COURSEWORK ASSESSMENT SHEET

School of the Built Environment

Student Bin Ismail Jalil

Module BUILDING REFURBISHMENT & MAINTENANCE -

Coursework ADAPTATION PORTFOLIO

Tutor C. STIRLING

Year: 3 Session: 2008-2009 Semester: 2 Course: Building Surveying

CRITERIA GENERAL RATINGS
Excellent | Good Fair Poor

Quality and adequacy of scheme design v

Quality and neatness of draughismanship v

Technical competency of details v’

Spreadsheet analysis v’

Assessment of maintenance issue v

Reflective account v

Tutor’s general feedback: _
Typical weaknesses in many submissions (not necessarily yours) included some if not
all of the following:

e Continued failure to heed feedback from previous assignment as regards formatting
and referencing.

Reflective essay neither critical nor personal enough.

Drawing lines not sharp enough or joined properly.

Lack of proper scaled drawings provided (e.g., inadequate vertical cross section).
Incomplete furnitureffittings arrangement of the proposed new layout,

Lack of adequate provision for disabled access and fire safety.

Untidy or poorly arranged plan and elevation drawings.

Annotation sparse or iflegible.

Spreadsheet analysis incomplete or inaccurate.

e & & 9 © © @& o

Tutor’s specific feedback:

Your drawings were of a poor standard. I'm not sure you have related the brief to your
design — there appears to be two floor plans | Your spreadsheet analysis does not
address the roofing problem highlighted. Overall your submission was unstructured and
contained too much superfluous material.

Tutor’s signature:
Indicative

o F

Date: 25 QOctober 2009




COURSEWORK ASSESSMENT SHEET

School of the Built Environment

Student Sook Quen Wong

Module BUILDING REFURBISHMENT & MAINTENANCE

Coursework ADAPTATION PORTFOLIO

Tutor C. STIRLING

Year: 3 Session: 2008-2009 Semester: 2 Course: Building Surveying

CRITERIA GENERAL RATINGS
Excellent | Good Fair Poor

Quality and adequacy of scheme design v

Quality and neatness of draughtsmanship v’

Technical competency of details v

Spreadsheet analysis v

Assessment of maintenance issue v

Reflective account v’

Tutor’'s general feedback:
Typical weaknesses in many submissions (not necessarily yours) included some if not
alf of the following:

e Confinued failure to heed feedback from previous assignment as regards formatting
and referencing.

Reflective essay neither critical nor personal enough.

Drawing lines not sharp enough or joined properly.

Lack of proper scaled drawings provided (e.g., inadequate vertical cross section).
incomplete furniture/ffittings arrangement of the proposed new layout.

Lack of adequate provision for disabled access and fire safety.

Untidy or poorly arranged plan and elevation drawings.

Annotation sparse or illegible.

Spreadsheet analysis incomplete or inaccurate.

Tutor’s specific feedback:
You have not understood and delivered the required brief. Several compenents are not
complete.

Tutor’s signature:
Indicative

Dordes S

Date: 24 October 2009




COURSEWORK ASSESSMENT SHEET

School of the Built Environment

Student Nor Jannah Binte Ahmad

Module BUILDING REFURBISHMENT & MAINTENANCE -

Coursework ADAPTATION PORTFOLIO

Tutor C. STIRLING

Year: 3 Session: 2008-2009 Semester: 2 Course: Building Surveying

CRITERIA GENERAL RATINGS
Excellent | Good Fair Poor

Quality and adequacy of scheme design v

Quality and neatness of draughtsmanship v

Technical competency of details v

Spreadsheet analysis v

Assessment of maintenance issue v

Reflective account v

Tutor’s general feedback:
Typical weaknesses in many submissions (not necessarily yours) included some if not
all of the following:

e Continued failure to heed feedback from previous assignment as regards formatting
and referencing.

Reflective essay neither critical nor personal enough.

Drawing lines not sharp enough or joined properly.

Lack of proper scaled drawings provided (e.q., inadequate vertical cross section).
incomplete furniture/fittings arrangement of the proposed new fayout.

Lack of adequate provision for disabled access and fire safety.

