COURSEWORK ASSESSMENT SHEET

School of the Built Environment

Student Seng Tiong William Tay
Module BUILDING PATHOLOGY & INSPECTION

Coursework INVESTIGATION PORTFOLIO

Tufor J. DOUGLAS

Year: 3 Session:  2008-2009 Course: Facilities Management
MARKS | CRITERIA GENERAL RATINGS
Excellent [ Good | Fair | Poor

Presentation and compliance with brief

Residential property appraisal: v

Diagnostic evaluation

1 v
3

0 Non-residential property appraisal v
i v
7 7

Reflective essay

Tutor's general feedback to students

Typical wéakrieésses iri marly subrmissions (nof necessarily yours), for example, included some if

not all of the following:

e Failure fo comply with some or all aspects of the brief (eg, no/incomplete contents page,
incoherent or incomplete report structure, efc).

s Poorfinadequate overall presentation of written work {eg, faulty grammar as well as poor diction

or spelling).

Failure to demonstrate adequately basic level of knowledge and understanding.

Reflective essay either poorly structured or inadeguate in terms of level of detail.

Lack of labels on graphics.

Incomplete or missing sketches.

{ack of referencing of assertions.

Lack of condition ratings.

Poorly formatted Bibliography — incomplete or Harvard style not used.

e & © © ¢ @ 9

Tutor's specific feedback:
Some good comments and defects identification supported by good photographs and neat
drawings for the domestic survey. However you have failed to deliver the full brief as required !

Tutor’s signature:

G\C}”\%@ &\M Date: 18 October 2009




COURSEWORK ASSESSMENT SHEET

School of the Built Environment

Student Maung Win Kyaw Zin
Module BUILDING PATHOLOGY & TION
Coursework INVESTIGATION PORTFOLIO | f [ o ' '
Tutor J. DOUGLAS
Year: 3 Session: 2008-2009 Course: Facilitiecs Management
MARKS | CRITERIA GENERAL RATINGS
_Excellent | Good | Fair | Poor
2 Presentation and compliance with brief v
4 Residential property appraisal: v
3 Non-residential property appraisal v
0 Diagnostic evaluation v
5 Reflective essay v

Tutor’s general feedback to students

Typical weakrniesses in many submiissions (nof necessarily yours), for example, included somé if

not all of the following:

e Failure fo comply with some or all aspects of the brief (eg, no/incomplete contents page,
incoherent or incomplete report sfructure, efc).

e Poor/inadequate overall presentation of written work (eg, faully grammar as well as poor diction

or spelfing).

Failure to demonstrate adequately basic level of knowledge and understanding.

Reflective essay either poorly structured or inadequate in terms of level of detaif.

Lack of labels on graphics.

Incomplete or missing sketches.

Lack of referencing of assertions.

Lack of condition ratings.

Poorly formatted Bibliography — incomplete or Harvard style not used.

Tutor's specific feedback:

You have used the wrong condition ratings for the non-domestic survey; the Diagnostic Evaluation
is missing and some personal input is required in the Reflective component. However, you have
included some good comments and content within your surveys.

Tutor’s signature:

G\of\?:) 5‘@ Date: 18 October 2009




COURSEWORK ASSESSMENT SHEET

 UNIVERSITY

School of the Built Environment __ o

Student Goh Wei Yu
Module BUILDING PATHOLOGY & INSPECTION
Coursework INVESTIGATION PORTFOLIO
Tutor J. DOUGLAS
Year: 3 Session: 2008-2009 Course: Facilities Management
MARKS | CRITERIA GENERAL RATINGS
Excellent | Good | Fair | Poor
2 Presentation and compliance with brief v
2 Residential property appraisal. v
3 Non-residential property appraisal v
4 Diagnostic evaluation v~
6 Reflective essay v

Tutor's general feedback to students

Typical weaknesses in many submissions (not necessarily yours), for example, included some if

not ail of the following:

* [Fajlure to comply with some or all aspects of the brief (eg, no/incomplete contents page,
incoherent or incomplete report structure, efc).

e Poor/inadequate overall presentation of written work (eg, faulty grammar as well as poor diction

or spelling).

Failure to demonstrate adequately basic level of knowledge and understanding.

Reflective essay either poorly structured or inadequate in terms of level of detail.

Lack of labels on graphics.

Incomplete or missing sketches.

Lack of referencing of assertions.

Lack of condition ratings.

Poorly formatted Bibliography — incomplete or Harvard style not used.

Tutor’'s specific feedback:
A good well structured submission; some more detail on condition would have improved mark.

