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	Common Assessment Criteria Applied
	Marks available
	Marks 
awarded

	1. Structure 
Appropriateness of structure; logical flow; inclusion of required aspects
	10
	

	The structure is slightly different to that expected, however it does fit with a secondary research based topic and way of working.
	
	5

	
	
	

	2. Literature review
Appropriate background to subject area; depth of literature included; credible sources
	10
	

	The research is based on literature.  The first point to note is clarity of the topic area – is it social or affordable housing?  There are definitions given and types of social housing, design, building style and so on.  The focus of the literature skips from social to affordable.  The case studies are very interesting and highlight some issues that could be considered within the UK.  However there does not appear to be a link to these and then the rest of the work.  Overall the literature review does have a clear sense of flow (with some confusing aspects contained).
	
	5

	
	
	

	3. Research methodology
Suitable method identified; described fully; justification of method
	10
	

	The method section was very brief.  It needs to clearly state what will be done and how – as well as outlining the types of sources that will be used for identifying the literature and potential avenues for sourcing this.  A reference is provided that relates to clinical research – this is not clear and unnecessary.
	
	4

	
	
	

	4. Concept development & planning
Logical flow from research question to method; appropriate scheduling
	10
	

	The work has a better flow and there is a link between the aim (which is clear) and the literature.  However there are also areas that could benefit from significant improvement.  The objectives do not highlight how the aim will be achieved.  The method could be clearer.  And a fuller discussion on how the case studies could provide benefit to the situation in the UK is also required.
	
	3

	
	
	

	5. Analysis and evaluation of the results / solutions 
Results appropriately analysed; evaluation linking back to literature; clear description of findings 
	30
	

	There was no primary research to provide results from.  The literature aimed to identify all of the key issues in relation to housing provision in the UK (affordable and social), although in some cases, information was provided that would have no bearing on this type of housing (e.g. economics, as housing associations or councils are not profit driven).  Case studies are used and are very interesting, but there is no sense of how these link to the research undertaken i.e. how any of these potential models could help the situation within the UK, which was a great shame as they are generally innovative.
	
	10

	
	
	

	6. Accuracy of the abstract and conclusions
Appropriate abstract for work; appropriate conclusions, linked as necessary
	20
	

	The abstract does not provide a full summary of the work.  The conclusion is brief and rather vague; this could have been strengthened easily by better use of the case studies and perhaps a key interview along the way to identify whether the models being used elsewhere in the World would be applicable to the UK, with reasons.

	
	9

	7. Referencing
Academic use of secondary information appropriately cited using Harvard System; credible sources used
	10
	

	In-text citations and a reference and bibliography list are provided.  However, there are many cases of improper citation within the text (largely relating to websites), and there are also cases of improper citation within the reference list.  There are also many figures within the text that have no source date related to them, nor are they titled.  This could be improved upon greatly.

	
	4



	Assignment 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. )
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