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Presentation 1: Project Definition, Research and Quality Planning 
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1. Engagement with Literature Skills.     
Section 1: Engagement in research, for project background (4/5) 

Clear evidence of research contained that set out the background of the project. (RD) 

Evidence of extensive research was demonstrated (MH) 
5 4 4 4 

Section 5: Engagement in research, for review of solutions (4/5) 

Clear evidence that solutions were well researched (RD) 

A wide range of reliable technical sources were used. (MH) 
5 4 4 4 

Total 10 8 8 8 

2. Knowledge and Understanding Skills     
Section 1: Project background (4/5) 

Clearly understood and presented (RD) 

Project explained as a control system upgrade for a VRU compressor (MH) 
5 4 4 4 

Section 3: Project risks, health and safety etc (4/5) 

Well presented (RD) 

Ethical engineering explained in some detail and a project risk chart was explained 
showing factors against the project success.(MH) 

5 4 4 4 

Response to questions 1 and 4 (7/10) 

Good understanding demonstrated (RD) 

Detailed answers provided with confidence and without hesitation (MH) 
10 7 8 7 

Total 20 15 16 15 

3. Cognitive and Intellectual Skills     
Section 1: Problem Definition and constraints (8/10) 

Clearly defined (RD) 

Clearly defined and explained, but could have spent less time on this (MH) 
10 8 8 8 

Section 2: Functional Design Specification (7/10) 

Well presented (RD) 

Detailed and clear, although had to rush this part (MH) 
10 8 6 7 

Agreed mark 

75 

https://youtu.be/JgY5WyBP-uc
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Section 4: Test planning (7/10)  

Good plans in place (RD) 

Detailed testing plan included with success metrics, but again rushed (MH) 

 

10 7 6 7 

Response to questions 2 and 6 (4/5) 

Good answers given (RD) 

Detailed answers provided with confidence and without hesitation (MH) 
5 4 4 4 

Total 35 27 24 26 

4. Practical Application Skills     
Section 5: Critical choice and justification of final solution (7/10) 

Clear decision making evidenced (RD) 

Detailed scoring system used to assess each solution, but only briefly discussed due 
to time (MH) 

10 8 6 7 

Section 6: Project Planning and working breakdown structure (7/10) 

Good information provided (RD) 

Detailed 4 layer WBS was devised, Gantt chart was comprehensive (MH) 
10 7 8 7 

Response to questions 3 and 5 (5/5) 

Clearly consideration given (RD) 

Detailed answers provided with confidence and without hesitation (MH) 
5 4 5 5 

Total 25 19 19 19 

5. Transferable Skills for Life and Professional Practice     
All sections: Quality of the presentation slides – (5/5) 

Good style, clear slides (RD) 

Most slides were generally readable and well presented (MH) 
5 5 5 5 

All sections: Quality of the delivery style – (2/5) 

Slow to start with, did not keep to time, some necessary pauses (RD) 

Confidently presented, but spent far too much time on the problem and constraints. 
Over-ran on time and ended up rushing the last few slides.(MH) 

 

5 2 2 2 

Total 10 7 7 7 

     

Grand Total 100 76 74 75 
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FINAL GRADE

75/100
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1. ENGAGEMENT WITH LITERATURE

15

2. KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

26

3. COGNITIVE AND INTELLECTUAL

Section 1: Engagement in research, for project background (4/5) Clear evidence of research
contained that set out the background of the project. (RD) Evidence of extensive research was
demonstrated (MH) Section 5: Engagement in research, for review of solutions (4/5) Clear evidence
that solutions were well researched (RD) A wide range of reliable technical sources were used. (MH)

Section 1: Project background (4/5) Clearly understood and presented (RD) Project explained as a
control system upgrade for a VRU compressor (MH) Section 3: Project risks, health and safety etc
(4/5) Well presented (RD) Ethical engineering explained in some detail and a project risk chart was
explained showing factors against the project success.(MH) Response to questions 1 and 4 (7/10)
Good understanding demonstrated (RD) Detailed answers provided with confidence and without
hesitation (MH)

Section 1: Problem Definition and constraints (8/10) Clearly defined (RD) Clearly defined and
explained, but could have spent less time on this (MH) Section 2: Functional Design Specification
(7/10) Well presented (RD) Detailed and clear, although had to rush this part (MH) Section 4: Test
planning (7/10) Good plans in place (RD) Detailed testing plan included with success metrics, but



19

4. PRACTICAL APPLICATION

7

5. TRANSFERABLE SKILLS

again rushed (MH) Response to questions 2 and 6 (4/5) Good answers given (RD) Detailed answers
provided with confidence and without hesitation (MH)

Section 5: Critical choice and justification of final solution (7/10) Clear decision making evidenced
(RD) Detailed scoring system used to assess each solution, but only briefly discussed due to time
(MH) Section 6: Project Planning and working breakdown structure (7/10) Good information provided
(RD) Detailed 4 layer WBS was devised, Gantt chart was comprehensive (MH) Response to questions
3 and 5 (5/5) Clearly consideration given (RD) Detailed answers provided with confidence and without
hesitation (MH)

All sections: Quality of the presentation slides – (5/5) Good style, clear slides (RD) Most slides were
generally readable and well presented (MH) All sections: Quality of the delivery style – (2/5) Slow to
start with, did not keep to time, some unnecessary pauses (RD) Confidently presented, but spent far
too much time on the problem and constraints. Over-ran on time and ended up rushing the last few
slides.(MH)
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