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GENERIC DISSERTATION GRADING CRITERIA AND RUBRIC
N.B. This rubric is applicable only to dissertations that do not include an artefact, model or prototype
	GRADING CRITERIA
	LEVEL OF PERFORMANCE (MARKS)
	Student score

	
	0
	1
	2-3
	4-5
	


	K1: Locate and relate data source/s (data collected by researcher)
	Knowledge of existence and format of primary data sources are non existent.
	Basic knowledge of how to access, obtain and interpret primary data has been demonstrated.
	A good level of knowledge of how to access, obtain and interpret primary data has been demonstrated.
	An excellent understanding of the source of primary data, how to compile a tool to access the primary data, and how to analyze the primary data, has been demonstrated.
	 

	K2: Understand the required dissertation structuring and format
	Dissertation format does not confirm to the required format.
	Good understanding of the dissertation structure and format. Dissertation handed in follows all main guidelines and formatting.
	An excellent understanding of the dissertation structure and format. Dissertation handed in follows all guidelines and structure, and might only have minimal mistakes
	An excellent understanding of the dissertation structure and format. Dissertation handed in follows all guidelines and structure. Dissertation results, such as table of figures etc, are presented in an excellent way.
	 

	K3: Show an understanding of the research topic
	No understanding of the main topic by the students
	Basic understanding of the research topic, but evident gaps of such understanding is clear. 
	Good understanding of the research topic. Some understanding may be unclear.
	An excellent understanding of the research topic, with a lot of initial research undertaken to understand such topic. 
	 

	K4: Demonstrate an understanding of the chosen research methodology
	No methodology adopted, or section completely missing.
	Basic understanding of research methodology, but evident flaws in such methodology is apparent. No justification provided on methodology adopted.
	Good understanding of methodology adopted, and major decisions have been clearly justified. 
	An excellent understanding of methodology adopted with clear and concise justification why such decision has been taken. Informed decision was taken, by analysing and reviewing other methodologies, that were adopted in similar studies.
	 


	GRADING CRITERIA
	LEVEL OF PERFORMANCE (MARKS)
	Student score

	
	0
	1
	2-3
	4-5
	


	K5: Show insights into research project planning and control techniques
	Student did not follow agreed any timelines stipulated during the dissertation process. These plans can include, but not limited to, SOI submission date, dissertation meetings with tutor etc. There was no follow up on the recommendation set by the tutor.
	Poor time management on the milestones set by the tutor. Scheduled meetings were continuously postponed, for no apparent reason. On most occasions student did not follow up or did not work on recommendations set by the tutor in the previous scheduled meeting. Milestones as set by tutor were poorly followed.
	Good time management on the milestones set by the tutor. This includes a good follow up, upon the tutor's recommendation set in the previous meeting.   Milestones as set by tutor were followed, despite some minor issues.
	Excellent dissertation planning. Student was continuously in contact with tutor, and proactive in setting meetings with tutor, and giving own recommendations throughout dissertation process. There was an excellent follow up on the recommendation set by the tutor in the previous meeting. Milestones as set by the tutor/student were followed throughout.
	 


	 GRADING CRITERIA
	LEVEL OF PERFORMANCE (MARKS)
	Student score 

	
	0
	1-3
	4-5
	6-7
	

	A1: Implement the dissertation writing through a clear and concise structure
	No structure whatsoever in dissertation. Most sections were missed. No abstract or abstract is of insufficient standard.
	Dissertation write-up follows a basic structure but is not concise. Most sections do not follow one another. Abstract gives a fair overview of all dissertation sections
	Dissertation write-up follows a good structure and is quite concise. Dissertation sections do follow one another. Abstract covers most of the sections in the dissertation
	Dissertation write-up follows a very good to excellent structure and is concise. Abstract is comprehensive and fully encompasses all segments of the dissertation
	 

	A2: Carry out the research in a logical and transparent way
	No logic was demonstrated, the methodology does not document the process well
	Research carried out lacks in logic, and methodology lacks sufficient detail. Basic research including artefact, where applicable, was carried out and containing some flaws. 
	The artefact, or research presented, is good overall but more work and attention would have improved it. 
	The artefact, or research presented is very good to excellent. A very good/excellent amount of analysis, design and justification has gone into it. A strong element of innovation and logic is evident.
	 


