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FINAL GRADE

35/100

Business Plan Proposal BUSI
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Instructor

For the proposal, you demonstrated some
understanding of the context and background of a
public health issue.

 

However, you have not properly addressed the
question asked. Indeed, you have not submitted a
detailed proposal. What you submitted is less
systematic and provides a description rather than an
analysis. It was not focused at all. You started with the
objectives of the organisation. You needed to
provide the context and background to a public health
issue, including some previous attempts at resolution
or improvement. In doing this, the coherence between
the previous attempts, the recommendation and the
business plan needed to be established. However, you
have not done this at all. You have not included a
business plan as was required for this assignment.

There is also a portion of plagiarised texts in the
narrative. This is not good academic practice. Please,
refer yourself to the student services for additional
support in their writing. To avoid in future, please make
sure you paraphrase or use double quotation marks
for texts copied from other sources. On this occasion,
in line with the University of Greenwich academic
misconduct policy, 10 marks have been deducted from
your initial 45 marks.

 

For future proposals, endeavour to have a clear
strategy on the proposal. Make sure that there is a
clear connection between the different parts and the
flow is clear.

 

I hope you find this feedback useful. 

Best wishes.



Adura

Moderated Julia Morgan 11/2/22 

PAGE 1

Comment 1

Very poor academic practice. 

PAGE 2

Comment 2

Poor academic practice

Comment 3

It is not about "I" but 'we'.

Comment 4

Good that you try to show the burden of the public health issue

PAGE 3

Comment 5

Some effort with a root cause analysis

Comment 6

Not clear

Comment 7

PESTEL is to help recognise root causes

PAGE 4



Comment 8

Again, not 'I'

Comment 9

Not clear

PAGE 5

Comment 10

Not clear



RUBRIC: PG-BUSI 1689 RUBRIC PART B

DOMAIN 1

80-100% EXCEPTIONAL
(0)

70-79% EXCELLENT
(0)

60-69% VERY GOOD
(0)

50-59% GOOD
(0)

40-49% BORDERLINE
FAIL
(0)

30-39% FAIL
(0)

0-29% FAIL
(0)

DOMAIN 2

80-100% EXCEPTIONAL
(0)

0 / 0

0 / 0

Part B: Demonstrate a comprehensive understanding of the context and background to a public health
issue, including previous attempts at resolution or improvement.

Demonstrates exceptional systematic understanding of the context and
background to a public health issue, including previous attempts at resolution or
improvement. <br />There is exceptional evidence of engagement with all key
elements.

Demonstrates excellent systematic understanding of the context and background
to a public health issue, including previous attempts at resolution or
improvement. <br />There is excellent evidence of engagement with all key
elements.

Demonstrates a very good systematic understanding of the context and
background to a public health issue, including previous attempts at resolution or
improvement. <br />Coherent and detailed knowledge is presented at a very good
level and you are able to provide very good critical analysis. There is also very
good evidence of engagement with all key elements.

Demonstrates good systematic understanding of the context and background to a
public health issue, including previous attempts at resolution or improvement. <br
/>Detailed knowledge is presented at fairly good level and you are able to provide
some good critical analysis. There is also good evidence of engagement with all
key elements, with some omissions in detail.

Demonstrates some understanding of the context and background to a public
health issue, including previous attempts at resolution or improvement. However,
it is less systematic and provides a description rather than an analysis.<br />There
is limited evidence of engagement with all key elements. There is a clear lack of
criticality needed at level 7.

Lack of understanding of a key global public health issue. Poor engagement with
historical, current and potential future developments in relation to this topic. <br
/>There is insufficient evidence of engagement with each key element.<br />There
is a clear lack of criticality needed at level 7.

Very confused understanding of a key global public health issue. Very poor
engagement with historical, current and potential future developments in relation
to this topic.<br />Key elements omitted or discussed too briefly. There is no
evidence of criticality needed at level 7.

0 / 0

Part B: Demonstrate consistency between public health issue, previous attempts and recommended
solution

Demonstrates exceptional consistency in identification of previous attempts and
the potential pf the recommended solution.



70-79% EXCELLENT
(0)

60-69% VERY GOOD
(0)

50-59% GOOD
(0)

40-49% BORDERLINE
FAIL
(0)

30-39% FAIL
(0)

0-29% FAIL
(0)

DOMAIN 3

80-100% EXCEPTIONAL
(0)

70-79% EXCELLENT
(0)

60-69% VERY GOOD
(0)

50-59% GOOD
(0)

40-49% BORDERLINE
FAIL
(0)

30-39% FAIL
(0)

0-29% FAIL
(0)

DOMAIN 3B

80-100% EXCEPTIONAL
(0)

70-79% EXCELLENT

Demonstrates excellent systematic consistency in identification of previous
attempts and the potential pf the recommended solution.