Untidy or poorly arranged plan and elevation drawings.

Annotation sparse or illegible.

Spreadsheet analysis incomplete or inaccurate.

Tutor’s specific feedback:
Good set of drawings — but what about access for elderly and disabled to upper floors.

Tutor’s signature:
Indicative

(Bores e C

Date: 18 October 2009




COURSEWORK ASSESSMENT SHEET

School of the Built Environment

Student Mohammad Taha Mohamed Moktar

Module BUILDING REFURBISHMENT & MAINTENANCE

Coursework ADAPTATION PORTFOLIO

Tutor C. STIRLING

Year: 3 Session:  2008-2009 Semester: 2 Course: Building Surveying

CRITERIA GENERAL RATINGS
Excellent | Good Fair Poor

Quality and adequacy of scheme design v

Quality and neatness of draughtsmanship v

Technical competency of details v

Spreadsheet analysis v

Assessment of maintenance issue v

Reflective account v

Tutor’s general feedback:
Typical weaknesses in many submissions {(not necessarily yours) included some if not
all of the following:

e Continued failure to heed feedback from previous assignment as regards formatting
and referencing.

Reflective essay neither critical nor personal enough.

Drawing lines not sharp enough or joined properly.

Lack of proper scaled drawings provided (e.g., inadequate vertical cross secfion).
incomplete furnitureffittings arrangement of the proposed new layout.

Lack of adequate provision for disabled access and fire safety.

Untidy or poorly arranged plan and elevation drawings.

Annotation sparse or iflegible.

Spreadsheet analysis incomplete or inaccurate.

Tutor’'s specific feedback:
Technical design generally lacking in sufficient detail. Your Reflective Essay would have
benefited from headings throughout the text.

Tutor’s signature:

oo e

Indicative
Grade:

Date: 18 October 2009 C




COURSEWORK ASSESSMENT SHEET

School of the Built Environment

Student Beng Tat Hilary Tan

Module BUILDING REFURBISHMENT & MAINTENANCE -

Coursework ADAPTATION PORTFOLIO

Tutor C. STIRLING

Year: 3 Session:  2008-2009 Semester: 2 Course: Building Surveying

CRITERIA GENERAL RATINGS
Excellent | Good Fair Poor

Quality and adequacy of scheme design v~

Quality and neatness of draughtsmanship v

Technical competency of details v

Spreadsheet analysis v

Assessment of maintenance issue v’

Reflective account v

Tutor’s general feedback:
Typical weaknesses in many submissions (not necessarily yours) included some if not
all of the following:

e Continued failure to heed feedback from previous assignment as regards formatting
and referencing.

Reflective essay neither critical nor personal enough.

Drawing lines not sharp enough or joined properly.

Lack of proper scaled drawings provided (e.g., inadequate vertical cross section).
Incomplete furnitureffittings arrangement of the proposed new layout.

Lack of adequate provision for disabled access and fire safety.

Untidy or poorly arranged plan and elevation drawings.

Annotation sparse or illegible.

Spreadsheet analysis incomplete or inaccurate.

Tutor’s specific feedback:

Neat set of drawings; good well thought solution — you have omitted two key details (A
and B}. Your Reflective Essay would have been enhanced by headings and a clearer
structure.

Tutor’s signature:

Do Sy

Indicative
Grade:

Date: 19 October 2009 C




COURSEWORK ASSESSMENT SHEET

School of the Built Environment

Student Sofieah Abdul Rashib

Module BUILDING REFURBISHMENT & MAINTENANCE

Coursework ADAPTATION PORTFOLIO

Tutor C. STIRLING

Year: 3 Session: 2008-2009 Semester: 2 Course: Building Surveying

CRITERIA GENERAL RATINGS
Excellent | Good Fair Poor

Quality and adequacy of scheme design v

Quality and neatness of draughtsmanship v

Technical competency of details v

Spreadsheet analysis v

Assessment of mainienance issue v’

Reflective account v

Tutor’s general feedback:
Typical weaknesses in many submissions (not necessarily yours) included some if not
all of the following:

e Confinued failure to heed feedback from previous assignment as regards formatting
and referencing.

