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UNIVERSITY OF CUMBRIA 

COURSEWORK REASSESSMENT REQUIREMENT  

Module Code: HSPG6000 
 

Module Title: Research Dissertation 
 

Tutor: Dr. Paul K. Miller 
 

Title of the item of work: Thesis 
 

Wordage: 8000 max. 
 

Details and Criteria: 
 
The thesis is the complete product of the research; the write-up of the study conducted. 

If a resubmission, this should be a reworking of your original thesis.  

 

Please note: If you should wish to change your topic and/or approach at all, 

and/or collect any extra data for this reworking, please ensure that you consult 

your supervisor beforehand. You may need to revise your ethical 

documentation and resubmit it for review. 

 

Conceptually, the thesis should be approached in the manner of a published research 

paper. Therefore, the sections that it should include are: 

 

 Title Page 

 Abstract 

 Acknowledgements 

 Contents 

 Introduction 

 Literature Review 

 Methods 

 Results 

 Discussion 

 Conclusions 

 Harvard Reference List 
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 Appendices 

 

Please further note: 

 

1. In some cases, it may be appropriate to combine Results and Discussion sections; do 

not do this without first consulting your supervisor. Guidelines for writing up, formatting 

and submitting the Thesis are provided at the relevant lecture slides, and a full style 

sheet is posted on Blackboard. The assessment criteria for the Thesis can be found on 

the module’s Blackboard site, and are also included below.  

 

2. All completed informed consent forms (hard copies), plus all raw data, questionnaires, 

and sound files etc. must be preserved in a OnedDrive folder as evidence in case 

academic malpractice is suspected, at least until your degree is confirmed. Further 

information regarding submission procedures is clearly signposted on the Blackboard 

site. 

 

SUBMISSION DATE AS PER STUDENT PORTAL 
 

(please tick as appropriate but must be completed) 

 
To be submitted by 4:00 PM  on 16/08/2019 in accordance with 

instructions given by the course team. If you are posting your course 
work the receipt of postage must be by date and time of submission, 

you may be asked to present this. 

 
To be submitted through the Virtual Learning Environment (eg. 

Blackboard / Pebblepad etc.) in pdf format, or in person/by RECORDED 
DELIVERY to the Programme Administration at the Lancaster 
Campus of the University of Cumbria. 

 
 

 

x 

x 
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HSPG6000 RESEARCH DISSERTATION  

THESIS ASSESSMENT CRITERIA 

 

FIRST ORDER (DEFINING) CRITERIA 

First Class 

> 80% 

First Class 

70 – 80% 

Second Class 

(upper) 

Second Class 

(lower) 

Third Class Fail 

30 – 39% 

Fail 

<30% 

Extremely strong 

internal 

consistency. 

Project is a 

convincing whole 

which addresses 

the original 

research question. 

Evidence of 

originality and an 

innovative and 

autonomous 

approach. 

Excellent 

synthesis of 

information to 

support 

arguments 

Critical awareness 

of strengths and 

limitations. 

Evidence of 

internal 

consistency which 

relates to the 

original research 

question. 

Evidence of a 

mature and 

autonomous 

approach to 

addressing the 

research question. 

Very good use of 

information to 

support 

arguments. 

Critical awareness 

of strengths and 

limitations. 

Evidence of internal 

consistency which 

relates to the original 

question (May be 

some minor 

weaknesses in the 

integration of 

sections). 

Confident and 

independent 

approach to the 

project. 

Mainly a good use of 

information to 

support arguments. 

Generally a critical 

awareness of 

strengths and 

weaknesses. 

 

More limited 

evidence of internal 

consistency but 

content does address 

the research 

question to a 

satisfactory extent. 

Evidence of an 

independent 

approach to the 

project. 

Information gathered 

is sufficient and 

relevant but there 

may be some 

weaknesses in 

integration. 

Awareness of 

strengths and 

weaknesses is 

evident but more 

limited. 

More limited 

evidence of 

internal 

consistency (there 

are more 

substantial  

weaknesses in the 

integration of 

sections). 