Demonstrates very good systematic consistency in identification of previous
attempts and the potential pf the recommended solution.

Demonstrates good systematic consistency in identification of previous attempts
and the potential pf the recommended solution.

Demonstrate some level of systematic consistency in identification of previous
attempts and the potential pf the recommended solution. However, it is less
systematic and provides a description rather than an analysis of the role and lacks
criticality.

Confusion in identification of previous attempts and the potential pf the
recommended solution. Key elements omitted.

Very confused in identification of previous attempts and the potential pf the
recommended solution. Too many key elements omitted.

0 / 0

Part B: Use of relevant evidence to support development of narrative.

Demonstrates exceptional systematic use of relevant evidence to support
development of narrative.

Demonstrates excellent systematic use of relevant evidence to support
development of narrative.

Demonstrates very good systematic use of relevant evidence to support
development of narrative.

Demonstrates good systematic use of relevant evidence to support development of
narrative, with some omissions in detail.

Demonstrate some level of systematic use of relevant evidence to support
development of narrative. However, it is less systematic and provides a description
rather than an analysis of the role and lacks criticality.

Confused use of evidence to support development of narrative. Key elements
omitted.

Very confused use of evidence to support development of narrative. Too many key
elements omitted.

0 / 0

Part B: Demonstrate coherence and completeness of the proposal

The assignment provides exceptionally strong and consistent coherence and
completeness of the proposal.

The assignment provides excellent coherence and completeness of the proposal.



(0)

60-69% VERY GOOD
(0)

50-59% GOOD
(0)

40-49% BORDERLINE
FAIL
(0)

30-39% FAIL
(0)

0-29% FAIL
(0)

DOMAIN 3C

80-100% EXCEPTIONAL
(0)

70-79% EXCELLENT
(0)

60-69% VERY GOOD
(0)

50-59% GOOD
(0)

40-49% BORDERLINE
FAIL
(0)

30-39% FAIL
(0)

0-29% FAIL
(0)

The assignment provides very good coherence and completeness of the proposal.

The assignment provides some good coherence and completeness of the proposal.

The assignment begins to demonstrate some coherence and completeness of the
proposal. However, assignment shows a weak level of understanding. Some
understanding of the way concepts presented are related– with clear omissions.

The assignment provides little coherence and completeness of the proposal.
Assignment shows a weak level of understanding. The work is descriptive and
does not demonstrate understanding of the way concepts presented relate to one
another.

The assignment lacks any coherence and/or completeness of the proposal. There
is little or no understanding of the way concepts presented relate to one another
and many omissions – some of which were covered directly in the module
sessions.

0 / 0

Part B: Appropriate use of relevant management and leadership tools

The assignment provides exceptionally strong and consistent analysis leveraging
appropriate management and leadership tools.

The assignment provides excellent analysis leveraging appropriate management
and leadership tools.

The assignment provides very good analysis leveraging appropriate management
and leadership tools.

The assignment provides some good analysis leveraging some appropriate
management and leadership tools.

The assignment begins to analyse while leveraging a few appropriate
management and leadership tools. However, application shows a weak level of
understanding. Some understanding of the way concepts presented are related–
with clear omissions.

The assignment provides little analysis leveraging a few appropriate management
and leadership tools. Application shows a weak level of understanding. The work
is descriptive and does not demonstrate understanding of the way concepts
presented relate to one another.

The assignment lacks any analysis leveraging any appropriate management and
leadership tools. <br />There is little or no understanding of the way concepts
presented relate to one another and many omissions – some of which were
covered directly in the module sessions



DOMAIN 4

80-100% EXCEPTIONAL
(0)

70-79% EXCELLENT
(0)

60-69% VERY GOOD
(0)

50-59% GOOD
(0)

40-49% BORDERLINE
FAIL
(0)

30-39% FAIL
(0)

0-29% FAIL
(0)

DOMAIN 5

80-100% EXCEPTIONAL
(0)

70-79% EXCELLENT
(0)

0 / 0

Part B: Demonstrate use of a wide range of relevant reading and research

An extensively wide range of current and appropriate<br />literature is presented
to support your strong arguments and different perspectives, and you provide
exceptional commentary and advanced scholarship. An exceptional ability to
deploy established techniques of analysis and enquiry using the literature.

