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Good conclusion but
space is a limitation



You
shoul
d
have
given
the I
addre
ss
here
not
the M
addre
ss





Unnecessary
waste of words



don't use boxes for labels, switch off the outline next time
you label a drawing using a text box

Start P/B is not a sequence action, it is an
event

you could have included the object sensor as an alternative
event







return to
step 0





This table should contain five columns: (1) description of test, (2)
expected result (3) actual result (4) pass-fail decision (5) reference to
evidence as image in the appendix. Some are included.









A small range of source given. For more
marks, you need a lot more sources than this
to show evidence of wide reading.





Good comments, well explained. The problem with putting the network number in
the comment is that if you were to insert a network (which is often the case), you
would have to edit all the comments as they would not match up with the actual
network number anymore.

why are these bits added?
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FINAL GRADE

62/100

2017198
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Instructor

PAGE 1

PAGE 2

Good Structure

Report is structured exactly as stated in the assignment brief.

PAGE 3

Suppress the author's name if you have already stated it.

You don't need the author's name since your sentence began with it, just suppress it to satisfy the
fully Harvard method

Correctly cited

Citation method conforms to Harvard standard, well done.

Correctly cited

Citation method conforms to Harvard standard, well done.

PAGE 4

Suppress the author's name if you have already stated it.

You don't need the author's name since your sentence began with it, just suppress it to satisfy the
fully Harvard method

Use the third Person

You are referring to first or second persons (I, we, you, us etc) whereas you should use the third
person thus depersonalising it.



QM

QM

Text Comment.  Good conclusion but space is a limitation

PAGE 5

Text Comment.  You should have given the I address here not the M address

PAGE 6

PAGE 7

Explain the system or design, don't tell a story of how it was made

You are wasting words telling your reader a story of how you made the system or program. Focus
instead the finished system and explain that instead.

Text Comment.  Unnecessary waste of words

PAGE 8

Text Comment.  don't use boxes for labels, switch off the outline next time you label a drawing
using a text box

Text Comment.  Start P/B is not a sequence action, it is an event

Text Comment.  you could have included the object sensor as an alternative event

PAGE 9

PAGE 10

PAGE 11

Text Comment.  return to step 0

PAGE 12

PAGE 13

Text Comment.  This table should contain five columns: (1) description of test, (2) expected
result (3) actual result (4) pass-fail decision (5) reference to evidence as image in the appendix.
Some are included.

Testing Table could be better

This table should contain five columns: (1) description of test, (2) expected result (3) actual result (4)



QM

pass-fail decision (5) reference to evidence as image in the appendix.

PAGE 14

PAGE 15

PAGE 16

PAGE 17

Correct method of listing.

You have listed your sources correctly according to the Harvard method.

Text Comment.  A small range of source given. For more marks, you need a lot more sources
than this to show evidence of wide reading.

PAGE 18

PAGE 19

Text Comment.  Good comments, well explained. The problem with putting the network number
in the comment is that if you were to insert a network (which is often the case), you would have to
edit all the comments as they would not match up with the actual network number anymore.

Text Comment.  why are these bits added?

PAGE 20

PAGE 21

PAGE 22

PAGE 23

PAGE 24

PAGE 25

PAGE 26

PAGE 27

PAGE 28

PAGE 29

PAGE 30



PAGE 31

PAGE 32

PAGE 33

PAGE 34

PAGE 35

PAGE 36

PAGE 37

PAGE 38

PAGE 39

PAGE 40

PAGE 41

PAGE 42

PAGE 43

PAGE 44

PAGE 45

Text Comment.  inputs missing and incorrect symbol used for the proximity switch

Text Comment.  a good drawing
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8

1. ENGAGEMENT WITH LITERATURE

15

2. KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

15

3. COGNITIVE AND INTELLECTUAL

14

4. PRACTICAL APPLICATION

10

5. TRANSFERABLE SKILLS

Evidence provided of research from a small range of
sources listed but not always cited correctly using the
Harvard method. (8/20)

Good evidence of knowledge and understanding
provided through system explanation and program
comments. (15/20)

Clear evidence of these skills displayed in testing,
discussion , conclusions and recommendations.
(15/20)

A well designed program, well comments. However,
see my comments on your SFC and drawing. Well
presented results but see my comments on your
table. (14/20)

Use the third person, never refer to I, we, you in your
report. Instead of "I did this" say, "this was done".
Well structured but word count exceeded though not



declared so. (10/20)
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