Grading Guidelines FIL4100

The course grade is based on a 10-12-page essay. There are five (5) suggested topics, and it is also possible to have an individual

topic approved.

The essays will be individually supervised and graded by the following criteria:
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Some correctly presented
material, with certain
misunderstandings.

A discussion with a
somewhat incoherent
argumentative structure.
Limited degree of
independent thinking.

The discussed
material bears a
certain amount
of relevance to
assigned topic.

Understandable language with
grammatical and typographical
mistakes. Technical terms are used, but
also misused, with some mistakes in
using symbols. A certain amount of
structure.

The material is superficially
presented, with significant
misunderstandings.

An attempt at an
argumentatively structured
discussion which is lacking
in coherence. Very limited
degree of independent
thinking.

The discussed
material bears
little relevance
to assigned
topic.

Understandable language with many
grammatical and typographical
mistakes. Technical terms not used or
used incorrectly, with incoherent use of
symbols. Poorly structured.

Merely
partial or
largely
incongruous
citation of
references.




