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FINAL GRADE

77/100

Group Project
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Generic Assessment Criteria 
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1. Engagement with Literature Skills

.

   

Good amount of references in 
bibliography

  and good range of literature. IEEE 
standards mostly upheld, however 
Journals

  would have been better listed as such 
rather than online. Reference 
numbered

  through the text in a correct manner 
showing literature engagement. It 
would

  have been better to have seen a clear 
literature review for this task though.
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2. Knowledge and Understanding Skills

 

   

A clear

  understanding of market research 
shown. A clear understanding of team 
roles

  and performance demonstrated and 
referenced well to back up points 
made. Also

  good use of citation. Good 
understanding and analysis of risks. 
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What are the

  strategies for mitigating these 
though?

 

3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills

 

   

Good understanding

  shown, and evaluation of the team 
operation. Slight repetition in 
scheduling

  and project planning. Avoiding this 
may have kept the word count down. 
Good

  understanding and analysis of risks. 
What are the strategies for mitigating

  these though?
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4. Practical Application Skills

 

   

Nicely presented

  report. Included cover page with 
name, student number and module 
title. And

  figures especially for the data 
collected.
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5. Transferable Skills for Life and 
Professional

  Practice

 

   

Nicely presented

  report. Included cover page with 
name, student number and module 
title. And

  figures especially for the data 
collected. Table of contents could have

  included page numbers, but clear 
layout shown. Well laid out report with 
good

  headings and sub headings defining 
sections. Third person terminology 
would

  have been preferential over first 
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person use of ‘we’ and ‘our’. A well

  written introduction gives context to 
the work. Nicely written conclusion and

  generally a good flow to the report. 

 

79 x 60% = 47.4%

Combined Presentations

·         Well designed and visually appealing and 
engaging presentation slides.

·         Clear brand and theme carried throughout the 
slides showing good consistency.

·         Well presented slides, visually eye-catching and 
good number of points clearly made on each slide.

·         An agenda to what would have been in the 
presentation would have been advantageous in both 
presentations.

·         Clear conclusion to first presentation, could 
have been done on the second.

·         Good to see choices introduced and justified 
throughout the presentations.

·         Good idea, laid out well with a good plan and 
roadmap.

·         The speakers reading was a slight disadvantage, 
and would have been better if the presentation had 
been memorised and eye contact kept throughout.

·         Time left for questions and the questions 
presented were handled well demonstrating good 
knowledge of the subject.

·   75 x 40%  =  30%

Overall 77.4%
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