ART11101 History of Art (Undergrad Level 1) – Interactive Oral Assessment rubric						
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]Task purpose
After submitting a 1000-word textual analysis on your chosen art pieces, you will answer questions and reflect on your analysis in a 10–12-minute IOA session with two assessors. You will be assessed according to the following rubric on your theoretical understanding and application of knowledge learned during the subject.

Subject ILOs
· Identify key historical works of art and social contexts of the modern era;
· Perform basic textual analysis using appropriate terminology in the context of modern art;
· Apply methods for critically interpreting works of modern art;
· Demonstrate academic literacy and art-specific research methodologies.

	Band
	H1 Excellent
15–14*
	H2A Very high
13–12
	H3 Good
11–10
	Satisfactory
9–7.5
	Needs improvement
7–0**

	Criteria
	
	
	
	
	

	Demonstration of knowledge of key historical works of art and social contexts  
(15%)
	Your responses demonstrate comprehensive and insightful knowledge of key historical works of art, with consistently relevant and accurate references to historical and social contexts. You offer deep insights making sophisticated connections between artworks and broader social developments.
	Your responses demonstrate strong knowledge of key historical works of art and their social contexts. You accurately explain relationships between artworks and the historical and cultural environments in which they were created. Your analysis is clear and well-supported.

	Your responses demonstrate sound knowledge of key historical works of art and some understanding of relevant social contexts. You show depth of understanding beyond surface-level facts. You identify key features and periods accurately, though connections to context may be more general or occasionally underdeveloped.
	Your responses demonstrate basic knowledge of some key historical works of art, with limited reference to social or cultural contexts. Your understandings may be simplistic or occasionally inaccurate, but a general awareness is evident.
	To improve, work on developing a more accurate understanding of key historical works of art by engaging with the readings. Aim to explore and articulate the social contexts surrounding these works more clearly. Strengthen your responses by addressing current gaps in knowledge.

	Band
	H1 Excellent
25–23
	H2A Very high
22–20
	H3 Good
19–16
	Satisfactory
15–12.5
	Needs improvement
12–0**

	Criteria
	
	
	
	
	

	Critical interpretation of art piece (25%)
	You offer a sophisticated and nuanced critical interpretation of the art piece, demonstrating deep engagement with visual elements, symbolism, style, technique, and meaning. Your interpretation is insightful, original and well-supported by evidence. You consider multiple perspectives and integrate contextual understanding seamlessly.
	You provide a well-developed and thoughtful interpretation of the art piece. You demonstrate clear understanding of visual elements and contextual factors, with analysis supported by relevant evidence. Your interpretation shows depth and may incorporate some originality or multiple perspectives.
	You present a clear and generally accurate interpretation of the art piece. You recognise key visual elements and some contextual influences. Your interpretation is logical and supported, though may be somewhat descriptive or lacking deeper critical insight.
	You offer a basic interpretation of the art piece, with limited analysis or critical depth. You may focus primarily on description rather than interpretation. Your support for claims may be minimal or general. You may overlook or misunderstand some key aspects of the artwork.
	Work towards developing interpretations that move beyond simple description. Aim to engage critically with both the visual and contextual features of the artwork. Strengthen your analysis by supporting your ideas with relevant evidence and offering a clearer, more coherent argument.


	
	Band
	H1 Excellent
40–36*
	H2A Very high standard
35–31
	H3 Good
30–25
	Pass Satisfactory
24–20
	Needs improvement
19–0**

	Criteria
	
	
	
	
	

	Reflection on your process of textual analysis (40%)
	You provide a deeply insightful reflection on your process of textual analysis. You clearly articulate strategies, challenges, decisions, and learning moments throughout your process. You demonstrate a high level of self-awareness and the ability to evaluate your analytical approach critically. Your reflection shows evidence of growth and intention to improve future work.
	You offer a well-considered and detailed reflection on the textual analysis process. You identify key strategies and decisions, with some discussion of challenges and learning. You demonstrate good self-awareness and an ability to evaluate the process with clarity and purpose.
	You provide a clear reflection on the process of textual analysis, identifying some strategies and general challenges. Your reflection may be more descriptive than analytical but shows an understanding of the steps taken and some awareness of their effectiveness.
	You provide a basic or surface-level reflection on the textual analysis process. You may describe steps taken without deeper insight or critical evaluation. Your reflection lacks depth or misses opportunities to explore learning or growth.
	Aim to connect your own thoughts directly to your analytical process. Consider discussing the decisions you made, strategies you used, and any challenges you encountered. Engaging thoughtfully with the reflective task will help deepen your understanding and support your ongoing development.

	Band
	H1 Excellent
20–19*
	H2A Very high standard
18–16
	H3 Good
15–13
	Pass Satisfactory
12–10
	Needs improvement
9–0**

	Criteria
	
	
	
	
	

	Demonstration of academic literacy and research methodologies (20%)








	Your responses demonstrate a high level of academic literacy expertly linking to thorough and relevant research, which is clearly integrated into your arguments. Your responses also show critical engagement with sources and your research methodology is well-chosen and clearly explained. You demonstrate a strong understanding of academic integrity.

	Your responses demonstrate strong academic literacy referencing relevant supporting sources which support your ideas well. Your sources are mostly critically considered and your research methodology is appropriate and clearly explained. 
	You demonstrate a sound academic literacy with referencing to research which is integrated into your analysis. Your source use is appropriate but may lack depth in evaluation or convincingly support your arguments. Your research methodology is identifiable and demonstrates some effectiveness.
	Your responses demonstrate a basic academic literacy with some mentioning of source material. Your research is limited or uneven, with some relevant sources but minimal critical engagement. Your methodology is present but underdeveloped or not well demonstrated in your answers.
	Strengthen your academic literacy by selecting relevant, credible sources and speaking about them in your responses. Identify and apply a suitable research methodology to demonstrate an understanding of academic practices and be able to refer to this in your answers.



*Where there is a range of marks possible, it is at the marker’s discretion as to how well the response fits the descriptor and what grade is allocated.
**For ‘Needs improvement’ grades with wider mark ranges, marks may be allocated at 3 levels: 1)  marks close to pass, borderline work; 2) a number of marks away from a Pass, clearly not satisfactory, issues in a range of facets of any unsatisfactory criterion; and 3) major issues evident, close to 0 marks, major structural / content issues; clear evidence of inappropriate practice, e.g. plagiarism, may result in a zero grade.
