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	Common Assessment Criteria Applied
	Marks available
	Marks 
awarded

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

	Parts of the structure are appropriate.  There are acknowledgements and an abstract, as well as an introduction and conclusion.  The literature aspect is not as clearly defined, and the method did not receive its own chapter.
	
	4

	
	
	

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

	There is an attempt to categorise literature into topics.  However, there is concern that none of these are in sufficient depth to fully explain the problem.  There are areas where references are scant or not present at all.  There is a chapter on construction styles, which contains work that is not related to this.  There is no mention of key Government decisions on housing in the UK.
	
	3

	
	
	

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

	The method is not described in sufficient detail to fully assess what the work will do.  There is mention of the use of case studies; however, these are not presented as such in the work, in fact they appear more like aspects of the literature review.  
	
	3

	
	
	

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

	The work appears poorly planned and executed.  The title indicates an examination of the UK, the aim suggests that the work will look at different countries, and the work itself provides one example from Chile that is only presented factually.
	
	2

	
	
	

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

	The work appears to be a review using case studies.  However, that is not particularly clear, even after reading.  It is unclear what the information clearly has found or suggests, apart from the fact that there is a crisis in social and affordable housing.  Information is provided on a project in Chile, but not even this is linked to making further recommendations e.g. the use of the self-build aspect.
	
	2

	
	
	

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

	The abstract is presented as more of a problem and method statement for the work.  There is no overall summary.  The conclusions do not actually conclude anything.
	
	1

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

	[bookmark: _GoBack]The Harvard system is not used fully through the work (especially with web-based sources).  Some of the sources are also questionable.  There are references cited in the text that do not appear in either the reference list or bibliography.  When checking the similarity score, there is 24% of the work that is similar to an essay writing website, which can help to explain this anomaly.  There are also citations in the bibliography that already appear in the reference list.
	
	3



	Assignment Mark (Assessment marks are subject to ratification at the Exam Board.  These comments and marks are to give feedback on module work and are for guidance only until they are confirmed. )
	Late Submission Penalties (tick if appropriate)
	18%

	
	Up to one-week late
	40%
	

	
	Over one week late


	Ref
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