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	Assessment Criteria
	Max
	Mark

	(i) Structure
Rather over simplified Contents page. Sub-headers should be included here. Sub heading numbering is missing.  List of figures, page numbering, justified margins.  Declaration, acknowledgements, Abstract is missing. Questionnaire better located with results section rather than appendices. Some data tables text is small and difficult to read. Figure reference is above instead of below illustration. 
	10
	5

	(ii)Literature Review
Lit Review is thorough, well written and supports the direction of the Aim and Objectives. This is well written academically. Citation supports argument and they are well used here. Good use of quotation to support text. These could have been given better space. Some text merging is misaligned. Review is substantial and detailed.


	10
	7.5

	(iii) Research Methodology
Method is justified in text here. Based in online survey and professional interview. Reader directed to questions and data set results in appendices. Survey questions would be better displayed here. Times / dates / how many respondents / who chosen? Professionals should be listed and detailed here. Intention to interview, but process interrupted by Covid. 

	10
	4

	(iv) Concept Development and Planning
Late start (February) due to family and major work commitment issues. Planning was very ‘last minute’ although topic area was decided upon early in the year. Aim and Objectives are clear. Subject area is well introduced, is timely and relevant. Student demonstrates good understanding of his topic.
The questionnaire was focused in content and directed at answering the Objectives set.

	10
	5.5

	Assessment Criteria
	Max
	Mark

	(v) Analysis and Evaluation of the results/solutions
Considering the number and nature of respondents groups was not detailed previously, the student has presented the data obtained well and in a clear manner. Comments from respondents were also included, which was good, and provided a wider insight into policy and procedure.
These presented some good foci for deeper analysis in cross correlation and implication, but this was not taken up. This was a missed opportunity. A short summative paragraph, beneath each question response,  in reflection of both data and comment, was needed. 

	30
	17

	(vi) Accuracy of the abstract and conclusions
Abstract was missing. Conclusions were sound, and drew to some extent on the responses from data. There was an attempt to link conclusion to Objectives set. There should also have been cross-correlating views established in data collection to those established in Lit Review however, to support argument. Supporting Referencing needed to be stronger here. Good recommendations made here. Limitations noted.

	20
	9

	(vii) Referencing
Adequate reference list. Up to date legislative and technical papers. Professional bodies quoted. Use of references in text needed to be stronger throughout.

	10
	6

	Other Comments
Student engaged with minimal supervision. Primary research was affected by the COVID pandemic, but student was very late in starting the research due to family and work issues. No contact in the lead up to submission to request assistance with presentation and layout.
	
	

	TOTAL
	100
	54%
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