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ASSESSMENT 1: Fieldwork Report 1,000 Words

[bookmark: _GoBack]Online submission by Turnitin:  Tuesday 15th March 2018 23.59

For this first assignment you should prepare a short fieldwork report of 1,000 words on Blaenafon.  This will be a report of the fieldwork visit that will take place on 6th February 2018.
Within the report you should write about your information gained from visiting both Blaenafon Ironworks and Big Pit, so it is important that you make notes throughout the day.  

The notes you make on the day should include information learned from guides and from your own observations at the fieldwork destinations.  This information should be supplemented by additional research you conduct about the sites on your return but should predominantly focus on the information gained on the day.

You should also illustrate your fieldwork report with photographs taken on the day, sketches and map based information.













ASSESSMENT 1 ASSESSMENT CRITERIA

	Common Assessment Criteria Applied
	Marks available
	Marks 
awarded

	1. Research-informed Literature 
Selection and use of credible sources from both inside and outside of the module.
	
	

	





	20
	

	
	
	

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
Extent of knowledge and understanding of concepts and underlying principles associated with the module.
	
	

	





	30
	

	
	
	

	3. Analysis
Analysis, evaluation and synthesis; logic; analytical reflection; organisation of ideas and evidence to underpin argument and judgements.
	
	

	





	25
	

	
	
	

	4. Ethics, sustainability and responsibility
Consideration for ethics, sustainability and responsibility within the context of the task.
	
	

	





	15
	

	
	
	

	5. Articulation 
Written or other presentation: clarity of expression, accuracy of grammar and spelling (please use your spell-checker, set to UK English), use of headings when appropriate, use of illustrations (captioned and referred to in the text), and your accurate use of the author/date referencing system (not to whether you have made a good selection of resources which pertains to criterion 1).

	
	

	




	10
	

	
	
	







	
	OUTRIGHT FAIL
	UNSATISFACTORY
	SATISFACTORY
	GOOD
	VERY GOOD
	EXCELLENT
	EXCEPTIONAL

	Assessment Criteria
	0-29%
	30-39%*
	40-49%
	50-59%
	60-69%
	70-79%
	80-100%

	1. Research-informed Literature 
Extent of research and/or own reading,  selection of credible sources, application of appropriate referencing conventions 
	Little or no evidence of reading.
Views and findings unsupported and non-authoritative.
Referencing conventions largely ignored.
	Poor evidence of reading and/or of reliance on inappropriate sources, and/or indiscriminate use of sources.
Referencing conventions used inconsistently.
	References to a limited range of mostly relevant sources. Some omissions and minor errors.
Referencing conventions evident though not always applied consistently.
	Inclusion of a range of research-informed literature, including sources retrieved independently. Referencing conventions mostly consistently applied.
	Inclusion of a wide range of research-informed literature, including sources retrieved independently.
Selection of relevant and credible sources.  Very good use of referencing conventions, consistently applied.
	A comprehensive range of research informed literature embedded in the work. Excellent selection of relevant and credible sources. High-level referencing skills, consistently applied.
	Outstanding knowledge of research-informed literature embedded in the work. Outstanding selection of relevant and credible sources. High-level referencing skills consistently and professionally applied.

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
Extent of knowledge and understanding of concepts and underlying principles associated with the discipline.
	Major gaps in knowledge and understanding of material at this level. Substantial inaccuracies.
	Gaps in knowledge, with only superficial understanding. Some significant inaccuracies.
	Evidence of basic knowledge and understanding of the relevant concepts and underlying principles. 
	Knowledge is accurate with a good understanding of the field of study.
	Knowledge is extensive.  Exhibits understanding of the breadth and depth of established views. 
	Excellent knowledge and understanding of the main concepts and key theories. Clear awareness of challenges to established views and the limitations of the knowledge base.
	Highly detailed knowledge and understanding of the main theories/concepts, and a critical awareness of the ambiguities and limitations of knowledge.

	3.  Analysis
Analysis, evaluation and synthesis; logic, argument and judgement; analytical reflection; organisation  of ideas and evidence
	Unsubstantiated generalisations, made without use of any credible evidence. Lack of logic, leading to unsupportable/ missing conclusions. Lack of any attempt to analyse, synthesise or evaluate.
	Some evidence of analytical intellectual skills, but for the most part descriptive. Ideas/findings sometimes illogical and contradictory. Generalised statements made with scant evidence. Conclusions lack relevance.
	Evidence of some logical, analytical thinking and some attempts to synthesise, albeit with some weaknesses.
Some evidence to support findings/ views, but evidence not consistently interpreted.
Some relevant conclusions and recommendations, where relevant
	Evidence of some logical, analytical thinking and synthesis. Can analyse new and/or abstract data and situations without guidance.
An emerging awareness of different stances and ability to use evidence to support the argument.
Valid conclusions and recommendations, where relevant
	Sound, logical, analytical thinking; synthesis and evaluation. Ability to devise and sustain persuasive arguments, and to review the reliability, validity & significance of evidence. Ability to communicate ideas and evidence accurately and convincingly.
Sound, convincing conclusions / recommendations.
	Thoroughly logical work, supported by evaluated evidence. High quality analysis, developed independently or through effective collaboration.
Ability to investigate contradictory information and identify reasons for contradictions.
Strong, persuasive, conclusions, justifiable recommendations.
	Exceptional work; judiciously selected and evaluated evidence. Very high quality analysis, developed independently or through effective collaboration.
Ability to investigate contradictory information and identify reasons for contradictions.
Highly persuasive conclusions

