	
     STUDENT FEEDBACK FORM



This section details the extent to which the assessment criteria are demonstrated by you, which in turn determines your mark. The marks available for each category of skill are shown. Lecturers will use the space provided to comment on the achievement of the task(s), including those areas in which you have performed well and areas that would benefit from development/improvement.

	Generic Assessment Criteria 
	Marks available
	Marks 
awarded

	1. Engagement with Literature Skills
.
	
	

	
In this section, for a student to do well, they need to use in-text referencing from a credible and relevant diversity of sources. Where possible, they are expected to critically appraise the literature engaged. Lastly, they are expected to discuss key concepts and apply appropriate referencing conventions. 
	15
	10

	
	
	

	2. Knowledge and Understanding Skills

	
	

	
To score high marks, one needed to demonstrate an understanding of key concepts, namely reconnaissance, vulnerabilities, attacks, mitigation strategies, and the NIST Cybersecurity Framework. The strength of statements given, backed by literature, contributed to the score in this section.
	15
	9

	
	
	

	3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills

	
	

	
To excel in this section, students needed to critically analyse technologies, justify their arguments, and support them with examples. They also had to address design principles and discuss technologies for enhancing network security.
	20
	9

	
	
	

	4. Practical Application Skills

	
	

	
This section carried the most weight, and for a student to excel, they needed to provide evidence of the practical work done. This included proof of completing three self-paced courses and a design and implementation as part of demonstrating the Availability goal, along with suggestions of software and hardware to enhance network security.
Marks for proof of completion of self-paced course: /20
	40
	30

	
	
	

	5. Transferable Skills for Life and Professional Practice

	
	

	
To score high, a student needed to ensure that the document was of high quality and professionally done. There should be a good flow of ideas, with evidence of proper use of the spelling and grammar tool, and a complete and neat presentation of work in IEEE format.
	10
	7

	
	
	



	Assessment Mark (Assessment marks are subject to ratification at the Exam Board.  These comments and marks are to give feedback on module work and are for guidance only until they are confirmed. )
	Late Submission Penalties (tick if appropriate)
	65

	
	Up to 1 week late (40% Max)
	
	

	
	Over 1 week late (0%)
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