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FINAL GRADE

78/100
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15/20

RESEARCH-INFORMED LITERATURE

23/30

KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

GRADING FORM: CSG-RUBIC

WILLIAM UTTING 0

Good amount of research carried out which is evident in the slides and the explanations. Plenty of 
relevant details included in the explanations. 7.5/10
Project background and context was good with relevant examples of industry given in the 
discussion. 7.5/10

Project purpose was very clear and a good confident explanation was delivered. 4/5
Project constraints were highlighted and weighed up against the costs. Codes of practice and 
standards were explained in the questioning section which included the intellectual property law. 
3.5/5
Environmental and sustainability was explained in the design and purpose of the project and 
covered in the questioning section. 3.5/5



16/20

ANALYSIS

16/20

PRACTICAL APPLICATION AND DEP.

SKILLS FOR PROFESSIONAL PRAC.

8/10

Functional design was very good and very well explained. 3.5/5
Response to questions was excellent. 8.5/10

Problem was clearly defined and industrial examples were used in the discussion. The level of detail 
was very good. 4/5
Problem was clearly defined and industrial examples were used in the discussion. The level of detail 
was very good. 8.5/10
A very good argument was given for the choice of the final solution with a good cost analysis. 3.5/5

Design specification was good and included plenty of technical detail. The explanations were very 
good and showed good evidence of investigation. 4/5
The argument for critical choice of solution was good relevant detail. 7.5/10
The project test plan and Gantt chart for the timeline plan were good. The Gantt chart included the 
work breakdown but needs some correction to the timeline. 3.5/5

Slides were very good and very well set up. Plenty of evidence of research throughout. 4/5
Overall delivery was excellent. 4/5