	4. Ethics, sustainability and responsibility
Consideration for ethics, sustainability and responsibility within the context of the task.
	Limited or no consideration or appropriate examples used throughout
	Rudimentary levels of consideration with partial use of examples lacking contexts throughout.
	Adequate levels of consideration with some critical use of appropriate examples or contexts evident where relevant.
	Good levels of consideration with critical use of appropriate examples or contexts where relevant 
	Very good levels of consideration with critical use of appropriate examples or contexts mostly evident.
	Advanced levels of consideration with critical use of appropriate examples or contexts evident throughout.
	Outstanding levels of consideration with critical use of appropriate examples or contexts evident throughout.

	5. Articulation 
Written or other presentation: clarity of expression, accuracy of grammar and spelling (please use your spell-checker, set to UK English), use of headings when appropriate, use of illustrations (captioned and referred to in the text), and your accurate use of the author/date referencing system (not to whether you have made a good selection of resources which pertains to criterion 1).

	Demonstrates poor articulation. 
Work demonstrates poor clarity and lacks coherence.
Work is disjointed and is presented with poor levels of professionalism.
	Demonstrates low level of articulation. 
Work demonstrates low clarity and coherence.
Work often lacks fluidity and is presented with low levels of professionalism.
	Demonstrates adequate level of articulation. 
Work demonstrates adequate clarity and coherence.
Work is lacks some fluidity and is presented with adequate levels of professionalism.
	Demonstrates good level of articulation. 
Work demonstrates good clarity and coherence.
Work is mostly fluent and is presented with good levels of professionalism.
	Demonstrates high level of articulation. 
Work demonstrates high clarity and coherence.
Work is fluent and is presented with very good levels of professionalism.
	Demonstrates very high level of articulation. 
Work demonstrates very high clarity and coherence.
Work is very fluent and is presented with high levels of professionalism.
	Demonstrates exceptionally high level of articulation. 
Work demonstrates exceptional clarity and coherence.
Work is exceptionally fluent and is presented with outstanding professionalism.







ASSESSMENT 2: Report 3,000 Words

Online submission by Turnitin:  Tuesday 15th May 2018 23.59

For this first assignment you should, for the case study location of Blaenafon:


a. Prepare an appraisal considering:
· Historical development
· Changing fortunes
· Existing assets, structures and economic character
· Key stakeholders and interest groups
· Local/ regional development strategies

b. Building on your appraisal you should outline 2-3 ideas for future economic opportunities at the location. These should reflect sustainable principles and be based on your earlier findings as well as build on relevant theory and module discussion.



We will be visiting Blaenafon a second time on 20th March when you will have the opportunity to collect primary data to inform your report. You will be given time there to conduct some primary research through observation and interviews.  What kinds of businesses are there currently in Blaenafon?  What opportunities are there for the local community?  How do they feel about living there?

You should supplement the information you find there with your own background research e.g. employment figures, tourism statistics, regeneration plans etc.







ASSESSMENT 2 ASSESSMENT CRITERIA

	Common Assessment Criteria Applied
	Marks available
	Marks 
awarded

	1. Research-informed Literature 
Selection and use of credible sources from both inside and outside of the module.
	
	

	





	20
	

	
	
	

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
Extent of knowledge and understanding of concepts and underlying principles associated with the module.
	
	

	





	30
	

	
	
	

	3. Analysis
Analysis, evaluation and synthesis; logic; analytical reflection; organisation of ideas and evidence to underpin argument and judgements.
	
	

	





	25
	

	
	
	

	4. Ethics, sustainability and responsibility
Consideration for ethics, sustainability and responsibility within the context of the task.
	
	

	





	15
	

	
	
	

	5. Articulation 
Written or other presentation: clarity of expression, accuracy of grammar and spelling (please use your spell-checker, set to UK English), use of headings when appropriate, use of illustrations (captioned and referred to in the text), and your accurate use of the author/date referencing system (not to whether you have made a good selection of resources which pertains to criterion 1).

