Mark Sheet – Literature Survey Assignment

Student Name:							Overall Result:			%

	Common Assessment Criteria Applied
	Marks available
	Marks 
awarded

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

	




	
	

	
	25
	

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

	




	
	

	
	15
	

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

	




	
	

	
	20
	

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

	




	
	

	
	25
	

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

	




	
	

	
	15
	





Specific Criteria

1.  Research and Descriptive/Theoretical Content		40%
(Adequacy of coverage; Systematic treatment; Topic familiarity; Literature review using appropriate sources; Selection of relevant models & concepts; Correct use of referencing with bibliography; Limited and relevant appendices only)

The investigative work is fine, but limited by the range of UK sources in the specific area of UAVs for SAR.  Your selection of resources is OK, and your referencing generally appropriate.   Where you cite journal materials sourced on line, if the journal is physical it is best practice to cite the physical medium and use the “sourced from xxxxx at XX:XX on X Jan XX” format for the online source.  Our job is to make it easy for anyone following up our work to find the original sources.

Overall								28/40


2.  Identification and Analysis of Issues				40%
(Relevant key issues both for and against; Focussed analytical discussion rather than loose descriptive discussion; Synthesis of the key issues and themes)

Your use of evidence is generally good, and any opinions supported by the evidence of research work.  The selection of key issues is appropriate, although it is a pity it wasn’t a richer area for prior work and evaluation. 
								27/40


3.  Structure							20%
Following conventions in terms of layout and appropriate sections; Correct spelling, grammar and punctuation; Flow of narrative/fluency; Coherence; Word processed; Word limit

This was a well-structured and presented report.   It is probably better to number your sections (the breakdown is entirely appropriate) if only to make the report more usable for others.

Your writing remains both stylistically sound and accurate, with very little in the way of grammatical errors or spelling issues.  The quality of narrative is good, but adversely affected by the range of available sources.
								13/20


Overall Commentary

[bookmark: _GoBack]You have no problem in writing professional quality reports and will no doubt continue to produce good work.  One thing to think about:  the overall outcome reflects at least in part the importance of picking the right topic; and selection of the final year project is a significant factor in excellent outcomes.
68%
