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THE MARKING SCALE AND IN-DEPTH GUIDE REGARDING THE 

ASSESSMENT OF MASTER’S THESIS  

Regarding the graded marking scale stated in the Act relating to universities and 

university colleges, the University of Oslo stipulates the following general, 

qualitative descriptions in Norwegian Bokmål: (§ 6.1 Marking system): 

 

Symbol Description General, non-subject specific description of assessment criteria 

A Excellent 

An excellent performance, clearly outstanding. The candidate 

demonstrates excellent judgement and a high degree of independent 

thinking. 

B Very good 
A very good performance. The candidate demonstrates sound judgement 

and a very good degree of independent thinking. 

C Good 

A good performance in most areas. The candidate demonstrates a 

reasonable degree of judgement and independent thinking in the most 

important areas. 

D Satisfactory 

A satisfactory performance, but with significant shortcomings. The 

candidate demonstrates a limited degree of judgement and independent 

thinking. 

E Sufficient 

A performance that meets the minimum criteria, but no more. The 

candidate demonstrates a very limited degree of judgement and 

independent thinking. 

F Fail 

A performance that does not meet the minimum academic criteria. The 

examinee demonstrates an absence of both judgement and independent 

thinking. 
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Subject-specific descriptions of grades for master’s theses  

Different types of master’s theses 

Master’s theses can have different objectives and represent different types of research: Empirical, 

development work, evaluation, theoretical, historical. The general requirements applicable to master’s theses 

will essentially be the same, but the more specific assessment criteria will be somewhat different depending 

on the type of thesis and objective.  This refers to the Guidelines and Format Requirements for Master’s 

Theses. 

The general descriptions provided below are best suited for empirical and – in part – theoretical studies. The 

most common type of thesis at ISP has been empirical studies; However, students are free to choose other 

types of theses. Tasks that are based on development work and/or involve evaluation as a primary objective, 

must be assessed in accordance with this/these objective/s.  This includes, among other things, different 

requirements regarding the application of theory and empirical data, methodological questions etc. 

Indicative description of academic level regarding different grades 

Grade A. The master’s thesis’ research question(s) is/are clearly formulated and defined in a very 

convincing manner.  The candidate is able to document a very high level of knowledge and applies relevant 

theory, previous research, including other relevant frameworks of interpretation, in a convincing manner. 

However, a master’s thesis (equivalent to approximately five months of work) cannot be expected to provide 

a particularly extensive presentation of relevant theory and empirical data. The choice of research approach, 

method and selection of data informants/sources is very appropriate and very well justified.  The research 

process is precisely described, and methodological reflections regarding validity and reliability are at a very 

high level.   If relevant to the thesis’ thematic structure, the safeguarding of privacy protection and data 

security considerations is adequately documented and reflected upon.  Results are presented 

systematically and clearly, and in a manner that conforms to the nature of the material.  The thesis’ results 

are interpreted and discussed in an independent and thought-out manner in light of theoretical perspectives, 

relevant research and/or another framework of interpretation.  There is a very clear and good coherence 

between all parts of the thesis. The candidate masters the formal aspects very well, and the presentation bears 

evidence of being thoroughly prepared and dealt with. The language is accurate and easy to understand.. 

Grade B. The master’s thesis’ research question(s) is/are clearly formulated and defined. The candidate is 

able to document a high level of knowledge, and presents and applies relevant theory, previous research, 

including other relevant frameworks of interpretation, in an organized manner. The choice of research 

approach, method and selection of data informants/sources is appropriate and well justified.  The research 

process is precisely described, and methodological reflections regarding validity and reliability are at a high 

level. If relevant to the thesis’ thematic structure, the safeguarding of privacy protection and data security 

considerations is adequately documented. Results are presented systematically and clearly.  The thesis’ 

results are interpreted and discussed in a reasonably independent manner in light of theoretical perspectives, 

relevant research and/or another framework of interpretation.  There is a clear coherence between all parts of 

https://www.uv.uio.no/english/studies/masterstheses/isp/guidelines-for-master-s-thesis
https://www.uv.uio.no/english/studies/masterstheses/isp/guidelines-for-master-s-thesis
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the thesis. The candidate masters the formal aspects well, and the presentation is well prepared and dealt 

with. The language is mainly accurate and easy to understand. 

Grade C. The master’s thesis’ research question(s) is/are satisfactorily formulated and defined. The 

candidate is able to document knowledge of the relevant theory, previous research, including other relevant 

frameworks of interpretation, where necessary. The choice of research approach, method and selection of 

data informants/sources is principally appropriate and satisfactorily justified.  The research process is 

described, and a certain methodological reflection is documented regarding validity and reliability. If 

relevant to the thesis’ thematic structure, the safeguarding of privacy protection and data security 

considerations is documented. Results are presented in a straightforward manner. The thesis’ results are 

interpreted and discussed to a certain degree in light of theoretical perspectives, relevant research and/or 

other frameworks of interpretation.  The thesis shows satisfactory coherence .  The candidate generally 

masters the formal aspects. The language is acceptable, but is somewhat imprecise at times.  

