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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: _Hlk117517152]Project design 
FDS was reviewed and changes with reasons explained and the final solution explained in great detail referring to standards. However, nothing shown about the program. (7/10)
	10
	7
	8
	7

	Project implementation 
Excellent build with references to supply chain problems and unforeseen production issues such as bridging. No explanation of the program. (7/10)
	10
	7
	8
	7

	Response to questions
Excellent (8/10)
	10
	8
	8
	8

	Total
	30
	22
	24
	22

	3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills
	
	
	
	

	Testing and analysis of results 
Good analysis with but little evidence of testing the system from results. (6/10)
	10
	6
	7
	6

	Critical evaluation of the project outcomes relating to FDS and constraints
Excellent and full evaluation (7/10)
	10
	7
	8
	7

	Conclusions and recommendations
Good conclusions and recommendations including vibration method to avoid bridging (7/10)
	10
	7
	7
	7

	Total
	30
	20
	22
	20

	4. Practical Application Skills
	
	
	
	

	Deployment method, use of material, tools, equipment and techniques in the construction of the project.
Excellent methods used.  (8/10)
	10
	8
	8
	8

	Quality of the final product or system.
High quality panel build but nothing shown of the program (7/10)
	10
	7
	7
	7

	Management of the design process including use of plans, costing spreadsheet.
Excellent use of management methods with recovery due to supply chain issues (7/10)
	10
	7
	7
	7

	Total
	30
	22
	22
	22

	5. Transferable Skills for Life and Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Quality of the presentation slides
Very good (6/10)
	10
	6
	4
	6

	Quality of the delivery style 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Good, but most was read out in a monotone voice (5/10)
	10
	5
	4
	5

	Total
	20
	11
	8
	11

	
	
	
	
	

	Grand Total
	100
	75
	76
	75
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