Feedback prompt list
Identify a piece of your draft or completed written work where you have received a significant amount of feedback from your tutor or supervisor. Indicate at the top which piece of work you are referring to. Then go through the feedback you received, identifying each criterion that your tutor or supervisor has made explicit in the feedback:

1. In the first column, enter each explicit criterion (up to five in total) where the feedback indicates you met the criterion well.

2. In the second column, write how you will attempt to continue meeting this criterion in your future writing for assessment.

3. In the third column, enter each explicit criterion (up to five in total) where the feedback indicates that you need to improve what you did.

4. In the fourth column, write down how you will attempt to improve your future writing for assessment by meeting this criterion more fully.

The space in each cell will expand as you write.
	Piece of work: 


	Explicit criterion about something I did well
	Implications for my future writing
	Explicit criterion about something I need to improve
	Implications for my future writing

	1.
	
	1. 
	

	2.
	
	2. 
	

	3.
	
	3. 
	

	4.
	
	4. 
	

	5.
	
	5. 
	


Refer to your completed table as a prompt to remind you what to make sure you do, and what to try and avoid doing, in your next piece of writing for assessment.

	identifying the implicit criteria
	text part justified

big gap between the text and two bullets at the bottom of the page
	

	expanding what you learn from audience feedback
	all text justified – including the tables

second bullet point text misaligned
	

	familiarising yourself with the official criteria
	text justified
bullet points misaligned (need hanging indent)
	

	learning systematically from audience feedback
	text justified
	link to feedback prompt list OK
link to answer page OK

	
	answer page – text justified (does this matter?)
	

	learning from your writing for formative
	text justified
	

	formative and summative assessment
	text part justified
	

	criteria for academic presentation
	text part justified
	‘academic discourse’ link needed to introduction activity ‘your learning through the two-way process of academic discourse’

	comparing criteria for academic publication
	text justified

do all the words in the table top row have to be capitalised?

bullets at bottom of page deeply indented, one of them double

there should be a downloadable form for this activity (text for this below)
	


Comparing criteria for academic publication and assessing students’ work

Here is a list of academic journal criteria for assessing whether submitted papers should be accepted for publication. Note down in the middle column how relevant you think each criterion for publication is to your writing for assessment as a postgraduate or research student. In the right hand column give your reasons for your judgement about the degree of relevance for each criterion.

The space in each cell will expand as you write.
	Indicative criteria for publication in an academic journal
	How relevant to writing for assessment as a postgraduate or research student?
	Why I have made this judgement about the degree of relevance

	To what extent does the paper:



	1. address current or future critical issues in the field?
	
	

	2. have a clear introduction indicating purpose?
	
	

	3. critically review appropriate literature?
	
	

	4. set a context for the work?
	
	

	5. indicate sufficient research details if the article is empirical?
	
	

	6. have a clear, appropriately supported, argument?
	
	

	7. have clear implications for practice?
	
	

	8. address appropriate policy issues?
	
	

	9. have an appropriate writing style?
	
	

	10. make a worthwhile and interesting contribution to the literature?
	
	

	11. have value for an international audience?
	
	


You are likely to have noticed that most of these criteria are quite or very relevant to writing for assessment as a postgraduate or doctoral research student. This finding is only to be expected, since student work is an induction into learning how to follow the logic of enquiry.

	who needs convincing if your work
	text part justified
bullets need big blobs
	‘sense of audience’ link needed to introduction activity ‘who do you think your audience is?’

	inside an academic journal editor’s world
	text part justified
	link to IJMR works fine

	getting to grips with academic journal criteria
	text justified
this activity needs a form (below)
	


Implications of IJMR Criteria Form

The International Journal of Management Reviews criteria for acceptance of a submitted literature review article are set-out in the lefthand column of the table below.

Take as your starting point either a literature review you have done for your postgraduate or doctoral dissertation or thesis, or another substantial review you have undertaken. Imagine that you are planning to submit a literature review article for publication in the International Journal of Management Reviews, drawing on your own review.

In the righthand column write down any implications of each criterion in turn for the scope, content, structure and style of the (imaginary) article that you are planning to write. Each cell will expand as you write.
	IJMR key criteria for acceptance

	Implications for my literature review article

	1.
Is there sufficient literature to warrant a literature survey (is the area of concern mature enough?)
	

	2.
Is the literature surveyed coherently bounded (i.e. are there justifiable reasons why certain literature is included and other literature excluded)?
	

	3.
Is the analysis of the literature surveyed complete - in terms of discussions of any contrasting methodologies used in the literature, the general conclusions to be drawn from the literature (e.g. the current agreements and disagreements contained therein), etc. - in short, a thorough and timely discussion of where the literature is now, and why?
	

	4.
Does the review draw reasoned and authoritative conclusions as to where the literature is/should be going what are the important questions left to be asked?
	

	5.
At whom is the review aimed (the expected audience is mainly an academic one) and will it be sensibly understood by its intended audience?
	


Thinking through the implications of any journal’s criteria for acceptance will help you to develop a strong sense of your key audience and the criteria they will be using to judge your article. You will also be in a good position consciously to meet each criterion as fully as you can in writing your submission.

	building your sense of audience
	text first paragraph justified
interviewer third question no hanging indent so ‘whether’ is underneath ‘int:’
	

	top tips for postgraduate
	text justified
	

	
	
	

	ARGUING CONVINCINGLY
	homepage OK
	

	using the abstract to signal
	text needs to be in blue
	needs ‘academic discourse’ link to introductory activity ‘your learning through the two-way process of academic discourse’

	developing the overall argument
	spacing of interview questions changes from the 5th Q onwards
	

	analysing the development of the overall argument
	in table claim 2 misaligned
in table bullet points misaligned
	

	
	
	

	EVALUATING TEXTS
	to follow
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