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Good Structure



Sounds like a good plan



this citation should contain a comma



Good conclusions

You have presented a reasoned argument



blank page ?











Good explanation given



Good explanation given

Good explanation given



start should be a push button not a switch

There are controls on this screen which have not been asked for, you must learn to stick to the design specification









A reasonable range of sources listed correctly

























your ladder code lacks network titles and comments





poor image
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GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Instructor

PAGE 1

PAGE 2

Good Structure

Report is structured exactly as stated in the assignment brief.

PAGE 3

Text Comment.  Sounds like a good plan

PAGE 4

Text Comment.  this citation should contain a comma

PAGE 5

Good conclusions

You have shown understanding here from these observations and deductions

Text Comment.  You have presented a reasoned argument
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Text Comment.  blank page ?
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Good explanation given

You have clearly put much effort into this explanation, well done.
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Good explanation given

You have clearly put much effort into this explanation, well done.

Good explanation given

You have clearly put much effort into this explanation, well done.
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Text Comment.  start should be a push button not a switch

Text Comment.  There are controls on this screen which have not been asked for, you
must learn to stick to the design specification
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Text Comment.  A reasonable range of sources listed correctly
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Text Comment.  your ladder code lacks network titles and comments
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Text Comment.  poor image
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12

1. ENGAGEMENT WITH LITERATURE

14

2. KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

GRADING FORM: NEW CSG-RUBRIC

WILLIAM UTTING 75

A good research section with evidence of reading
from a range of sources cited and listed mostly
correctly using the Harvard method. 12/20

Excellent knowledge and understanding
demonstrated in your research findings, hardware
investigation, IO list and program design



17

3. COGNITIVE AND INTELLECTUAL

17

4. PRACTICAL APPLICATION

15

5. TRANSFERABLE SKILLS

explanations. However, your ladder code contains
no titles or comments. 14/20

Good simulation test results analysis, but you did
have issues with your practical rsults yet your
discussion and conclusions/recommendations
show that you have learnt much from your
mistakes. 17/20

A good program design yet too cumbersome and
complex as you have stated. Very good simulation
and practical testing methods and presentation of
results with good attempts to fix your bugs. 17/20

A good work plan and explanation of team
working. Report is well structured, written and
presented with clear diagrams. Word count not
exceeded. However, your style of explaining your
hardware is like a magazine article which is not
appropriate for a report like this. 15/20


