
Marking guidelines VMS 4200 Spring Semester 2020 

The examination is in the form of a semester assignment. Students are required to 
write a project description for their own master thesis of about 10 pages of 2300 
keystrokes in length, excluding bibliography and illustrations. The assignment is to be 
an independent work with original reasoning at the same time as it relates to the state 
of the art in research. Students must provide consistent references and a full 
bibliography with their assignment. 
The assignment should contain an introduction, clearly stating the project aims and 
motivation and introduce a research question, if necessary with sub-questions. 
Students should provide a preliminary literature review, placing their project within the 
wider field of Viking and Medieval Norse Studies and demonstrating the gap in 
knowledge where their research fits in. Students should discuss which material is 
available to answer their research question and what of it they are going to use. They 
should identify suitable theoretical and methodological approaches to the material 
and detail potential advantages and disadvantages of their chosen approach. 
Students do not need to provide data collection, analysis or conclusions but should 
demonstrate an awareness of potential problems they might encounter in collecting 
their data and indicate how this could be resolved within an MA project. 
Overly long or too short assignments will lead to a lowering of the mark (under 8 or 
over 12 pages of text, not including illustrations and bibliography). 
 
The grading will primarily take into account the following aspects:  
1. Originality and feasibility of the MA project, usefulness of the assignment as a 
basis for work on the MA thesis 
2. Theoretical awareness and method – suitability for the project, understanding of 
the theoretical and methodological background 
3. Treatment of research material – detailing how the available material will be used 
to answer the research question, reasons why this material has been chosen and 
why other material has been omitted, awareness of potential problems in assembling 
data from the material, awareness of potential pitfalls in use of material 
4. Presentation of earlier research – literature review, awareness how this will be 
used in the project 
5. Structure and argumentation – clarity of text, consistent referencing, clear 

bibliography 

A Can be used as basis for an outstanding MA thesis without further work. 

Exceptionally high level of originality of the research question and of use of theory 

and methodology. Exceptionally good literature review. A very well structured and 

argued scholarly text. Exemplary referencing. 

B Can be used as basis for an MA thesis. Very high level of originality of the research 

question and of use of theory and methodology. Very good overview of the research 

material and earlier research. A very well structured and argued scholarly text. Good 

referencing with no omissions. 

C Can be used as basis for an MA thesis with some more work. High level of 

originality of the research question and of use of theory and methodology. Good 

literature review without major omissions. A well structured and argued scholarly text. 

Good referencing. 



D Needs much further work to be used as basis for an MA thesis. Acceptable level of 

originality of the research question and of use of theory and methodology. 

Acceptable literature review. A structured and argued scholarly text. Acceptable 

referencing. 

E Not suitable as basis for an MA thesis at present but could be amended enough to 

work. Low level of originality of the research question and of use of theory and 

methodology. Some overview of the research material and earlier research. With 

significant weaknesses in structure and argumentation. Significant shortcomings in 

referencing. 

F Not suitable as an MA thesis plan. Lack of originality of the research question and 

use of theory and methodology. Literature review is lacking or incomplete. With 

significant flaws in structure and argumentation. No or inconsistent referencing. 