Tutor’s signature:

GQ\OA&@ S\Wi\ﬁ Date: 9 October 2009 C




COURSEWORK ASSESSMENT SHEET

School of the Built Environment

7 UNIVERSITY -

Student Cheong Soo Ling Dawn

Module BUILDING PATHOLOGY & INSPECTION

Coursework INVESTIGATION PORTFOLIO

Tutor J. DOUGLAS

Year: 3 Session: 2008-2009 Course: Facilities Management

MARKS | CRITERIA GENERAL RATINGS

Excellent | Good | Fair | Poor

2 Presentation and compliance with brief v
2 Residential property appraisal: ve
i Non-residential property appraisal v
3 Diagnostic evaluation v~
6 Reflective essay v

Tutor’s general feedback to students

Typical weaknesses in many submissions (not necessarily yours), for example, included some if

not all of the following:

o failure to comply with some or all aspects of the brief (eg, no/fincomplete contents page,
incoherent or incomplete report structure, etc).

s Poor/inadequate overall presentation of written work (eq, faully grammar as well as poor diction

or spelling).

Faifure to demonstrate adequately basic level of knowledge and understanding.

Reflective essay either poorly structured or inadequate in terms of leve! of detai.

Lack of labels on graphics.

Incomplete or missing sketches.

Lack of referencing of assertions.

Lack of condition ratings.

Poorly formatted Bibliography — incomplete or Harvard style not used.

Tutor’'s specific feedback:

Plenty of good photographs, unfortunately you have not fully addressed the brief. More detail
required on specific defects found.

Tutor’s signature:

G‘\C}TKQQ S\Qi\ﬁ Date: 9 October 2009 D




COURSEWORK ASSESSMENT SHEET | HE&{%%

UNIVERSITY
School of the Built Environment T
Student Jia Hui Cheng
Module BUILDING PATHOLOGY & INSPECTION
Coursework INVESTIGATION PORTFOLIO
Tutor J. DOUGLAS
Year: 3 Session: 2008-2009 Course: Facilities Management
MARKS | CRITERIA GENERAL RATINGS
Excellent | Good | Fair | Poor
2 Presentation and compliance with brief v
2 Residential property appraisal: v
2 Non-residential property appraisal v
2 Diagnostic evaluation v
5 Reflective essay v

Tutor's general feedback to students

Typical weaknesses in many submissions (not necessarily yours), for example, included some if

not alf of the following:

e [ailure to comply with some or all aspects of the brief (eg, no/incomplete contents page,
incoherent or incomplete report structure, efc).

» Poor/inadequate overall presentation of written work (eg, faulty grammar as well as poor diction

or spelling).

Faifure to demonstrate adequately basic level of knowledge and understanding.

Reflective essay either poorly structured or inadequate in terms of level of detail.

Lack of labels on graphics.

Incomplete or missing skefches.

Lack of referencing of assertions.

Lack of condition ratings.

Poorly formatted Bibliography — incomplete or Harvard style not used.

Tutor's specific feedback:
Pienty of good photographs, unfortunately you have not fully addressed the brief. More detail is
reguired on the specific defects you found. Generally lacking in detail.

Tutor’s signatuare:

G\Cﬂ}\e@ S\(\i‘:ﬁ Date: 9 October 2009 D

i .




'HERIOT
COURSEWORK ASSESSMENT SHEET E WATT

UNIVERSITY -
School of the Built Environment L R
Student Shuping Guo
Module BUILDING PATHOLOGY & INSPECTION
Coursework INVESTIGATION PORTFOLIO
Tutor J. DOUGLAS
Year: 3 Sesston: 2008-2009 Course: Facilities Management
MARKS | CRITERIA GENERAL RATINGS
Excellent | Good | Fair | Poor
2 Presentation and compliance with brief v
2 Residential property appraisal: v
) Non-residential property appraisal v
2 Diagnestic evaluation v
4 Reflective essay v

Tutor's general feedback to students

Typical weaknesses in many submissions (not necessarily yours), for example, included some if

not all of the folfowing:

o Failure to comply with some or alf aspects of the brief (eg, no/incomplete contents page,
incoherent or incomplete report structure, etc).

» Poor/inadequate overall presentation of written work (eg, faulty grammar as well as poor diction

or spelfing).

Failure to demonstrate adequately basic level of knowledge and understanding.

Reflective essay either poorly structured or inadequate in terms of level of detail.

Lack of labels on graphics.

Incomplete or missing skefches,

Lack of referencing of assertions.

Lack of condition ratings.

Poorly formatted Bibliography — incomplete or Harvard style not used.

& & 9 & o o o

Tutor's specific feedback:

Some good photographs and neat hand drawn sketches, unfortunately you have not fully
addressed the brief. More detail is required on the specific defects you found. Not enough personal
input in Reflective component.

