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	Mark %

	First Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
A well-reported attempt at a tricky project, particularly given than the developer had to learn a new language part-way through the project in order to work around a hardware problem. This caused a delay which only allowed the first part to be completed, but with more time the remaining parts would be straightforward to add.

	66

	Second Marker’s General Comments and Original Mark
A fascinating topic and a partially working cube solver completed. Good project management skills demonstrated in the robot construction and documentations. 



	65

	Comment After Consultation With Other Marker & Final Agreed Mark
Happy to go up to Nik’s mark on the basis of Ruaidrhi learning Python part way through the project.
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	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	1.Research-informed Literature
	
	
	
	

	Introduction
	/5
	/5
	/5
	3/5

	Literature Review
	/20
	/35
	/20
	10/15

	Comments:
Intro to topic and Aims and Objectives stated. A little more explanation/brief background would be an improvement.
Interesting discussion of the history of the Rubik’s cube and robots to solve it. Good explanation of the various technologies that have been used to build robots.

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	2. Knowledge and Understanding of Subject
	
	
	
	

	Methodology
	/5
	/5
	/5
	5/5

	Survey Design
	/15
	 -
	 -
	 -

	Requirements/Design
	 -
	 -
	 -
	3/5

	Comments:
The explanation of both research and (especially) software methodology a very strong point. Good explanation of choices made. 

Requirements analysis completed to a good standard. A little more background to the (good) choices made would be an improvement.


	
 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	3. Analysis
	
	
	
	

	Results & Discussions
	/25
	/25
	/25
	13/25

	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	/10
	/10
	/10
	8/10

	Comments:
Good use of actual results to predict full completion time. Good data presentation with some discussion and explanation of results.

 Conclusions and recommendations gave comprehensive discussion of what was and was not achieved, made sensible recommendations and linked back to Lit Review.

	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	4. Practical Application and Deployment
	
	
	
	

	Development
	 -
	 -
	 -
	11/15

	Experimental Design
	 -
	 -
	/15
	 -

	Comments:
Interesting as Ruaidhri had to make changes to deliverable. He documented the process well using timeboxes and a partially working deliverable was shown. Good use of video to show the process during the demo.







	 
	Survey
	Review
	Experiment
	Development

	5. Skills for Professional Practice
	
	
	
	

	Reflection
	/10
	/10
	/10
	6/10

	Quality of Report
	/10
	/10
	/10
	6/10

	Comments:
Document created to a good standard with correct referencing. One or two minor typos.
Interesting reflection and overview of challenges faced. 
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