[image: cid:image005.jpg@01CE9DB3.D8EB2900]


Faculty of Architecture, Computing and Engineering, School of Architecture, Built and Natural Environments

Dissertation Marking Sheet, Built & Natural Portfolio
Programme: BSc Architectural Technology

Name: Jack Bray		Marker 1: Ian Standen		   Marker 2: Lara Hopkinson

Topic:  

	Assessment Criteria
	Max
	Mark

	(i) Structure
There is no defined literature review – although the introduction acts in this way.  Results are not separated from any analysis or discussion.  Otherwise the structure is as expected.

	10
	5

	(ii)Literature Review
Included as the introduction here, meaning that there is no sense of the overall aim & objectives of the work.  The introduction to VR is fair – it could have been improved with a little information relating to history.  The introduction to CAD is similar, although there is history included.  It would have been beneficial to make the CAD timeline diagram large enough to read in an electronic document.  There is inclusion of BIM and some details relating to this, but most importantly a link has been included to show how VR can assist within CAD, BIM and the construction process.  Needed far more referencing.

	10
	5

	(iii) Research Methodology
This is not detailed enough to fully understand what the research process was.  Is the set of statements a questionnaire or interview?  How were these devised?  Across South Wales – what geographical reach?  How many were issued to obtain the 63 responses?  How were the set of statements administered?  What was planned to analyse the data obtained?

	10
	3

	(iv) Concept Development and Planning
The concept is clear and timely.  However, the planning appears rather vague.

	10
	4

	Assessment Criteria
	Max
	Mark

	(v) Analysis and Evaluation of the results/solutions
Results are provided and analysed / discussed at the same time.  A bar graph has been developed to show the results obtained for each statement given; there is no attempt to analyse the results any other way.  There is a clear attempt to discuss the findings, but there is no link back to any initial research, meaning that providing validity to the findings is made very difficult.  

	30
	10

	(vi) Accuracy of the abstract and conclusions
The abstract is brief and doesn’t fully summarise the work in its entirety.  The conclusion is a little repetitive, and the most salient points (how VR could potentially work for the construction industry) have only been covered in brief.  Again, as there is no attempt to link back to research, and the ramshackle approach to the research, it is difficult to validate the research in terms of the findings.  

	20
	10

	(vii) Referencing
[bookmark: _GoBack]Included, although not to Harvard convention (either in-text or within reference list).  In-text citations are sporadic; and many of the sources are questionable and very limited.  

	10
	3

	Other Comments
Please only use quotes where these add value to the work.  This is especially true when using marketing information for a specific brand.
	
	

	TOTAL
	100
	40
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