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FINAL GRADE

51/100
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GRADING FORM: NEW CSG-RUBRIC



6

1. ENGAGEMENT WITH LITERATURE

13

2. KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

18

3. COGNITIVE AND INTELLECTUAL

ADAM BEDNER 51

Section 1: Engagement in research, for project background Clear evidence via the explanation. (RD)
Section 5: Engagement in research, for review of solutions Good evidence though there was only
time for one solution to be presented. Other solutions were explained in the questioning session that
followed. (RD) (6/10)

Section 1: Project background Good explanation (RD) Section 3: Project risks, health and safety etc
Some risks considered and explained in the questions(RD) Response to questions 1 and 4 Some
good answers but could have been more exact, some was guess work. (RD) (13/20)

Section 1: Problem Definition and constraints Good explanation via the animation (RD) Section 2:
Functional Design Specification Could have been delivered as a table rather than by paragraphs (RD)



8

4. PRACTICAL APPLICATION

6

5. TRANSFERABLE SKILLS

Section 4: Test planning No evidence presented as presentation over ran the allocated 8 minutes but
answered in questions (RD) Response to questions 2 and 6 Good answers (RD) (18/20)

Section 5: Critical choice and justification of final solution Not presented due to over run in time but
explained in the question session. (RD) Section 6: Project Planning and working breakdown structure
Not presented (RD) Response to questions 3 and 5 Good answers (RD) (8/25)

All sections: Quality of the presentation slides Very good, animation was helpful (RD) All sections:
Quality of the delivery style Good style but too slow to achieve in the 8 minutes allocated,
presentation was stopped after an over-run of 4 minutes and only one solution had been presented
by that time. (RD) (6/10)


