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Topic:  Gehl Architecture between buildings

	Assessment Criteria
	Max
	Mark

	(i) Structure
A standard Dissertation structure used, with a table of contents, lists of tables, and Figures (diagrams). A sound introductory chapter that sets out the background material, definitional explanations and an implied rationale.  Aims and objectives were implied but could have been more effectively expressed. Needed to be linked more clearly to a rationale that identified the importance of the research. Partially disjointed and needed clearer ‘signposts’ in the text to effectively guide the reader through the argument.  The structure that leads nicely onto the Literature review Chapter.

	10
	7

	(ii)Literature Review
A well-focused and comprehensive literature review, with adequate referencing. There are the occasional typo and some inconsistency but some excellent critical thinking. Focused on three key thinkers, but additional material could be applied. There was a need to increase the application of journal articles to help deepen the level of analysis.


	10
	7

	(iii) Research Methodology
A thoughtfully constructed methodological review with sound references.  The section demonstrated an understanding of the fundamental considerations required within case study based research.  Also, the limitations of such a research method were noted and the conduction of the work was academically sound.  

	10
	6.5

	(iv) Concept Development and Planning
The concept of this research project was founded on a critical area of concern that is fundamental to the urban environment. Although the results focused on the case studies, there was a need to focus on the dialectic to help develop an increased depth of analysis.  Also, the opportunity to develop a set of recommendations was not fully developed and the contextualisation needed further development.  Nonetheless, some of the points considered were critiqued to a very high standard.


	10
	7

	Assessment Criteria
	Max
	

	(v) Analysis and Evaluation of the results/solutions
Used case studies to assess the work of Gehl, but there seemed to be some confusion about the overall objective of the study.  Also, the mechanisms for the collection of case study information needed to be more carefully articulated.  Nonetheless, the material included did evaluate the case studies to an excellent academic level 
	30
	18.5

	(vi) Accuracy of the abstract and conclusions

The abstract was more introductory in style but adequate.  The conclusion pulled the work into a coherent argument and presented a ‘representation’ diagram, but this needed to be discussed in the previous section.

	20
	14

	(vii) Referencing

Very good referencing and citations within the text (some issues)
	10
	6.5

	Other Comments
An interesting piece of work which showed an understanding of this valid topic and the research process but needed additional depth of analysis through the case studies.

	
	

	TOTAL
	100
	66.5
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