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Up to one-week late %
Over one week late

50-59%: Can communicate effectively in a suitable format, but may have minor errors.

Can work effectively as part of a team, with clear contribution to group activities. 

Mostly coherent work and is in a suitable structure.

15 7.5
Team were well organised and good to see allocation of specific tasks to individuals all contributing 

to overall project aim. You should have presented your work in greater detail and thought about 

how you clearly defined the processes and decisions taken.

Assignment Mark (Assessment marks are subject to ratification at the Exam Board.  

These comments and marks are to give feedback on module work and are for guidance only 

until they are confirmed. )

Late Submission Penalties (tick if appropriate)

37

40-49%: An adequate awareness and mostly appropriate application of well established methods, materials, tools and/or

techniques.

Basic appreciation of the context of the application.

25 10While it is evident you have contirbuted to some of the group tasks, it is also evident that you have 

not attended a number number of meetings. CAD model produced, demonstrating some 

measument of exisiting design.We would however expect designs for the moulds for these items 

and definition of the mould material.Practical workshop element is to be commended.

5. Skills for Professional Practice (How well you worked as a group. Report presentation quality, project planning and organisation.)

Attributes in professional practice: individual and collaborative working; deployment of appropriate media; presentation and organisation.

30-39%: Some evidence of analytical intellectual skills, but for the most part descriptive. Ideas/findings sometimes illogical and

contradictory. Generalised statements made with scant evidence. Conclusions lack relevance.

25 6.25
Good to see manufacturing considered through draft angles. Weak justification of material and 

manufacturing process methods. Analysis of potential manufacturing techniques lacks evidence - 

the process could also be clearer if suppoted by diagrams. No evidence of Louvrer design 

parameters such as angles and number of openings being investigated.

4. Practical Application and Deployment (Design ideas, proposed design parameters and methods for evaluation of these ideas such as

experimental work and simulation)

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

30-39%: Gaps in knowledge, with only superficial understanding. Some significant inaccuracies.

25 9.38A basic knowledge of louvres is demonstrated, but further reading would have allowed for a deeper 

understanding of design parameters and the implications of these on vehicle performance. You 

could have also appreciated the impact of the wheel well pressure on upstream components 

(splitter)

3. Analysis (For example - use of analytical calculations, Matlab, Excel  FEA CFD, Wave, WinGeo3  etc.)

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

40-49%: References to a limited range of mostly relevant sources. Some omissions and minor errors.

Referencing conventions evident though not always applied consistently.

10 4
Research for your element appears to be limited to web based sources only - the references for 

which have not be presented correctly. We would expect a wider range of reading  to be conducted 

at this level from academic sources.

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

project)
Extent of knowledge and understanding of concepts and underlying principles associated with the discipline.

MARKING CRITERIA AND STUDENT FEEDBACK

This section details the assessment criteria. The extent to which these are demonstrated by you determines your mark. The marks available for each criterion are shown. Lecturers will use the

space provided to comment on the achievement of the task(s), including those areas in which you have performed well and areas that would benefit from development/improvement.

Common Assessment Criteria Applied

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

conventions.)

Extent of research and/or own reading, selection of credible sources, application of appropriate referencing conventions.


