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7Good evidence of background research demonstrated. (4/5) Evidence from answers to questions
showed that other solutions had been considered in detail. (3/5)

Background and context described, but any commercial, economic and social context was not clear.
(2.5/5) Legislation covered by research, risks and health and safety given good consideration.
However, risk assessment could have been more rigorous considering this is a medical device. (2.5/5)
Showed a good awareness of risk and supplied some detailed answers to questions relating to
business and customer needs, wider context, public perception, commercial, economic and social
context, legal requirements and IP issues. Some consideration given, but questions were not fully
prepared for. (5/10)

Problem explained briefly and clearly with good slides that defined the problem in it context and set out
the constraints. However, what was being done is described, why it is being done was vague. (6/10)
Good level of detail provided in the FDS that set out the requirements of the end product. However,
the specification was vague and lacked context at times. (7/10) For testing, some consideration given
during presentation but further details were provided for calibration and concerns over reliability were



15.5

4. PRACTICAL APPLICATION

6.5

5. TRANSFERABLE SKILLS

satisfied by answers to questioning. However, testing lacked clarity. (6/10) Answers to questions:
Generally good, covered sustainable by discussing recycling and ethics by sourcing of components.
Preparation for these questions was evident from the answers on sustainability. (4/5)

Section 5: Critical choice and justification of final solution: Detailed, covering most aspects though a
scoring system would have been better in order to justify the correct solution selected. A better
method of comparison should have been used rather than “bad and good”. (5.5/10) A good WBS
explained with reference to the Gantt chart for planning with a detailed break down of tasks to be
performed with contingencies. However, WBS does not conform to any standard methodology i.e. the
sum of each level does not equal its parent level. (6/10) Questions on code of conduct and
management techniques were well answered. (4/5)

Generally good quality though slides contained too many words in small font. (3.5/5) Generally good.
However, too much time was spent looking at and reading from the slides, slightly nervous delivery but
showing some confidence. (3/5)
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