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RESEARCH-INFORMED LITERATURE
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KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

ANALYSIS
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8/20

There is evidence of research in the slides and in the narrative but needed clarity and more on
alternatives. 4/10 There was not enough research done with the solutions and needed more
explanation. 4/10

problem definition was clear. 3/5 Constraints were covered minimally and ethical conduct and standards
were mentioned. 2.5/5 Environmental issues were made clear and are a necessity for this project.
Sustainability with limitations were not covered sufficiently. 2.5/5 Functional design slide was clear but
the narrative was not clear. 2.5/5 Response to questioning was better than the narrative. 5.5/10

The problem definition is clear. 3/5 Functional design specification was not clear in the slides. 3/10
Justification of final solution was not clear. Not much on comparison with solutions. 2/5
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PRACTICAL APPLICATION AND DEP.
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4/10

Design specification was not clear. Only what was determined by the objective. 2.5/5 Rationale for
choice for final solution was limited. 5/10 No budget and no plan present or discussed in the narrative.
Only in Questioning. 1.5/5

Quality of slides could have been better. 1.5/5 Quality of delivery could have been better. Needed to be
clearer. 2.5/5
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