Grade D. The master’s thesis’ research question(s) is/are somewhat unclear and rather imprecise.   

Presentation and use of theory, previous research and/or other frameworks of interpretation are inadequate 

and partly problematic in relation to the thesis’ statement/question and results.  The choice of research 

approach, method and selection of data informants/sources is generally acceptable.  The research process is 

rather inadequately described, and little methodological reflection is documented regarding validity and 

reliability.  If relevant to the thesis’ thematic structure, thesafeguarding of privacy protection and data 

security considerations is mainly documented to a satisfactory degree .  Results are presented somewhat 

satisfactorily. A basic discussion of the thesis’ results has been carried out in light of theoretical perspectives, 

previous research and/or other frameworks of interpretation.  The coherence between the various parts of the 

thesis is rather unclear.  The candidate’s mastery of the formal aspects is below average, and the presentation 

is poorly prepared and dealt with at times.  The language is often imprecise and rather poor.    

Grade E. The master’s thesis’ research question(s) is/are unclear. Presentation and use of theory and 

previous research, including other background, is poor. The choice of approach, method and research process 

is inadequately described, poorly reflected upon and is close to being unacceptable.  If relevant to the thesis’ 

thematic structure, thesafeguarding of privacy protection and data security considerations is partly or 

inadequately documented.   

Results are presented in a rather inappropriate and/or unsystematic manner, and are discussed to a small 

degree.  The coherence between different parts of the thesis is weak.  The candidate masters the formal 

aspects poorly. The language is often imprecise and rather poor.   

Grade F (fail). The master’s thesis lacks a satisfactory research question(s).  Knowledge of relevant theory 

and empirical data is rather arbitrary, and the candidate has not applied theory and method in the proper 

manner. The candidate masters the formal aspects of academic work very poorly.  The language is often 

imprecise and rather poor. The thesis does not document or establish the safeguarding of privacy protection 

and data security considerations 
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Retningslinjer for begrunnelse for karakterer - Masteroppgaven 

Programrådet ved Institutt for spesialpedagogikk vedtok 4. september 2019 at skriftlige begrunnelser for 
masteroppgaver er obligatorisk fra og med høstsemesteret 2019. Det anbefales at den skriftlige 
begrunnelsen utarbeides i forbindelse med sensursamtale mellom intern og ekstern sensor.  
Sensur offentliggjøres felles for alle kandidater på datoen for sensurfristen. Skriftlig begrunnelse må være 
lagt inn og være ferdig registrert i Inspera innen sensurfristen.  
 
Begrunnelsen for karakter skal bidra til å gi studenten informasjon om og forståelse av kvaliteten på 
besvarelsen. Denne informasjonen og forståelsen skal også gi studenten grunnlag for å vurdere en 
eventuell klage. Omfanget av begrunnelse vil variere, men vi anbefaler ½ til maks 1 side (dvs. ca. 250-500 
ord). 

Begrunnelsen utformes som en omtale av hvordan, og i hvilken grad, studenten evner å svare på det som 
oppgaven ber om. Dette innebærer også en omtale av styrker og svakheter ved besvarelsen. Det er følgelig 
ikke nok å sitere karakterskalaen alene. 

Hva oppgaven ber om er for sensorene konkretisert gjennom sensorveiledningen for masteroppgaven, som 
igjen bygger på kompetansekravene i emneplanen. Det åpnes for at masteroppgaven kan gjennomføres på 
ulike måter, og at ulike momenter derfor kan være aktuelle.  Sensorveiledningen skal hjelpe sensorene til å 
se til at det som kreves/spørres om i oppgaven, er tydelig og godt besvart.  

 

Med grunnlag i det som er nevnt over, bør følgende faktorer (der de er aktuelle) vektlegges i 
begrunnelse av sensur: 

 Hvordan masteroppgaven er disponert (logisk rekkefølge med tydelig markering av hvor 
besvares hva av det som oppgaven krever)? 

 Hvor tydelig og fullstendig er problemstillingen formulert og besvart?  

 Hvordan er relevante og sentrale faglige momenter/teorier/perspektiver/forskning trukket 
inn i med hensyn til problemstillingen? 

 Hvordan er relevant metodikk, design og forskningsetiske spørsmål beskrevet og drøftet 
med utgangspunkt i egen problemstilling og prosjekt? 

 Hvordan evner kandidaten å gjøre rede for og å drøfte det som kreves i problemstillingen? 

 Hvordan masteroppgaven gjør bruk av og referer til relevante momenter i faglitteraturen?  

 Hvordan formelle krav er oppfylt?  

 Total inntrykket og eventuelt vekting av ulike deler av oppgaven som grunnlag for karakter. 
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