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1. ENGAGEMENT WITH LITERATURE

14

2. KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

GRADING FORM: NEW CSG-RUBRIC

EMYR
DYER

60

Engagement in research, for project background (/5) Some references made to standards. Evidence of
research was demonstrated, particularly for wider issues such as ethical engineering (4/5) Engagement
in research, for review of solutions (/5) Some evidence provided. Limited evidence of this in the
presentation due to running out of time (2/5) Total = 6/10

Project background (/5) Good details given on CIM system for use by college students. Need stated for
SCADA or equivalent. Project explained as a modification to the existing CIM system at Coleg Sir Gar
(3/5) Project risks, health and safety etc (/5) Good list and explanations offered. Ethical engineering
explained in some detail, limited assessment of risks to the project success. (4/5) Response to questions



20

3. COGNITIVE AND INTELLECTUAL

13

4. PRACTICAL APPLICATION

7

5. TRANSFERABLE SKILLS

1, 4, 7 and 8 (/10) Good responses given. Some limited answers to the ethical engineering questions;
mentioned AJAX and ISO9001. (7/10) Total = 14/20

Problem Definition and constraints (/10) Briefly explained. A generic description which lacked detail and
didn’t address any specifics (5/10) Functional Design Specification (/10) Good list given, briefly
explained. Explained use of S7-1200 webserver (7/10) Test planning (/10) Listed and explained in a
table. An 8 stage test schedule was explained, although some performance metrics were vague. (5/10)
Response to questions 2 and 6 (/5) Good responses given. Details of these questions were covered in
the presentation itself (3/5) Total = 20/35

Critical choice and justification of final solution (/10) Briefly stated but little time given to explanation. Ran
out of time, unable to cover this in the presentation. (3/10) Project Planning and working breakdown
structure (/10) WBS and Gantt chart explained. Gantt chart should be more detailed. Evidence of
planning through a simple Gantt chart and a complex WBS (6/10) Response to questions 3 and 5 (/5)
Good responses given. Questions on code of conduct and management techniques were well answered.
(4/5) Total = 13/25

All sections: Quality of the presentation slides – (/5) Very good. Most slides were generally readable and
well presented. (4/5) All sections: Quality of the delivery style – (/5) Very good but over ran by 1 minute.
Slightly nervous, as to be expected, but confidently presented. Too much time spent on ethical
engineering meant no time to cover the technical aspects. (3/5) Total = 7/10
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