Some evidence of 

independent work. 

The information 

gathered is more 

limited in its use to 

sustain argument 

with more 

significant 

weaknesses in 

integration. 

Limited awareness 

of strengths and 

weaknesses. 

Project lacks 

internal 

consistency. 

Inconsistent 

application of 

information and 

guidance to 

address the 

research 

question. 

The information 

gathered is too 

limited and / or 

used 

inadequately to 

support relevant 

arguments. 

Insufficient 

awareness of 

strengths and 

limitations. 

Project lacks 

internal 

consistency and 

does not really 

address the 

research question 

to a significant 

extent. 

Very limited 

understanding of 

the research 

process literature 

and information 

gathered. 

There is little 

understanding of 

the strengths and 

limitations of the 

project. 
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SECOND ORDER (ADJUSTMENT) CRITERIA 

First Class 

> 80% 

First Class 

70 – 80% 

Second Class 

(upper) 

Second Class 

(lower) 

Third Class Fail 

30 – 39% 

Fail 

<30% 

 

Formulation of the research question  

The research 

question is original, 

clear and well 

focused. 

An excellent and 

convincing 

rationale is 

provided. 

The research 

question is clear 

and well focused. 

An excellent and 

convincing 

rationale is 

provided. 

 

The research 

question is clear 

and well 

formulated. 

There is a clear and 

well thought 

through rationale. 

The research 

question is clear 

and competently 

formulated. 

There is a 

satisfactory 

rationale provided. 

The research 

question is less well 

formulated with 

some lack of focus. 

 There are some 

weaknesses in the 

articulation of the 

rationale. 

The research 

question is poorly 

formulated and 

unclear. 

The rationale given 

is not satisfactory. 

Incoherently 

formulated 

research question 

with an inadequate 

rationale. 

 

Literature Review 

The literature 

review shows 

extensive reading.  

The critical 

evaluation is 

thorough and 

explicitly and 

consistently related 

to the research 

question. 

The literature 

review shows a 

wide range of 

reading.  

The critical 

evaluation is 

thorough and 

clearly related to 

the research 

question. 

The literature 

review shows a 

wide range of 

reading. 

 The critical 

evaluation is 

generally 

consistent and 

usually made 

relevant to the 

research question. 

The literature 

review shows 

appropriate 

reading.  

There is evidence 

of critical 

evaluation but this 

is not detailed or 

consistent. Links to 

the research 

question are not 

made explicit. 

The literature 

review draws on 

research which is 

relevant but may 

be more limited. 

The review is in the 

most part 

descriptive. 

The literature 

review is based on 

a very restricted 

number of sources.  

Some information 

may be less 

relevant and 

unrelated to the 

research question 

with weaknesses in 

understanding. 

The literature 

review is 

inadequate in 

scope. 

There are 

weaknesses in 

comprehension of 

material and the 

treatment is 

uncritical. 
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Research Methodology 

The method shows 

a very clear 

appreciation for 

methodological 

issues. 

There is an 

excellent rationale 

given for the 

research approach 

and the data 

collection methods 

adopted. 

Comprehensive 

consideration of 

internal and 

external validity. 

The method shows 

a clear appreciation 

for methodological 

issues.  

There is a strong 

rationale for the 

research and data 

collection methods 

adopted. 

Good consideration 

of internal and 

external validity. 

 

The method shows 

a generally sound 

appreciation for 

methodological 

issues.  

There is a sound 

rationale for the 

research approach 

and the data 

collection methods 

adopted. 

There is some 

discussion of 

internal and 

external validity 

although this may 

not be thorough.  

The method shows 

a less considered 

appreciation for 

methodological 

issues 

A clear rationale is 

not always evident. 

 There may be 

some minor issues 

with validity 

although the 

internal validity is 

acceptable.  

The method shows 

a more limited 

appreciation for 

methodological 

issues 

The rationale is 

weak but 

defensible. 

