	Generic Assessment Criteria  
	Marks 
available
 

	Marks 
 
awarded
 


	1. Research-informed Literature  
Extent of research and/or own reading, selection of credible sources, application of appropriate referencing conventions. . 
	 
	 

	Your report shows limited research depth, and most sources are either basic, repeated, or not linked clearly to your own hardware decisions. Many statements are descriptive rather than supported by evidence. Referencing is inconsistent and often not connected to your design choices. (See interim report and final report)  
How to improve: Use stronger academic sources and explain how each reference directly supports your hardware decisions.
	10 
 
	 5

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject  
Extent of knowledge and understanding of concepts and underlying principles associated with the discipline.  
	 
	 

	You did show that you understand how the different parts connect together in the system, and you explained the overall flow of power and signals in a clear way. This shows that you can follow the structure of the hardware, even if the deeper engineering detail is missing.
You describe components and wiring, but the explanation shows surface‑level understanding. Key engineering ideas such as sensor behaviour, power management, and vibration feedback are not explained clearly. Much of the writing repeats generic information instead of showing your own understanding. (See interim report and final report)  
How to improve: Explain concepts in your own words and show that you understand why each part behaves the way it does.
	20 
 
	11 

	3. Analysis  
Analysis, evaluation and synthesis; logic, argument and judgement; analytical reflection; organisation of ideas and evidence  
	 
	 

	You did try to analysis the problem which is good as that shows your effort. But there is very little real analysis. You list problems (size, vibration loss, angle issues) but do not explore causes or compare alternatives. There is no evaluation of design trade‑offs, no calculations beyond copying formulas, and no critical judgement. (See final report)  
How to improve: Analyse why problems happened and compare different design options with clear reasoning.
	20 
 
	10

	4. Practical Application and Deployment  
Deployment of methods, materials, tools and techniques; application of concepts; formulation of innovative and creative solutions to solve problems.  
	 
	 

	You contributed to assembly, but the work shows weak technical execution. The cane design is oversized, wiring is basic, and many decisions were reactive rather than planned. The prototype does not show strong engineering skill, and the hardware section relies heavily on others’ work. 
How to improve: Plan your hardware layout earlier, justify your choices, and show clearer evidence of your own technical contribution.
	40 
 
	15

	5. Skills for Professional Practice  
Attributes in professional practice: individual and collaborative working; deployment of appropriate media; presentation and organisation.  
	 
	 

	Your report is poorly organised, with repeated text, unclear structure, and inconsistent technical language. Some sections read like copied notes rather than a formal engineering report. Collaboration evidence is minimal. 
How to improve: Use clearer structure, avoid repetition, and present your work more professionally.

Feedback on your presentation has already been given verbally during the session.
	10 
	 5


	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) 
	
	46% 

	
	Up to 1 week late (40% Max) 
	 
	

	
	Over 1 week late (0%) 
	 
	