Tutor’s signature:

G\\(}J‘k&‘) 6\(\® Date: 9 October 2009 E
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COURSEWORK ASSESSMENT SHEET

'UNIVERSITY "
School of the Built Environment S
Student Buay Chiang Lee
Module BUILDING PATHOLOGY & INSPECTION
Coursework INVESTIGATION PORTFOLIO
Tutor J. DOUGLAS
Year: 3 Session: 2008-2009 Course: Facilities Management
MARKS | CRITERIA GENERAL RATINGS
Excellent | Good | Fair | Poor
2 Presentation and compliance with brief v’
2 Residential property appraisal: v
2 Non-residential property appraisal v
1 Diagnostic evaluation v
4 Reflective essay v

Tutor's general feedback to students

Typical weaknesses in many submissions (not necessarily yours), for example, included some if

not all of the following:

e Failure to comply with some or all aspects of the brief (eg, no/incomplete contents page,
incoherent or incomplete report structure, etc).

e Poor/inadequate overall presentation of written work (eg, faulty grammar as well as poor diction

or spelling).

Failure to demonstrate adequately basic level of knowledge and understanding.

Reflective essay either poorly structured or inadequate in terms of level of detail.

Lack of labels on graphics.

Incomplete or missing sketches.

Lack of referencing of assertions.

Lack of condition ratings.

Poorly formatted Bibliography — incomplete or Harvard style not used.

s © o & o & o

Tutor’s specific feedback:
Generally lacking in (defects) detail, i.e. more detail is required on the specific defects you found.
Not enough personal input in Reflective component.

Tutor’s signature:

G\\C}PKQD 3\(\i\$ Date: 9 October 2009 E




COURSEWORK ASSESSMENT SHEET Vl\{&I&SI)*T

UNIVERSITY -

School of the Built Environment

Student Shujuan Jessica Foo

Module BUILDING PATHOLOGY & INSPECTION
Coursework INVESTIGATION PORTFOLIO

Tutor J. DOUGLAS

Year: 3 Session: 2008-2009 Course: Facilities Management
MARKS | CRITERIA GENERAL RATINGS

Excellent | Good | Fair | Poor
Presentation and compliance with brief v

Residential property appraisal:

Diagnostic evaluation

3
3 v
3 Non-residential property appraisal v
2
7 v’

Reflective essay

Tutor’s general feedback to students

Typical weaknesses in many submissions (not necessarily yours), for example, included some if

not all of the foflowing:

o Failure to comply with some or all aspects of the brief (eg, no/incomplete contents page,
incoherent or incomplete report structure, etc).

¢« Poor/inadequate overall presentation of written work (eq, faulty grammar as welf as poor diction

or spelling).

Failure to demonstrate adequately basic level of knowledge and understanding.

Reflective essay either poorly structured or inadequate in terms of feve! of detail.

Lack of labels on graphics.

incomplete or missing sketches.

Lack of referencing of assertions.

Lack of condition ratings.

Poorly formatted Bibliography — incomplete or Harvard style not used.

Tutor's specific feedback:

A good, well presented submission. Your reports provided a clear indication of condition and were well
summarized with remedial actions. Your reflective compenent (technical) was good, however you
have omitted any personal input and commentary.

Tutor’s signature:

G‘\C}J‘KQD é(\i\jﬁ Date: 9 October 2009 C




COURSEWORK ASSESSMENT SHEET E&{%%

N UNIVERSITY
School of the Built Environment e
Student Wang Fong Loh
Module BUILDING PATHOLOGY & INSPECTION
Coursework INVESTIGATION PORTFOLIO
Tutor J. DOUGLAS
Year: 3 Session: 2008-2009 Course: Facilities Management
MARKS | CRITERIA GENERAL RATINGS
Excellent | Good | Fair | Poor
I Presentation and compliance with brief v
2 Residential property appraisal: v
2 Non-residential property appraisal v
1 Diagrnostic evaluation v
5 Reflective essay v

Tutor’'s general feedback to students

Typical weaknesses in many submissions (not necessarily yours), for example, included some if

not all of the following:

o Failure to comply with some or all aspects of the brief (eg, no/incomplete contents page,
incoherent or incomplete report structure, etc).

» Poor/inadequate overall presentation of written work (eg, faulty grammar as well as poor diction

or spefling).

Failure to demonstrate adequately basic level of knowledge and understanding.

Reflective essay either poorly structured or inadequate in terms of level of detail.

Lack of labels on graphics.

Incomplete or missing sketches.

Lack of referencing of assertions.

Lack of condition ratings.

Poorly formatted Bibliography — incomplete or Harvard style not used.

Tutor’s specific feedback:

Your condition reviews do not fully answer the brief, e.g. missing condition reviews. They are also
generally lacking in sufficient detail. Your reflective component is missing personal input/ findings from
yourself.

