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Good supporting diagram



Good alternative solution







Good block diagram











FINAL GRADE

72/100

Tomos Rhys Williams 2117073 project presentation
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS
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Text Comment.  Good background research
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Text Comment.  Good supporting diagram
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Text Comment.  Good alternative solution
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Text Comment.  Good alternative method

PAGE 7

Text Comment.  The explanation here is specific to the industry and uses the existing components
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Text Comment.  Good block diagram
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Text Comment.  Detailed budget breakdown
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Text Comment.  Good plan
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Text Comment.  Good test plan
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RESEARCH-INFORMED LITERATURE

15/20

KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

22/30

ANALYSIS

14/20

PRACTICAL APPLICATION AND DEP.

Project background was explained clearly and included good relevant detail. 8/10
Good evidence of research carried out. 7/10

Project purpose was identified and explained in good detail. 4/5
Project constraints and risks were explained and associated with company policy along with codes 
of practice and standards. 3/5
Environmental and sustainability were covered very well in the question section. 3.5/5
Functional design was explained clearly and demonstrated a good understanding of what the 
application involved. 3.5/5
Response to questioning was good and included relevant detail. 8/10

Project was defined clearly and a good explanation was given. 3/5
Functional design was understood and the specification was explained from the block diagram, and 
covered in detail. 7.5/10
A good argument given for the choice of final solution.  3.5/5



14/20

SKILLS FOR PROFESSIONAL PRAC.

7/10

Design spec was explained in detail with relevant additional components identified. 3.5/5
Critical choice has been justified through evaluation and showed an understanding of PLC’s. 7.5/10
Project plan with breakdown of activities was included and explained with management methods. 
3/5

Slides included good relevant content. 3/5
Delivery of content demonstrated a good understanding of the project. 4/5