There may be more 

substantial 

problems with the 

validity of the 

research although 

the methods 

chosen do broadly 

address the 

research question. 

The method shows 

very little 

appreciation for 

methodological 

issues.  

The rationale given 

for the methods 

used may be 

inappropriate or 

virtually absent.  

Very little 

appreciation of 

validity shown. 

The method shows 

no knowledge of 

methodological 

issues.  

The project is not 

capable of being 

reworked and 

needs a complete 

re-design. 

No knowledge of 

validity evident. 

 

Data analysis procedures 

The student has 

correctly applied 

sophisticated data 

analysis methods. 

The methods used 

are 

comprehensively 

justified and 

interpreted well. 

The student has 

correctly applied 

appropriate data 

analysis methods. 

The methods used 

are 

comprehensively 

justified and 

interpreted well. 

The student has 

correctly applied 

appropriate data 

analysis methods. 

The results are 

interpreted 

correctly. The 

methods used are 

justified. 

The student has 

applied appropriate 

data analysis 

methods.  

These are in the 

main applied and 

interpreted 

correctly but there 

may be some minor 

errors. Justification 

The student has 

applied appropriate 

data analysis 

methods but there 

may be more 

substantial errors 

in the application 

and interpretation. 

The student has 

made an attempt 

to apply methods 

to analyse the data 

but these may be 

inappropriate or 

applied incorrectly. 

Little attempt has 

been made to 

analyse the data in 

a systematic way. 
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may be more 

limited. 

 Student is unable 

to justify methods 

used. 

 

Critical and analytical use of theory throughout 

There is extensive 

critical awareness 

of and grounding in 

theory. 

Convincing 

evidence of the 

ability to evaluate, 

analyse and apply 

theory.  

There is a 

sustained critical 

approach and a 

solid grounding in 

theory. 

Very good evidence 

of the ability to 

analyse, evaluate 

and apply theory.  

There is a generally 

critical approach 

and grounding in 

theory. 

Good evidence of 

the ability to 

analyse, evaluate 

and apply theory.  

 

There is less critical 

awareness of / and 

grounding in 

theory. 

 There is evidence 

of some ability to 

analyse, evaluate 

and apply theory 

but this is more 

inconsistent. 

The student may 

have more 

substantial 

problems utilising a 

theoretical 

approach.  

There is evidence 

of a more limited 

ability to analyse, 

evaluate and apply 

theory.  

The student is 

unable to 

successfully select 

and apply a 

relevant theoretical 

approach. 

The analysis and 

evaluation of 

theory is minimal 

or contradictory. 

There is no 

relevant theoretical 

approach identified. 

The analysis and 

evaluation of 

theory is absent, 

incoherent or 

irrelevant. 

 

Presentation 

Fully and 

appropriately 

referenced. 

Excellent use of 

language. 

Clear and 

accessible 

formatting 

presentation that 

follows discipline 

conventions. 

Fully and 

appropriately 

referenced. 

Excellent use of 

language. 

Clear and 

accessible 

formatting 

presentation that 

follows discipline 

conventions. 

Fully and 

appropriately 

referenced. 

Good use of 

language. 

Clear formatting 

presentation that 

follows discipline 

conventions. 

Generally well 

referenced but with 

some minor errors 

or omissions. 

Clear but 

unsophisticated use 

of language. 

Generally clear 

formatting 

presentation that 

may contain minor 

errors. 

Generally 

satisfactory 

references but with 

more consistent 

errors  or 

omissions. 

Clear use of 

language but with 

some errors. 

More substantial 

problems in 

formatting 

Poorly and 

inconsistently 

referenced.   

Language is unclear 

with more 

consistent errors. 

More substantial 

lack of clarity in 

formatting. 

Poorly and 

inconsistently 

referenced.   

Some sections of 

writing are 

incomprehensible. 

Presentation makes 

little attempt to 

follow project 

presentation 

guidelines and / or 

does not allow 
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presentation 

although content 

can be understood. 

information to be 

understood. 

 

 

 