	
	

	




	10
	

	
	
	







	
	OUTRIGHT FAIL
	UNSATISFACTORY
	SATISFACTORY
	GOOD
	VERY GOOD
	EXCELLENT
	EXCEPTIONAL

	Assessment Criteria
	0-29%
	30-39%*
	40-49%
	50-59%
	60-69%
	70-79%
	80-100%

	1. Research-informed Literature 
Extent of research and/or own reading,  selection of credible sources, application of appropriate referencing conventions 
	Little or no evidence of reading.
Views and findings unsupported and non-authoritative.
Referencing conventions largely ignored.
	Poor evidence of reading and/or of reliance on inappropriate sources, and/or indiscriminate use of sources.
Referencing conventions used inconsistently.
	References to a limited range of mostly relevant sources. Some omissions and minor errors.
Referencing conventions evident though not always applied consistently.
	Inclusion of a range of research-informed literature, including sources retrieved independently. Referencing conventions mostly consistently applied.
	Inclusion of a wide range of research-informed literature, including sources retrieved independently.
Selection of relevant and credible sources.  Very good use of referencing conventions, consistently applied.
	A comprehensive range of research informed literature embedded in the work. Excellent selection of relevant and credible sources. High-level referencing skills, consistently applied.
	Outstanding knowledge of research-informed literature embedded in the work. Outstanding selection of relevant and credible sources. High-level referencing skills consistently and professionally applied.

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
Extent of knowledge and understanding of concepts and underlying principles associated with the discipline.
	Major gaps in knowledge and understanding of material at this level. Substantial inaccuracies.
	Gaps in knowledge, with only superficial understanding. Some significant inaccuracies.
	Evidence of basic knowledge and understanding of the relevant concepts and underlying principles. 
	Knowledge is accurate with a good understanding of the field of study.
	Knowledge is extensive.  Exhibits understanding of the breadth and depth of established views. 
	Excellent knowledge and understanding of the main concepts and key theories. Clear awareness of challenges to established views and the limitations of the knowledge base.
	Highly detailed knowledge and understanding of the main theories/concepts, and a critical awareness of the ambiguities and limitations of knowledge.

	3.  Analysis
Analysis, evaluation and synthesis; logic, argument and judgement; analytical reflection; organisation  of ideas and evidence
	Unsubstantiated generalisations, made without use of any credible evidence. Lack of logic, leading to unsupportable/ missing conclusions. Lack of any attempt to analyse, synthesise or evaluate.
	Some evidence of analytical intellectual skills, but for the most part descriptive. Ideas/findings sometimes illogical and contradictory. Generalised statements made with scant evidence. Conclusions lack relevance.
	Evidence of some logical, analytical thinking and some attempts to synthesise, albeit with some weaknesses.
Some evidence to support findings/ views, but evidence not consistently interpreted.
Some relevant conclusions and recommendations, where relevant
	Evidence of some logical, analytical thinking and synthesis. Can analyse new and/or abstract data and situations without guidance.
An emerging awareness of different stances and ability to use evidence to support the argument.
Valid conclusions and recommendations, where relevant
	Sound, logical, analytical thinking; synthesis and evaluation. Ability to devise and sustain persuasive arguments, and to review the reliability, validity & significance of evidence. Ability to communicate ideas and evidence accurately and convincingly.
Sound, convincing conclusions / recommendations.
	Thoroughly logical work, supported by evaluated evidence. High quality analysis, developed independently or through effective collaboration.
Ability to investigate contradictory information and identify reasons for contradictions.
Strong, persuasive, conclusions, justifiable recommendations.
	Exceptional work; judiciously selected and evaluated evidence. Very high quality analysis, developed independently or through effective collaboration.
Ability to investigate contradictory information and identify reasons for contradictions.
Highly persuasive conclusions

	4. Ethics, sustainability and responsibility
Consideration for ethics, sustainability and responsibility within the context of the task.
	Limited or no consideration or appropriate examples used throughout
	Rudimentary levels of consideration with partial use of examples lacking contexts throughout.
	Adequate levels of consideration with some critical use of appropriate examples or contexts evident where relevant.
	Good levels of consideration with critical use of appropriate examples or contexts where relevant 
	Very good levels of consideration with critical use of appropriate examples or contexts mostly evident.
	Advanced levels of consideration with critical use of appropriate examples or contexts evident throughout.
	Outstanding levels of consideration with critical use of appropriate examples or contexts evident throughout.

	5. Articulation 
Written or other presentation: clarity of expression, accuracy of grammar and spelling (please use your spell-checker, set to UK English), use of headings when appropriate, use of illustrations (captioned and referred to in the text), and your accurate use of the author/date referencing system (not to whether you have made a good selection of resources which pertains to criterion 1).

	Demonstrates poor articulation. 
Work demonstrates poor clarity and lacks coherence.
Work is disjointed and is presented with poor levels of professionalism.
	Demonstrates low level of articulation. 
Work demonstrates low clarity and coherence.
Work often lacks fluidity and is presented with low levels of professionalism.
	Demonstrates adequate level of articulation. 
Work demonstrates adequate clarity and coherence.
Work is lacks some fluidity and is presented with adequate levels of professionalism.
	Demonstrates good level of articulation. 
Work demonstrates good clarity and coherence.
Work is mostly fluent and is presented with good levels of professionalism.
	Demonstrates high level of articulation. 
Work demonstrates high clarity and coherence.
Work is fluent and is presented with very good levels of professionalism.
	Demonstrates very high level of articulation. 
Work demonstrates very high clarity and coherence.
Work is very fluent and is presented with high levels of professionalism.
	Demonstrates exceptionally high level of articulation. 
Work demonstrates exceptional clarity and coherence.
Work is exceptionally fluent and is presented with outstanding professionalism.
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