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FINAL GRADE
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RESEARCH-INFORMED LITERATURE

16/30

KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

11/20

ANALYSIS

JORDAN REES 0

10/20Project background was reasonably well explained but did lack details. 5/10 Evidence of research
was limited. 5/10

The project purpose is identified and explained. More detail should have been included. 2.5/5 Project
constraints and risks were mentioned with codes of practice and standards explained with
questioning. 2.5/5 Environmental and sustainability were covered adequately with questioning. 3/5
Functional design was explained with a good block diagram. 3/5 Response to questions was
adequate. 5/10

Problem was defined and a reasonable argument was given. 3/5 Functional design specification
should have included more detail resulting from research. 5.5/10 No real argument was given for the



12/20

PRACTICAL APPLICATION AND DEP.

SKILLS FOR PROFESSIONAL PRAC.

5/10

choice of final solution. 2.5/5

Design specification did include some detail and there was a good block diagram. 3.5/5 Argument for
critical choice of final solution was weak and should have been better explained. 5/10 The Gantt
chart die contain a work breakdown but the project plan needs to be amended to represent the true
timeline. 3.5/5

The slides could have included more identifiable data for the solutions and specification. 2.5/5
Delivery needed more clear details. 2.5/5


