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Module Specific Marking Criteria


	Mark
	Marking Criteria

	
70+


	
An excellent critical evaluation unmistakably demonstrating a deep and systematic understanding of a selected range of methodological approaches and methods which could potentially be valuable for work-based research within a specified setting. Selected approaches are very effectively analysed and evaluated in terms of their possible strengths and weaknesses, and the discourse is very well supported from a wide range of sources. The specific relevance to context is substantially evidenced, and demonstrates the ability to link theory to practice and develop new concepts. Research ethics have been fully considered and evaluated in relation to the specific context. 

Work is presented and structured to an excellent standard. It demonstrates substantial critical analysis and in-depth knowledge and understanding applied to practice. 

	
60 – 69 %

	A good critical evaluation demonstrating systematic understanding of a selected range of methodological approaches and methods which could potentially be valuable for work-based research within a specified setting. Selected approaches are effectively analysed and evaluated in terms of their possible strengths and weaknesses, and the discourse is well supported from a range of sources. The specific relevance to context is evidenced, and demonstrates the ability to link theory to practice. Research ethics have been well-considered and evaluated in relation to the specific context. 

Work is presented and structured to a sound standard. It demonstrates critical analysis and knowledge and understanding applied to practice.

	
50 – 59 %

	An adequate critical evaluation demonstrating some understanding of a selected range of methodological approaches and methods which could potentially be valuable for work-based research. Selected approaches are analysed and evaluated in terms of their possible strengths and weaknesses, and the discourse is supported from some suitable sources. The specific relevance to context is indicated, and there is an attempt to link theory to practice. Research ethics have been considered and evaluated to an extent.

Work is presented and structured to an adequate standard. It demonstrates some critical analysis, and an adequate knowledge and understanding applied to practice. 

	
Fail

	An unsatisfactory assignment. Very insubstantial with serious deficiencies. 

No focus on relevant aspects and little or no coherence.

Insufficient evidence of engagement with the subject. No understanding of approaches to research within a work-based setting.  

Work presented poorly with no evidence of structure or analysis. 

No work submitted.


	Allocation of category / mark within each classification:

Top pass category: the work meets all the criteria.
Middle pass category: the work meets a substantial majority of the criteria.
Bottom pass category: the work meets the bare requirements of the criteria.
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