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You could have said more about the background, problem and solution.





a very good sub-section

Grocer's apostrophe

Grocer's apostrophe



clearly defined

Briefly explained



Briefly explained

this is an excellent sub-section





a very good sub-section









excellent detail









What about the other parts of the solution?



datasheets are not required in the appendix, you should cite informatin from them instead



Would the input card ned to be setup up for high speed counting?
What is the relationship between frequency and flowrate?



shouldn't the sensor be connected to the blue card?



Your project solutions seem to be concerned only with the selection of a sensing and conditioning method



This is a surprising choice as IO-Link is future proof

There must be more to your design than a sensor. What else are you designing?





There were no signatures or dates in the proposal?

It is not clear how the selection of a flow meter meets the requirements of the FDS







Signatures and dates of approval are missing































































no need to include datasheets in the appendix
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Text Comment.  a very good sub-section

Grocer's apostrophe

If you meant this as a plural word, don't use an apostrophe. This also applies to acronyms
and initialisms such as PLCs

Grocer's apostrophe

If you meant this as a plural word, don't use an apostrophe. This also applies to acronyms
and initialisms such as PLCs
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Text Comment.  shouldn't the sensor be connected to the blue card?
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1. ENGAGEMENT WITH LITERATURE

GRADING FORM: NEW CSG-RUBRIC

GARETH WILKINS 67

Sections 3 and 5: Engagement in research, judicial
use and critical evaluation sources for project
constraints and literature review of solutions Since
the literature review was mainly about choosing a
sensor, there is limited cope for citations in this
section. However, there is evidence in the others
sections of engagement with research. (5/10)
Sections 3, 5 and 8: Extent of reading, use of
credible sources, use of Harvard method for listing
and citing A good range of sources cited and listed
correctly. (6/10) Total = 11/20



12

2. KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

14

3. COGNITIVE AND INTELLECTUAL

12

4. PRACTICAL APPLICATION

Section 3: Project background and problem
definition An excellent background section with
clear problem definition. (4/5) Section 3: Project
constraints: Ethical. Briefly explained with
reference to the Royal Academy of Engineers (2/5)
Section 3: Project constraints: Sustainability Brief
explanation given (2/5) Section 3: Project
constraints: Legal/Commercial A thoroughly
detailed section with good citations (4/5) Total =
12/20

Section 4: Functional Design Specification A very
detailed FDS (5/5) Section 4: Test planning Excellent
plans for testing (5/5) Section 5: Evaluation of
solutions and justification of final solution A simple
choice of a sensor hardly gives enough scope to
score well in this section. However, a good method
was used to choose the component yet not much
has been said about the other components. (2/5)
Section 7: Conclusions and Recommendations A
reasonable set of conclusions but it is not clear
how the selection of a flow meter meets all the
requirements of the FDS. (3/5) Total = 14/20

Section 6: Project Plan A brief plan included in the
appendix for implementation (2/5) Section 6:
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5. TRANSFERABLE SKILLS

Working breakdown structure, costing exercise
and management techniques A good WBS diagram
provided and costing spreadsheet (2/5) Appendix:
Risk assessment for implementation phase An
excellent good risk assessment provided for the
implementation phase and PL rating chart (5/5)
Appendix: Planning phase log-book entries. A good
series of log entries (3/5) Total = 12/20

Section 1: Executive summary A good summary
that covers most of the project. However, you
could have said more about the background,
problem and solution. (3/5) All Sections:
Presentation quality of the report, diagrams,
charts, tables, figure numbering, page, and section
numbering etc A well presented report (5/5) All
Sections: Quality of the writing style, use of
punctuation and grammar Excellent writing style
(5/5) Word count limit not exceeded Limit not
exceeded (5/5) Total = 18/20


