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First marker: 
 
Second marker: 
 
Academic year: 
 

 
Markers should first read the accompanying PROJECT SUPERVISION REPORT and take it into account when scoring 
and when proposing an overall mark. 
 
Please ring a single score out of 10 under each heading.  As a guide to calibration: 3 = "failing", 5 = "satisfactory", 7 = 
"good", 9 = "excellent". The phrases at the ends of the scales are prompts only, not definitive. Please add remarks justifying 
your scores, and explaining in cases of doubt what you have included under this heading. See Staff Handbook for details. 

 
A: Title, Abstract, Table of Contents, Introduction 
   

Vague 
Uninformative 

 Inaccurate 

 
 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10

Succinct 
Informative 
Accurate 

Remarks: 
 
 
 
 

  
 
 
 
 
 

 
B. Review and Referencing of literature and other resources: 
   

    Incomplete 
    Inaccurate 

No critical thought 
 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10

Comprehensive 
Authoritative 
Critical, insightful 

Remarks: 
 
 
 
 

  
 
 
 
 
 

 
C. Problem Analysis (eg. investigation, requirements, theory): 
   

   No argument 
   No foundation 

Careless, shallow 

 
 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10

Well argued 
Sound in principle 
Meticulous, in depth 

Remarks: 
 
 
 
 

  
 
 
 
 
 

 
D. Design and Implementation (eg. artefact, experiment, study): 
   

Ill-defined 
Incomplete 

Poor solution 

 
 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10

Well specified 
Well-executed 
Perfect solution 

Remarks:  
 
 
 
 

  
 
 
 
 
 



 
E. Results and Evaluation: 
   

   No proper criteria 
   Entirely subjective 
   Biased assessment 

 
   1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10

Appropriate criteria 
Objective tests 
Balanced assessment 

Remarks: 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
F. Conclusions 
   

Vague 
Unsubstantiated 

Narrow view 

 
   1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10

Clearly identified 
Justified by project 
Broad scope 

Remarks: 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
G. Overall quality of presentation: 

   
Rough draft standard 
Messy, lots of errors 

Hard to read 

 
   1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10

Publication quality 
Tidy, no errors 
Superbly written 

Remarks: 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Finally, your proposed mark. This must be a whole, even number on the usual marking scale 0..100. Please also indicate 
your level of confidence in this mark, (see Staff Handbook for definitions of the rating scale) and add a brief overall 
justification. 
 

 
PROPOSED FINAL MARK: 
(Pass mark = 50) 

  
Confidence:   Alien  1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  Expert  
 

 
Justification: 
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