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ENGAGEMENT WITH LITERATURE

All work must be appropriately researched and referenced with an
extensive range of relevant and credible literature. High-level
referencing skills consistently applied. Most references should be
current and Laws must cite current legislation in the appropriate
government site(s). (20 marks)
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KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

You will need to show application of skills and research in the
assignment by demonstrating critical understanding of the well-
established concepts and principles of the subject and the main
methods of enquiry. May go beyond established theories.(10 marks)
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Engagement with literature is weak and largely 
non-academic. The majority of references are 
blogs, vendor sites, and explanatory web pages 
(e.g., Microsoft, Cloudflare, Akamai, Samsung, 
SAP). There is almost no peer-reviewed or 
scholarly literature, and very limited use of 
authoritative regulatory texts (e.g., EUR-Lex, 
ENISA). Sources are used to describe rather than 
analyse or compare, which significantly limits 
marks.

Demonstrates basic understanding of ZTNA, SASE, 
DLP, NIST CSF, DORA and NIS2. However, 
explanations are simplistic, sometimes imprecise, 
and frequently read like paraphrased vendor 
guidance rather than academically grounded 
explanations. There is no evidence of deeper 
conceptual understanding.



COGNITIVE AND INTELLECTUAL

Marks will be awarded: For critical analysis and evaluation, based on
the quality of the documentation/report/paper. How relevant
conclusions are drawn and justified. (25 marks)
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PRACTICAL SKILLS

Marks will be awarded based on the quality of and level of detail
provided for the design approach; diagrams, tables, charts and any
other design methods utilise will enhance marks. These should be
properly explained and contextualised. (25 marks)

12

The work is almost entirely descriptive. Task 1 
explains technologies; Task 2 explains what the 
company “should” do. There is little to no critical 
evaluation, trade-off analysis, or strategic 
reasoning.
For example:
• ZTNA, SASE and DLP are described but not 
compared or critiqued
• NIST CSF, DORA and NIS2 are summarised but 
not analysed in relation to the organisation
• Risk, governance and contingency are 
presented as lists of good practice, not as 
reasoned design choices.

Visual evidence present:
• An organisation structure figure
• A NIS2 measures figure
• A NIST FARM model figure
However:
• Figures are not numbered or explained 



TRANSFERABLE SKILLS FOR LIFE

This will be assessed based on the written and presentational quality of
your report: • Flow • Professionalism • Comprehension (grammar and
spelling) • Completeness and presentation of report (20 marks)
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properly/referred to in report discussion.
• There is no architecture diagram, no Zero-
Trust flow, no risk table, no governance matrix; 
some of these could enhance this section.

The report is poorly written and weakly presented.
Issues include:
• A number of grammar and sentence-
structure errors
• Paragraphs are not fully justified
• Very basic academic tone
•
Structure is present (sections, headings, 
references), but professionalism is low.


