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	Assessment Criteria
	Mark
	Allocated
Mark
	Comment

	1. Engagement with Literature Skills
	15%
	9.5
	Appropriate engagement with literature skills are demonstrated. The work included an excellent and extensive collection of credible academic and industrial sources, demonstrating exceptional scholarly rigor and a robust evidential foundation. A good number of sources are of good quality. A good number of in-text citations are provided. The Harvard referencing style should have been used more accurately and/or more consistently. The work could have demonstrated more robust critical engagement with key references by evaluating their strengths, limitations, or relevance, rather than merely summarizing their content. There are some areas of improvements to be considered. Please ensure that key articles and authors are well incorporated into your work. More in-text citations would have been helpful. You are advised to contact the librarian to learn more about referencing. Focus on critically assessing key references by discussing their methodologies, biases, or contributions to the research, ensuring a deeper analytical approach. 


	2.  Knowledge and Understanding Skills
	20%
	7
	Limited demonstration of knowledge and understanding skills. The work provided good explanations of key concepts, presenting them with sufficient clarity and context to support the scholarly arguments effectively. The research questions/hypotheses are satisfactorily explained. The research methods are well explained. The work could have incorporated relevant theories or frameworks to provide a structured lens for analyzing the phenomenon under study. The literature review chapter should have focused only on the literature. To improve, enrich explanations by integrating diverse examples, visual aids, or connections to broader theoretical frameworks, ensuring key concepts are fully accessible and relevant to the research. The phenomenon should have been examined using suitable theories/frameworks. Enhance explanations by clearly connecting research questions or hypotheses to the theoretical or practical context, ensuring they are precise and drive the study’s direction. 


	3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills
	30%
	10
	Limited display of cognitive and intellectual skills. The importance and urgency of the research is fairly justified. A satisfactory identification of literature gap(s) within the research topic is provided. The methodology is well justified. The work could have incorporated relevant theories or frameworks to provide a structured lens for analyzing the phenomenon under study. The theoretical framework is mentioned but never used. There should be clearer explanation why certain organisations were selected to be compared.  It is unclear what data was collected. The data analysis was not supported clearly by the data, and the data itself was not presented sufficiently. To improve, bolster the justification with examples or other evidence that illustrate the research’s urgency and its potential to address significant gaps or issues. Strengthen the comparison and contrast of academic literature by highlighting key similarities and differences, and synthesize findings to clearly support the research’s objectives.  Strengthen the justification by explicitly connecting research questions or hypotheses to identified gaps in the literature. Explain the gap and demonstrate its relevance a bit better. Making use of analytical tools to generate insights. Develop connections between the theoretical framework and the data analysis. 


	4. Practical Application Skills
	20%
	6
	Limited implementation of relevant practical application skills. The gap, research questions / hypotheses, aims and objectives are satisfactorily addressed. The selected methodology should have been implemented better. The collected data is insufficient. The data sampling could have been implemented more effectively. The finding should have been discussed better. The contribution, limitation, recommendation, and future research could have been presented more effectively. The abstract could have been better written.  The literature review need to focus a bit more on the literature. It was unclear how the data sampling was implemented.  The discussion needs to make use of the literature and posit the findings within the current literature more effectively.  The limitations should have been clarified. The recommendation could have been justified better. To improve, review the elements of the selected methodology and examine better implementation approaches. Review the data to be collected to ensure sufficient data is collected. Examine the process of sampling a bit more carefully and check how to implement it. Discuss the findings more critically, and make a clearer connection with the literature. To discuss a bit more critically how the gap, research questions / hypotheses, aims and objectives are addressed. To confirm the contribution, limitation, recommendation, and future research more effectively. 


	5. Transferable Skills for Life and Professional Practice
	15%
	11.5
	Good evidence of capabilities in transferable skills for life and professional practice. The work has an excellent structure. The academic writing is well presented in your work. The work is satisfactorily formatted. The illustrations are well used. The title page should have been better. Some sentences are unclear. Review the assessment brief to understand how to develop a good title page. 


	
Total

	100%
	44
	

	General Comments


The result is provisional until confirmed by Examination Board



	Assessment Mark (Assessment marks are subject to ratification at the Exam Board.  These comments and marks are to give feedback on module work and are for guidance only until they are confirmed. )
	Late Submission Penalties (tick if appropriate)
	100%

	
	Up to 1 week late (50% Max)
	
	

	
	Over 1 week late (0%)
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