Reflective essay neither critical nor personal enough.

Drawing lines not sharp enough or joined properly.

Lack of proper scaled drawings provided (e.g., inadequate vertical cross section).
Incomplete furniture/ffittings arrangement of the proposed new layout.

Lack of adequate provision for disabled access and fire safety.

Untidy or poorly arranged plan and elevation drawings.

Annotation sparse or illegible.

Spreadsheet analysis incomplete or inaccurate.

¢ & & © @& o © @

Tutor’s specific feedback:

The quality of your drawings is not good; although your solution is not bad. Not entirely
sure what your solution to spreadsheet is: you have supplied different solutions some of
which is missing. Some good perscnal comments in Reflective Essay: headings would
have helped with the structure.

Tutor’s signature:

Dok Sy

Indicative
Grade:

Date: 19 October 2009 C




COURSEWORK ASSESSMENT SHEET

School of the Built Environment

Student Ka Man Ng

Module BUILDING REFURBISHMENT & MAINTENANCE

Coursework ADAPTATION PORTFOLIO

Tutor C. STIRLING

Year: 3 Session: 2008-2009 Semester: 2 Course: Building Surveying

CRITERIA GENERAL RATINGS
Excellent | Good Fair Poor

Quality and adequacy of scheme design v

Quality and neatness of draughtsmanship v’

Technical competency of details v

Spreadsheet analysis v

Assessment of maintenance issue v

Reflective account v

Tutor’s general feedback:
Typical weaknesses in many submissions (not necessarily yours) included some if not
all of the following:

o Continued failure to heed feedback from previous assignment as regards formatting
and referencing.

Reflective essay neither critical nor personal enough.

Drawing lines not sharp enough or joined properly.

Lack of proper scaled drawings provided (e.g., inadequate vertical cross section).
Incomplete furnitureffittings arrangement of the proposed new layout.

Lack of adequate provision for disabled access and fire safety.

Untidy or poorly arranged plan and elevation drawings.

Annotation sparse or illegible.

Spreadsheet analysis incomplete or inaccurate.

Tutor’s specific feedback:

Your drawings are generally lacking in specific technical detail and annotation. Your
timber floor detail refers to a slab — this annotation is wrong. Your spreadsheet needs a
summary.

Tutor’s signature:

Do Sehina

Indicative
Grade:

Date: 19 October 2009




COURSEWORK ASSESSMENT SHEET

School of the Built Environment

Student Vivekanandan Seetharaman

Module BUILDING REFURBISHMENT & MAINTENANCE -

Coursework ADAPTATION PORTFOLIO

Tutor C. STIRLING

Year: 3 Session: 2008-2009 Semester: 2 Course: Building Surveying

CRITERIA GENERAL RATINGS
Excellent | Good Fair Poor

Quality and adequacy of scheme design v

Quality and neatness of draughtsmanship v

Technical competency of details v

Spreadsheet analysis v

Assessment of maintenance issue v

Reflective account v

Tutor’s general feedback:
Typical weaknesses in many submissions (not necessarily yours) included some if not
all of the following:

e Continued failure to heed feedback from previous assignment as regards formatting
and referencing.

Reflective essay neither crifical nor personal enough.

Drawing lines not sharp enough or joined properly.

Lack of proper scaled drawings provided (e.g., inadequate vertical cross section).
Incomplete furniture/fittings arrangement of the proposed new layout.

Lack of adequate provision for disabled access and fire safely.

Untidy or poorly arranged plan and elevation drawings.

Annotation sparse or illegible.

Spreadsheet analysis incomplete or inaccurate.

2 & ¢ @& % o o o

Tutor’s specific feedback:

An excellent set of drawings supported by a good, well structured preamble. However,
you omitted some required details and this affected your mark here. Should have been a
A had you addressed the brief |

Tutor’s signature:
Indicative

Do e |

Date: 19 October 2009




COURSEWORK ASSESSMENT SHEET

School of the Built Environment

Student Huizhien (Janice) Lin

Module BUILDING REFURBISHMENT & MAINTENANCE
Coursework ADAPTATION PORTFOLIO

Tutor C. STIRLING

Year: 3 Session: 2008-2009 Semester: 2 Course: Building Surveying
CRITERIA GENERAL RATINGS

Excellent | Good Fair Poor
Quality and adequacy of scheme design v

Quality and neatness of draughtsmanship v
v

Technical competency of details

Spreadsheet analysis v

Assessment of maintenance issue

v
Reflective account v

Tutor’'s general feedback:
Typical weaknesses in many submissions (not necessarily yours) included some if not
alf of the following:

e Continued failure to heed feedback from previous assignment as regards formatting
and referencing.

