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1. ENGAGEMENT WITH LITERATURE

23

2. KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

MICHAEL LEWIS 64.50

A very good review of solutions from a good range
of credible sources with critical evaluation. However,
the existing method belongs in the background
section of the report. (8/10) Extensive evidence of
reading from a wide range of sources in the citation
list with referencing conventions correctly applied.
Citations and reference was of a good standard and
Harvard referencing conventions were consistently
applied.(4/5)

Background is briefly stated but litt le of the
company and its products the existing method
should also be contained in this section and the
mark given is based upon it. Nothing said about the
commercial, economic or social context. (6/10)
Some consideration given to the project constraints
but is limited to the dangers of the strong magnetic
fields that occur. Mention is made of sourcing of
components from ethical manufacturers by use of
the CE mark but citations are needed from credible
sources. No consideration given to codes of
practice or intellectual property. Legal issues have
been explained in relation to the magnetic fields
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3. COGNITIVE AND INTELLECTUAL

8

4. PRACTICAL APPLICATION

causing heath dangers and the methods used to
mitigate the effect on the machine. (10.5/15) Good
consideration given to the environmental impact of
plastics and recyclable materials. (3.5/5) Good
consideration is given to risk, health and safety, a
detailed risk assessment is contained in the
appendix. However, more rigor expected (3/5)

The problem has been briefly and clearly stated.
However what was being done is described, but why
it is being done was vague. (3.5/5) A very detailed
FDS was provided in the report giving technical
specifications which should ensure a good end-
product with many aspects that could be tested.
However, no budget or time scales given. (8/10) A
testing plan given with expected outcomes to meet
the requirements of the FDS, though further details
could have been supplied. However, some of the
test parameters lacked clarity and context, for
example how far is “outside the machine”. (2/5)
Good conclusions made with plans for moving
forward but is mainly descriptive. (2.5/5)

Good critical choice of final solution but table of
comparison should have a scoring system and no
overall cost have been included. A better method of
comparison should have been used rather than “bad
and good”. (2/5) Good use of management
techniques through WBS, Gantt chart and project



5.5

5. TRANSFERABLE SKILLS

tracker with time allowed for over run. However,
milestones could be included in the Gant chart.
However, WBS does not conform to any standard
methodology i.e. the sum of each level does not
equal its parent level. (6/10)

Good overview but a litt le too generic in parts, you
should be more specific about which solution was
chosen and all that has been achieved to date.
More of an introduction and overview and lacked
any specific details. (2.5/5) Report is generally well
structure and written with clear diagrams and
images. However, word count has been exceed by
1405 words. Introduction has been written in a
generic way, tells the reader nothing about the
project and read more like an introduction to the
module rather than your specific project. A signed
copy of the project proposal should be contained
within the appendix. (3/5)
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