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	Assessment Criteria
	Max
	Mark

	(i) Structure
Parts of a standard structure applied but not fully developed.  The topic was contemporary and contextually worthy of research but the author’s preconceptions influenced the impartiality and validity of the interpretations.  


	10
	5

	(ii)Literature Review
The literature review was implied in chapters 2-5 and demonstrated some critical thinking.  These sections described and explained some of the relevant concepts and demonstrated an acceptable understanding of some key aspects of architectural drawing/CAD.   The style of the reviewed material was generally descriptive, with some commentary and partial analysis. Considering this was the principal method of data collection there were limited references other than quotations and figures (not referenced).

	10
	5.5

	(iii) Research Methodology
A research methodology was not clearly described but seemed to be based on a historical overview of architectural drawing practices with no discussion on how/why the papers were selected.  The dissertation shows very limited understanding of the research process and the role of a methodology. The required rigours of a literature review based methodology was not applied.  Although the author’s presumptions of architectural thought may be correct they lacked validation.
	10
	3

	(iv) Concept Development and Planning
The concept of this research project was founded on a critical area of concern that is fundamental to architecture. However, the originality of this work is implied and there is limited evidence presented to support such claims with only partial acknowledgement of a diachronic approach in chapter 2. Also, the lack of clear research objectives (although some basic questions are stipulated) means the whole conceptual journey is essay like in style and application.


	10
	6

	Assessment Criteria
	Max
	

	(v) Analysis and Evaluation of the results/solutions
Some examples of sound evaluative skills which should be credited.  Although a little disjointed some parts of chapter 5 and 6 demonstrated valid interpretations of various commentators’ views on the topic.  Nonetheless, the Pallasmaa and Moretti work should be more explicitly linked to the research objectives.  In fact some of the fundamentals principles of parametric design could be applied to this dissertation.
	30
	16

	(vi) Accuracy of the abstract and conclusions

The abstract was not included.  The conclusion pulled the work into a reasonably coherent argument that mentioned the original research questions.

	20
	10

	(vii) Referencing
Included a reference list and bibliography.  Referenced used in the text but needed to be developed further.
	10
	6

	Other Comments
An interesting piece of work which showed an understanding of this valid topic but the validity and reliability of the research process was in need of attention.

	
	

	TOTAL
	100
	51.5


[bookmark: _GoBack]Agreed mark with RS  55


2
BSc Built & Natural Portfolio Dissertation
image1.jpeg
PRIFYSGOL CYMRU

Y Drindod Dewi Sant
UNIVERSITY OF WALES
Trinity Saint David

SWANSEA - ABERTAWE




