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	Common Assessment Criteria Applied
	Marks available
	Marks 
awarded

	1. Structure 
Appropriateness of structure; logical flow; inclusion of required aspects
	10
	

	The structure does not fully match the guidance.  The abstract provided is actually an acknowledgement section; there is acknowledgement that this is incorrect by the student.  There is therefore no abstract.  The literature review needed better definition, although the sub-chapters are fine.  There is no defined method section or discussion of results, and the conclusion is not appropriate.
	
	3

	
	
	

	2. Literature review
Appropriate background to subject area; depth of literature included; credible sources
	10
	

	An attempt has been made to introduce the subject area, but it would benefit from a much better structure.  Statistics are provided, but not referenced so it is not clear where these have come from.  There is inclusion of information on BIM; perhaps this did not need to be as extensive; there also needs to be a clearer link to the topic area to highlight its inclusion.  There is no way of knowing whether credible sources of information are used as there is no referencing within the work.
	
	3

	
	
	

	3. Research methodology
Suitable method identified; described fully; justification of method
	10
	

	There is no defined methodology section.  There is a research section that indicates a questionnaire was sent out and the number of responses, but there is no rationale for choosing this, not any information on how the questionnaire was developed, piloted, redefined, target audience identified, etc.  There should also be acknowledgement of the use of closed questions, and why there were chosen.  The questionnaire is not included within the work (Appendix) so it is not clear how many questions were asked.
	
	3

	
	
	

	4. Concept development & planning
Logical flow from research question to method; appropriate scheduling
	10
	

	The concept of the work is clear and would be timely and useful.  Its execution is not appropriate.  The work needs to show clarity of thought and appropriately justified method; this is not evident.
	
	3

	
	
	

	5. Analysis and evaluation of the results / solutions 
Results appropriately analysed; evaluation linking back to literature; clear description of findings 
	30
	

	The results are firstly outlined as providing qualitative data; as likert scales are used, this is not the case.  Each ‘question’ has a bar chart provided to outline responses, for which there is no further explanation.  There is no discussion of the results, linking back to literature and what the findings actually mean.
	
	7

	
	
	

	6. Accuracy of the abstract and conclusions
Appropriate abstract for work; appropriate conclusions, linked as necessary
	20
	

	No abstract is provided.  The conclusion does not conclude the findings of the work.  It is also too brief to providing any meaning to the work.
	
	0

	7. Referencing
Academic use of secondary information appropriately cited using Harvard System; credible sources used
	10
	

	Referencing, and the development of a reference list and bibliography, were very poorly executed in this work.  In-text citations are inappropriate, and both the reference list and bibliography were not presented in the Harvard system.  Very poor academic practice.

	
	1
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