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KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

ANALYSIS
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12/20Back ground investigation is evident and has been explained clearly. 6.5/10 Research literature of
possible solutions is limited. 5.5/10

Problem definition is clear and a good understanding of the problem is demonstrated. 3.5/5 Project
constraints and codes of practice were explained and are part of company policy. 3/5 Environmental
and sustainability limitations were discussed and referred to in questioning section. 2.5/5 Functional
design was explained but some points were unclear, however the block diagrams on the slides were
very informative.3/5 Response to questioning showed an understanding, however there were some
technical points that were not clearly explained. 6/10



12/20

13/20

PRACTICAL APPLICATION AND DEP.

SKILLS FOR PROFESSIONAL PRAC.

6/10

Problem definition form an analysis perspective was good and testing procedures were explained. 3.5/5
Functional design specification with regards to the analysis were explained, but there were some
technical points which were unclear. 6/10 Justification of final solution was clear and comparison with
solutions was carried out. The alternative solution was technically weak for this project. 2.5/5

Design specification practically was explained fairly well with some technical points missing. 3/5 Critical
choice and justification of final solution was achieved using comparison of solution alternatives.
However the alternative solution was a litt le weak technically. 6/10 Project planning was good and
using appropriate methods. 4/5

Quality of presentation slides was good. 3/5 Quality of deliver was good overall. 3/5
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