Reflective essay neither critical nor personal enough.

Drawing lines not sharp enough or joined properly.

Lack of proper scaled drawings provided (e.q., inadequale vertical cross section).
Incomplete furniture/ffittings arrangement of the proposed new layout.

Lack of adequate provision for disabled access and fire safety.

Untidy or poorly arranged plan and elevation drawings.

Annotation sparse or illegible.

Spreadsheet analysis incomplete or inaccurate.

Tutor's specific feedback:
Good set of drawings — good solution and well presented. Overall a good submission.

Tutor’s signature:
Indicative

G\Q&D =\, M Grade:

Drate: 19 October 2009




COURSEWORK ASSESSMENT SHEET

School of the Built Environment

Student Yong Siang Teo

Module BUILDING REFURBISHMENT & MAINTENANCE

Coursework ADAPTATION PORTFOLIO

Tutor C. STIRLING

Year: 3 Session:  2008-2009 Semester: 2 Course: Building Surveying

CRITERIA GENERAL RATINGS
Excellent | Good Fair Poor

Quality and adequacy of scheme design v

Quality and neatness of draughtsmanship v

Technical competency of details v

Spreadsheet analysis v~

Assessment of maintenance issue v

Reflective account v

Tutor's general feedback:
Typical weaknesses in many submissions (not necessarily yours) included some if not
all of the following:

s Continued failure to heed feedback from previous assignment as regards formatting
and referencing.

Reflective essay neither critical nor personal enough.

Drawing lines not sharp enough or joined properly.

Lack of proper scaled drawings provided (e.g., inadequate vertical cross section).
incomplete furnitureffittings arrangement of the proposed new layout.

Lack of adequate provision for disabled access and fire safety.

Untidy or poorly arranged plan and elevation drawings.

Annotation sparse or illegible.

Spreadsheet analysis incomplete or inaccurate.

Tutor’s specific feedback:
A good set of well presented drawings supported by a well structured preamble. Overall
your technical details are sound — just watch the sectional details.

Tutor’s signature:

Blores S

Indicative
Grade:

Date: 19 October 2009 A




COURSEWORK ASSESSMENT SHEET

School of the Built Environment

Student Hwee Peng Yeo

Module BUILDING REFURBISHMENT & MAINTENANCE

Coursework ADAPTATION PORTFOLIO

Tutor C. STIRLING

Year: 3 Session:  2008-2009 Semester: 2 Course: Building Surveying

CRITERIA GENERAL RATINGS
Excellent | Good Fair Poor

Quality and adeguacy of scheme design v

Quality and neatness of draughtsmanship v

Technical competency of details v

Spreadsheet analysis v

Assessment of maintenance issue v

Reflective account v

Tutor’s general feedback:
Typical weaknesses in many submissions (not necessarily yours} included some if not
all of the following:

o Continued failure to heed feedback from previous assignment as regards formatting
and referencing.

Reflective essay neither critical nor personal enough.

Drawing lines not sharp enough or joined properly.

Lack of proper scaled drawings provided (e.g., inadequate vertical cross section).
Incomplete furnitureffittings arrangement of the proposed new layout.

Lack of adequate provision for disabled access and fire safety.

Untidy or poorly arranged plan and elevation drawings.

Annotation sparse or illegibie.

Spreadsheet analysis incomplete or inaccurate.

Tutor’s specific feedback:
An excellent set of drawings supported by a well structured, detailed preambie. Overall
a well detailed and presented submission.

Tutor’s signature:

Dokes S

Indicative
Grade:

Date: 19 October 2009 A













































































































































































































































































