	GRADING CRITERIA
	LEVEL OF PERFORMANCE (MARKS)
	Student score

	
	0
	1-3
	4-5
	6-7
	


	A3: Collect, examine and interpret primary data through a sound research methodology
	No methodological basis was applied.
	Initial attempts at collection and interpretation of primary data were made. Chosen research methodology is identified and applied, but has only allowed student to collect some data  and give an initial interpretation of the data gathered.
	Good collection and interpretation of primary data. Chosen research methodology is well applied, and has allowed student to collect data correctly and give a good interpretation of the data gathered.
	Very good to excellent collection and interpretation of primary  data. This interpretation was done through a very good/excellent research methodology. Proper care and due diligence has been taken to make the right choices in formulating and applying the chosen methodology.


	 

	A4: Compare and contrast literature to construct a robust literature review of the relevant secondary data.
	No papers, books, or any other sort of literature was read, and included in final submission
	A basic comparison between literature was provided. Moreover a limited amount of literature was read and presented in final dissertation. The final literature review has several flaws.
	A good amount of literature was read and presented, and a good comparison was given between different journals, and literature read. The final literature review is good.
	A vast array of literature was read and included in dissertation. Moreover the comparison of such literature is very good to excellent. The final literature review is very good to excellent.
	 

	A5: Construct a correct referencing framework
	No references were found, or if found, they do not follow any referencing guideline.
	Basic application of a correct referencing framework (ie Harvard style).  Some evident mistakes were found throughout all references.
	Good understanding and adoption of approved referencing framework (Harvard style). Very minor mistakes ,which were not evident in all references presented, were found.
	A very good to excellent understanding and application of approved referencing framework (ie Harvard style). Very few evident mistakes were found. Supporting referencing tools have been used.
	 


	GRADING CRITERIA
	LEVEL OF PERFORMANCE (MARKS)
	
	Student score

	
	0
	1-3
	4-5
	6-7
	8-10
	


	S1: Critically evaluate, analyze and interpret the research results 
	No evaluation / interpretation of results was found in final submission.
	A very poor to poor evaluation, analysis and interpretation of research results. Such task lacks a lot of detail.
	A good evaluation, analysis and interpretation of results. Such analysis, interpretation and evaluation was sometimes not rigorously proven and has some flaws. No correlation and investigation between what was included in literature review and your results.
	A very good evaluation, analysis and interpretation of results. Such analysis, interpretation and evaluation are sometimes not rigorously proven. Very good investigation between existing results and literature presented in previous sections.
	An excellent evaluation, analysis and interpretation of results. Such analysis, interpretation and evaluation are rigorously proven. Excellent investigation between existing results and literature presented in previous sections. 
	

	S2:  Develop the research endeavour in a logical and rigorous manner
	No research done, and discussion of findings and actual results were completely missing
	A very poor to poor final research/artefact was developed. No creativity or rigorousness to develop the said product was observed. Moreover the final artefact is not yet complete, and only a very bare prototype has been handed in. A lot of improvements can be made.
	A good final research/artefact was developed. Some creativity and rigorousness was observed throughout implementation phase. A number of improvements could have been implemented to produce a better artefact/study. A final good prototype which proves the empirical research undertaken has been handed in, but which has some flaws.
	A very good final research/artefact was developed. Creativity and rigorousness was observed throughout implementation phase. The final artefact does not contain any flaws.
	An excellent good final research/artefact was developed. Creativity and rigorousness was observed throughout implementation phase. The final artefact was presented in a work shop and write up journal article.
	


	GRADING CRITERIA
	LEVEL OF PERFORMANCE (MARKS)
	
	Student score

	
	0
	1-3
	4-5
	6-7
	8-10
	


	S3: Challenge and discuss the research findings and limitations 
	Discussion section was completely missing in final submission
	A very poor to poor discussion section, with much to be desired. Discussion was very poor and limited, where initial research answer question was not targeted properly. 
	A good discussion section where the main research question was indeed answered, but some arguments may not be well constructed. 
	A very good discussion section where there were some minor flaws in writing and clarity of arguments
	An impeccable discussion of results with very concise and clear arguments.
	

	S4: Synthesize and present the research undertaken,  and recommend further structured development on the theme
	Conclusion and further research were missing or did not meet expected standard
	A very poor to poor conclusion section, with much to be desired. Conclusion and further research was very poor and limited. Presentation in VIVA or in any other setup was very poor, where the student was not able to clearly present own dissertation
	A good conclusion with good concluding remarks and good recommendation of further research to be undertaken on the theme. Presentation in VIVA or in any other setup was good, but some improvements are evident
	A very good conclusion with good concluding remarks and good recommendation of further research to be undertaken on the theme. Presentation in VIVA, or any other setup, was clear, concise and logical, albeit some sections were left out from presentation
	An excellent conclusion and recommendation of further research. Presentation in VIVA, or any other setup, was clear, concise and logical. Such presentation was easy to follow by persons who do not have any experience in dissertation area, and all areas were covered in presentation. 
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