconduct. If you have a query
about how your mark may be adjusted, please contact the Academic Administration Team.
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