Tutor’s signature:

6\\0% S\Y\i\ﬁ Date: 9 October 2009 E




COURSEWORK ASSESSMENT SHEET Hﬁﬁ%%

¥ UNIVERSITY ~

School of the Built Environment

Student Lai Kim L.oh

Module BUILDING PATHOLOGY & INSPECTION
Coursework INVESTIGATION PORTFOLIO

Tutor J. DOUGLAS

Year: 3 Session:  2008-2009 Course: Facilities Management

MARKS | CRITERIA GENERAL RATINGS

Excellent | Good | Fair | Poor

Presentation and compliance with brief

Residential property appraisal:

Diagnostic evaluation

3
4
4 Non-residential property appraisal
3
7

NANANANAN

Reflective essay

Tutor's general feedback to students

Typical weaknesses in many submissions (not necessarily yours), for example, included some if

not all of the following:

e Faifure to comply with some or alf aspects of the brief (eg, no/incomplete contents page,
incoherent or incomplete report structure, etc).

e Poor/inadequate overall presentation of written work (eq, faulty grammar as welf as poor diction

or spefiing).

Failure to demonstrate adequately basic level of knowledge and understanding.

Reflective essay either poorly structured or inadequate in terms of level of detail.

Lack of labels on graphics.

Incomplete or missing sketches.

Lack of referencing of assertions.

Lack of condition ratings.

Poorly formatted Bibliography — incomplete or Harvard style not used.

Tutor’'s specific feedback:

A good well presented and structured submission. Your domestic/ non-domestic surveys were good
and methodical.

Tutor’s signature:

G\oﬁ\es 3‘8 Date: 9 October 2009 B




COURSEWORK ASSESSMENT SHEET [ SHWATT
A _—

UNIVERSITY ©
School of the Built Environment R
Student Duyin Han
Module BUILDING PATHOLOGY & INSPECTION
Coursework INVESTIGATION PORTFOLIO
Tutor J. DOUGLAS
Year: 3 Session: 2008-2009 Course: Facilities Management
MARKS | CRITERIA GENERAL RATINGS
Excellent | Good | Fair | Poor
2z Presentation and compliance with brief Ve
2 Residential property appraisal: v~
2 Nown-residential property appraisal Ve
0 Diagnostic evaluation v~
4 Reflective essay v

Tutor's general feedback to students

Typical weaknesses in many submissions (not necessarily yours), for example, included some if

not all of the following:

o Failure to comply with some or alf aspects of the brief (eg, no/incomplete contents page,
incoherent or incomplete report structure, etc).

e Poor/inadequate overall presentation of written work (eg, faulty grammar as well as poor diction

or spelling).

Faifure to demonstrate adequately basic level of knowledge and understanding.

Reflective essay either poorly structured or inadequate in terms of level of detail.

Lack of labels on graphics.

Incomplete or missing skefches.

Lack of referencing of assertions.

Lack of condition ratings.

Poorly formatted Bibliography — incomplete or Harvard style not used.

Tutor's specific feedback:
Your survey reports are too brief. You do address the relative points of the assignment; however your
reports are lacking in detail relating to the respective defects and condition.

Tutor’s signature:

6\@&&7 S\Q\i\ﬁ Date: 9 October 2009 E




COURSEWORK ASSESSMENT SHEET

UNIVERSITY
School of the Built Environment e
Student Chong Han Lee
Module BUILDING PATHOLOGY & INSPECTION
Coursework INVESTIGATION PORTFOLIO
Tutor J. DOUGLAS
Year: 3 Session: 2008-2009 Course: Facilities Management
MARKS | CRITERIA GENERAL RATINGS

Excellent | Good | Fair | Poor

Presentation and compliance with brief

Residential property appraisal:

2
2
2 Non-residential property appraisal
2

Diagnostic evaluation

AVRANEY

Ly

Reflective essay v

Tutor’'s general feedback to students

Typical weaknesses in many submissions (not necessarily yours), for example, inciuded some if

not all of the following:

» Failure to comply with some or all aspects of the brief (eg, no/incomplete contents page,
incoherent or incomplete report structure, efc).

o Poor/inadequate overall presentation of written work (eg, faulty grammar as well as poor diction

or spelfing).

Failure to demonstrate adequately basic level of knowledge and understanding.

Reflective essay either poorly structured or inadequate in terms of level of detail.

Lack of labels on graphics.

Incomplete or missing sketches.

Lack of referencing of assertions.

Lack of condition ratings.

Poorly formatted Bibliography ~ incomplete or Harvard style not used.

e & » o & & 0O

Tutor’s specific feedback:
Good structure to your condition reports, however you are missing specific detail about the condition
and any defects. Your reflective component does not provide sufficient detail.

Tutor’s signature:

G%\OJ“KQQ 3% Date: 9 October 2009 D



































































































































































































































































