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1. ENGAGEMENT WITH LITERATURE

GRADING FORM: NEW CSG-RUBRIC

DAVID
HARRIES

63

Engagement with an appropriate range of research-
informed literature, including sources retrieved
independently. However, not all information has been
critically evaluated and explained. Good evidence of
research for literature review. Evidence of extensive
research was demonstrated. (8/10) A reasonable list
of citations but date accessed is missing from online



20

2. KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

19

3. COGNITIVE AND INTELLECTUAL

sources. Harvard method mostly used but not always
applied correctly. A wide range of reliable technical
sources were used. (3/5) Total = 11/15

Generally good information provided setting the
background and context of the project. Project
explained as the addition of a robot to the existing
CIM system at Coleg Sir Gar. Wider issues were
covered in the report. (7/10) Good references to
standards with some explanations provided.
However, further explanations were expected of how
they relate to the project. Detailed consideration of all
aspects of ethical engineering were explained in
detail, however some too generic and didn’t relate
directly to the project. (6/10) Some consideration
given. Use of efficient components such as the motor
and utilisation of Profi-Energy. (4/5) Risk table needs
an explanation with some consideration given to
health and safety but no risk assessment provided.
Risk assessment of negative factors carried out in
the form of a risk v impact matrix. (3/5) Total = 20/30

Clearly defined and explained. Problem identified as
poor positioning of the arm and low maximum speed
(4/5) Detailed and clear, setting out the requirement
of the project. FDS explained including set speeds,
use of interlock for safety and the need for a new
HMI screen (7/10) A good section provided that
concludes the report and plans for the completion of



11/15

4. PRACTICAL APPLICATION

13

5. TRANSFERABLE SKILLS

the project. More descriptive than evaluative (4/5)
Total = 19/25

Good consideration given for 3 solutions. However,
not all aspects of solutions 2 and 3 were considered.
Correct choice of final solution made. Detailed
scoring system used to assess each solution (5/5)
Good evidence provided by means of WBS, but
Gantt chart could be more detailed and risk matrix
lacks explanation. No risk assessment provided for
health and safety. Detailed 3 layer WBS was
devised, Gantt was a simplistic linear chart (6/10)
Total = 11/15

Excellent summary given. A good understanding of
the project could be gleaned (4/5) Generally good.
Well written with a good style, easy to read. Clear
diagrams and images with a good appendix.
However, not all figures have been explained.
Generally very well written and presented (4/5) No
word count penalty applied. 3910 words declared
(5/5) Total = 13/15
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