You provide an extensive range of current and appropriate<br />literature to
support your strong arguments and different perspectives, and you provide
excellent commentary and strong scholarship. An excellent ability to deploy
established techniques of analysis and enquiry when using the literature.

A very good range of appropriate literature is used. Views are discussed and
arguments presented with reference to this literature, and there is evidence of
very good deployment of established techniques of analysis and enquiry. There is
also evidence of very good commentary on aspects of current research and
scholarship.

Some good relevant reading is evident and demonstrates good understanding of
the issues. There is evidence of some use of established techniques of analysis
and enquiry. There is also some evidence of good commentary on aspects of
current research and scholarship.

Some reference is made to background reading, but it is limited in nature and
draws on a restricted number of authors. There is some limited evidence of
techniques of enquiry. There is some evidence that the literature has helped to
inform your thinking and some evidence of use of some techniques of analysis.

There is a failure to engage with enough relevant literature and, where
background reading is referred to there is little evidence that it has been
understood. You have little understanding of the techniques needed for analysis
or enquiry into the research around the topic. You need to read much more widely
and improve your understanding.

There is almost no evidence of engagement in relevant background reading. There
is no real understanding of the techniques needed for analysis or enquiry into the
research. You need to spend time researching and engaging with module
materials to develop an understanding.

0 / 0

Part B: Assessment referencing and sourcing is correct

Sources used are, without exception, acknowledged in the text and the reference
list, using correct citation – including online sources. Follows an exceptionally
strongly professional approach to academic practice.

Sources used are all acknowledged in the text and the reference list using correct
citation – including online sources. Follows an excellent, professional approach to
academic practice.



60-69% VERY GOOD
(0)

50-59% GOOD
(0)

40-49% BORDERLINE
FAIL
(0)

30-39% FAIL
(0)

0-29% FAIL
(0)

DOMAIN 6

80-100% EXCEPTIONAL
(0)

70-79% EXCELLENT
(0)

60-69% VERY GOOD
(0)

50-59% GOOD
(0)

40-49% BORDERLINE
FAIL
(0)

30-39% FAIL
(0)

Sources used are almost all acknowledged in the text and the reference list mostly
using correct citation – including most online sources. A very good approach to
academic practice.

Literature is not always correctly referenced within the text and/or reference list.
Reference list is good in terms of number of sources but there are several
secondary sources.

The assignment has a reference list. However, this referencing is often inaccurate
and/or there are several omissions. Reference list is short and limited. An over
reliance on secondary sources. You need further support with this.

The reference list has many errors in its layout. Many references in the main text
are incomplete or incorrect and may be missing from the reference list. You need
further support with this.

The assignment lacks a reference list, or it is incorrectly laid out. Referencing
system within the assignment (i.e., Harvard) has not been followed and you need
further support with this.

0 / 0

Part B: Essay is written in coherent standard English language, is well structured and well presented in
an appropriate academic style.

This assessment is exceptionally well structured and organised. The written
English is of an extremely high standard and observes all academic conventions in
style and content. The assessment flows exceptionally well and is a pleasure to
read.

Excellent structure and very well organised ides. The written English is of a very
high standard and the work observes all academic conventions in style and
content. Excellent flow and style and a pleasure to read.

A very good structure – with clear presentation and organisation of ideas. The
work observes almost all academic conventions in style, content and is presented
well, mostly using standard English throughout. The majority of this work uses a
style which flows well.

A good structure for the most part. The work observes many academic conventions
in style and content and is mostly presented in standard English, with some errors
and omissions. Some sentence structure also needs revision, and this can affect
the flow of your work in places. The student should refer themselves to student
services for additional support in their writing.

The structure needs improvement. Many errors appear in the use of standard
English (possibly due to poor proof reading). The work does not flow well in several
places and this affects clarity. <br />The assignment is structured as a case study
with sub-headings. The student should refer themselves to student services for
additional support in their writing.

Minimal structure. The work is hampered by errors in standard English. It lacks
academic style and does not flow well. Further proofreading clearly needed and



0-29% FAIL
(0)

additional support for academic writing. The student should refer themselves to
student services for additional support in their writing.

No structure presented and the assessment includes a significant number of
errors in Standard English. It lacks academic style, and this impedes flow. Further
proofreading clearly needed and additional support for academic writing. The
student should refer themselves to student services for additional support in their
writing.


