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A dissertation research proposal (3500 words) that includes an introduction, a research question, a
literature review, details of research design.
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Intended Learning Outcomes

On successful completion, you will be able to:

1. critically engage with the principles of social research and identify an appropriate focus for your
own professional enquiry

2. begin to critically evaluate the different traditions and paradigms within which research can take
place

3. draw on a preliminary review of the literature to formulate an appropriate research question
that can be investigated and from which your enquiry can be designed

4. critically appraise the range of methods used in empirical social research, and justify selection of
the most appropriate methods for your chosen enquiry

5. demonstrate a critical awareness of the complex ethical issues underpinning research with
particular reference to your own enquiry
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Assignment 2

This is the Level 7 rubric that will be used by tutors when marking both the formative and summative written
assignments:

Student has met the LOs of the module Student has not met the LOs of the
module
100-80 79-70 69-60 (Good  |59-50 (pass)  |49-40 (fail) 39-30 (fail) [29-0
(distinction) |(distinction) |pass)
Knowledge Exceptionally  [Excellent, Substantial Sound knowledge |Some defended Some Student has
and clarity comprehensive |comprehensive knowledge base. |base. Ability to knowledge of evidence of [failed to
of knowledge knowledge Ability to discriminate key  |current, relevant relevant meet the
] base. Ability to  |hase. Ability to [discriminate key  [issues. Arguments fissues. Limited knowledge  |majority of
reasoning discriminate \giscriminate  |issues and are confidently development of base but the LOs of
and J”St'f{ikey and justify key |establish some expressed through |arguments little the
LZ?:;Stﬁgm to issues and links to the wider |clear, logical lines |where lines of argument assessment
the wider relate them to  |context. of thought. thought are and lines of
context. Lines  |the wider Arguments are discernible. thought are
of thought are  [cONtext. confidently Conclusions are  |Limited poorly
innovative and expressed through [firmly articulated, |conclusions expressed
transparent Lines of thought|clear, logical lines |relevant and arise [arising from and often
land arguments  |are transparent |of thought. directly from the  [premises. demonstrate
are confidently [and the premised confused
arguments are |Conclusions are  |arguments. thinking.
expressed to  |confidently firmly articulated,
develop and expressed to  |comprehensive, Conclusions
synthesise develop and  [relevant and arise drawn but
compelling synthesise directly from the often not
and novel compelling premised related to
conclusions. \conclusions  [arguments. discussion.
Conclusions
drawn make a
new
contribution to
the
knowledge
base of the
discipline and
there is clear
evidence of
originality of
application in
the presented
work.
Interface Exceptional Rigorous Excellent critical Good, critical Some articulation |Some use
between critical analysis critical analysis/evaluation |analysis/evaluation [of the relationship |of relevant
Theory and of the interface  |analysis of the |of the relationship [of the relationship |between and theory but
'.'y . between theory finterface between theory between theory critical lack of
Practice in and practice,  |hetween and practice. land practice. analysis/evaluation |[awareness
the Wh'fh tesand [heory and Substantial use of |Some use of of the significance |of
Professional 2KZIIL;?1§Zsan practice, multiple theoretical |multiple theoretical |of relevant theory [relationship
Context theoretical clearly frameworks to frameworks to to specific tq practice.
adequacy and elaborated to  [evaluate evaluate professional Little
synthesises the [evaluate professional professional practice with some fintegration
development of [theoretical practice with wide |practice. awareness of how |of the
professional adequacy and [ranging synthesis each may be articulation
practice. synthesise the [to show how each |Demonstrable informed by the between
Exceptional development [is informing the synthesis to show |other. theory and
evidence of of professional |[other. Clear, how each is practice
self- practice. critical evaluation  |informing the
understanding  [Excellent, of their usefulness |other. Some
which leads to  |creative use of levaluation of their
creative anc: multiple usefulness.
”mou"lzl IL:e o frameworks for
framgworks for evaluatipn and
evaluation and synthesis of
synthesis and  [OWN stance
challenges
current
practice in the
professional
context.
Use of literature |Exceptional, Excellent, wide Substantial Good selection Range and choice [Narrow but mainly
discerning and |range of key and  |selection of key (of key primary  |of relevant selection
balanced pnerinheral orimarv  Ibrimarv and literature L . of
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of Material

presentation
that
demonstrates
ability to attend
to all detailed
aspects of
organisation
and structure
of discussion
and all
supporting
evidence. The
work has the
qualities
consistent with
publishable
material.

organisation
and structure
which enhances
comprehension.

Excellent
presentation of all
material.
Referencing is
accurate to a high
degree

and structure
coherent. Well
presented, with
considerable
attention to
detail which
facilitates
effortless
comprehension.

Supporting
material is well
presented and
ordered with
accurate
referencing and
minimal errors of
detail.

coherent. Well
presented,
facilitating
comprehension.

Supporting
material is well
presented and
ordered.

Accurate
referencing.

adequately support
the work.

Presentation includes
supporting material
but is somewhat
disorganised in
places. Most
referencing is sound
and appropriate but
limited in scope. For
professional courses
any work which
contains evidence of,
or reference to,
unsafe or dangerous
practice should be

deemed a fail.

primary and demonstrating sources evaluation of inadequate_ Some [some recognition
secondary critical evalu.ation demon_strating :significant recognition and of significar_lce for
sources jand synthesis analysis and issues for the critical analvsis of the professional
demonstrating  |within the critical professional . y context
a very high —  lprofessional evaluation ofa  |context. Some  [1SSU€S Of
level of crifical o, nteyt. wide range of |limited analysis [significance for
evaluation and relevant issues  [of related, the professional
synthesis and for th d
the ability to orthe secondary context.
challenge professional material.
received context
wisdom in the
subject.
Outstanding
evidence of
wide reading
on the subject
and this is
incorporated
into novel
conclusions
Organisation Exceptional Excellent, Organisation is  |Organisation Organisation and Poorly organised,
clarity of coherent comprehensive [and structure is |structure does not incoherent

structure. Poor
presentation and
referencing.

Little appropriate
supporting material
given





