SGEL6000 Independent Project			        			2023-2024
DOUBLE MARKING SHEET AND COMBINED STUDENT FEEDBACKAgreed mark
46

Assessment 4 of 4
Presentation 2: Project Design, Implementation and Evaluation

Student Number 1102216

Presentation: https://youtu.be/trm87n9Ms3o    Questions: https://youtu.be/1ZmY0-CGq48
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	Generic Assessment Criteria 
	Marks available
	Ist 
Marker 
	2nd Marker 
	Agreed Mark

	1. Engagement with Literature Skills.
	
	
	
	

	N/A
	
	
	
	

	2. Knowledge and Understanding Skills
	
	
	
	

	[bookmark: _heading=h.30j0zll]Project design
There were good slides included, however, the PLC program slides were missing. Some of the explanations were not accurate. The FDS requirements were identified with the process.
Little evidence presented. (4/10)
	10
	4
	4.5
	4

	Project implementation
Slides only partially indicated the implementation, although the explanation did include significant points.  The PLC program networks were not included in the explanations. 
Some explanation given. (5/10)
	10
	5
	6
	5

	Response to questions 
Some understanding demonstrated. 
Response to some questions was inaccurate and lacked confidence especially for the deadband purpose. There were good answers to the interlocks for the system. 
(5/10)
	10
	5
	4
	5

	Total
	30
	14
	14.5
	14

	3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills
	
	
	
	

	Testing and analysis of results
Good list and analysis. 
Test results were explained, but there were some inaccuracies included. (5/10)
	10
	5
	5
	5

	Critical evaluation of the project outcomes relating to FDS and constraints
Some explanation given.
Outcomes were compared with original FDS requirements but with some inaccuracies with the tanks and deadband purpose. (4/10)
	10
	5
	4
	4

	Conclusions and recommendations
Some explanation given. Conclusion only discussed the success with ref to FDS
No recommendations offered. (3/10)
	10
	3
	3
	3

	Total
	30
	13
	12
	12

	4. Practical Application Skills
	
	
	
	

	Deployment method, use of material, tools, equipment and techniques in the construction of the project.
Good methods used and material. Program not shown in presentation. Project development was explained, but lacked details of components used. No logical order of development was explained. Simulation relevance was explained. (5/10)
	10
	5
	5
	5

	Quality of the final product or system
Good quality of product. The system was built and tested even though the explanations lack detail. (6/10)
	10
	6
	5
	6

	Management of the design process including use of plans, costing spreadsheet
Some explanation given. Gantt chart was explained with ref to issues caused by the industry  (3/10)
	10
	3
	3
	3

	Total
	30
	14
	13
	14

	5. Transferable Skills for Life and Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Quality of the presentation slides
Some slides included relevant details, however, significant sections such as the main PLC program was missing. (3/5)
	5
	4
	2
	3

	Quality of the delivery style 
Good but sometimes hesitant. Some good points covered, but there were inaccuracies in the delivery. (3/5)
	5
	3
	2.5
	3

	Total
	10
	7
	4.5
	6

	
	
	
	
	

	Grand Total
	100
	48
	44
	46
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