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There are some good things in this report

Areas of improvement are in the formating of the text, detail in the solutions, costing, consideration needed for
ethical and sustainability, more detailed WBS and planning. In future, start the work sooner and keep on top of
it.







Paragraphs should be fully justified text as required in the 

This reads more like an introduction to the report, your reader will glean little about the project from this
summary.
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good explanation



Are any of the items related to standards
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Line spacing should be 1.5

Paragraphs should be fully justified text as required in t
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Since there is no evidence in the report of costing with part numbers, this seems like guess work. In actual fact,
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Wrong way around





Correct method of listing.

Small Range of Sources





a poorly scanned image
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A good log book but some entries are brief
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2017196
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

PAGE 1

Text Comment.  There are some good things in this report

Text Comment.  Areas of improvement are in the formating of the text, detail in the
solutions, costing, consideration needed for ethical and sustainability, more detailed WBS and
planning. In future, start the work sooner and keep on top of it.

PAGE 2

PAGE 3

PAGE 4

Paragraphs should be fully justified text as required in the brief

Text Comment.  This reads more like an introduction to the report, your reader will glean
little about the project from this summary.

PAGE 5

Paragraphs should be fully justified text as required in the brief

Text Comment.  A good introduction

PAGE 6

PAGE 7

Text Comment.  This figure should have come earlier

Text Comment.  Good image

Correctly cited

Citation method conforms to Harvard standard, well done.

Text Comment.  What are the four parts?

PAGE 8



QM

QM
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QM

QM

QM

QM

Repetition

Already stated elsewhere, repeating information is considered boring by your reader

Correctly cited

Citation method conforms to Harvard standard, well done.

Text Comment.  Not enough detail

Correctly cited

Citation method conforms to Harvard standard, well done.

Correctly cited

Citation method conforms to Harvard standard, well done.

Text Comment.  good explanation

PAGE 9

Text Comment.  Are any of the items related to standards

PAGE 10

Text Comment.  I am glad you have specified performance figures

PAGE 11

PAGE 12

PAGE 13

PAGE 14

Text Comment.  Switches are best described as either open or closed rather than on/off

PAGE 15

Text Comment.  what abou testing for 1,2,3,4 packs

Repetition

Already stated elsewhere, repeating information is considered boring by your reader

PAGE 16

PAGE 17

PAGE 18

Line spacing should be 1.5
This allows the marker to put comments in between your lines

Paragraphs should be fully justified text as required in the brief

Correctly cited
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Citation method conforms to Harvard standard, well done.

Correctly cited

Citation method conforms to Harvard standard, well done.

PAGE 19

Text Comment.  These explanations seem to be repeating the FDS without explaining how
it is being implemented, there seems to be no design work here.

PAGE 20

Correctly cited

Citation method conforms to Harvard standard, well done.

Citation Needed
Cite Source:
Please use the link below to find links to information regarding specific citation styles:
https://www.plagiarism.org/article/citation-styles

Text Comment.  Which microcontroller? Which programming languge? How are the
intefaces going to be designed?

PAGE 21

Citation Needed
Cite Source:
Please use the link below to find links to information regarding specific citation styles:
https://www.plagiarism.org/article/citation-styles

PAGE 22

Citation Needed
Cite Source:
Please use the link below to find links to information regarding specific citation styles:
https://www.plagiarism.org/article/citation-styles

Citation Needed
Cite Source:
Please use the link below to find links to information regarding specific citation styles:
https://www.plagiarism.org/article/citation-styles

Citation Needed
Cite Source:
Please use the link below to find links to information regarding specific citation styles:
https://www.plagiarism.org/article/citation-styles

PAGE 23

Text Comment.  Since there is no evidence in the report of costing with part numbers, this
seems like guess work. In actual fact, solution 3 may be the cheapest.

PAGE 24

PAGE 25

Text Comment.  A good plan but the WBS should hav come first
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PAGE 26

Text Comment.  Wrong way around

PAGE 27

PAGE 28

Correct method of listing.

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

Small Range of Sources

You have shown little evidence of reading, only a few sources listed here

PAGE 29

PAGE 30

Text Comment.  a poorly scanned image

PAGE 31

Text Comment.  A good risk assessment

PAGE 32

Text Comment.  guess work

Text Comment.  Where is your costing spread sheet?

PAGE 33

PAGE 34

Text Comment.  A good log book but some entries are brief

PAGE 35

PAGE 36

PAGE 37

PAGE 38

PAGE 39

PAGE 40

PAGE 41

PAGE 42

PAGE 43

PAGE 44

PAGE 45



PAGE 46

PAGE 47

PAGE 48

GRADING FORM: NEW CSG-RUBRIC

JACK ROGERS 50
1. ENGAGEMENT WITH LITERATURE

9

2. KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

6

3. COGNITIVE AND INTELLECTUAL

Sections 3 and 5: Engagement in research, judicial 
use and critical evaluation sources for project 
constraints and literature review of solutions 
There is some evidence provided in the report 
(5/10)
Sections 3, 5 and 8:  Extent of reading, use of 
credible sources, use of Harvard method for listing 
and citing 
A small range of sources listed but correct method 
of citing and listing used (4/10)

9/20

Section 3: Project background and problem 
definition 
A good explanation given (3/5)
Section 3: Project constraints: Ethical.  
Not considered (0/5)
Section 3: Project constraints: Sustainability 
Not considered (0/5)
Section 3: Project constraints: Legal/Commercial 
Good consideration given (3/5)

6/20



12

4. PRACTICAL APPLICATION

11

5. TRANSFERABLE SKILLS

12

Section 4: Functional Design Specification 
Clear, brief table supplied giving the expected 
outcomes  of the project (3.5/5)
Section 4: Test planning 
A good testing table but not all test procedures 
are explained in enough detail (3.5/5)
Section 5: Evaluation of solutions and justification 
of final solution 
Briefly explained but not enough detail for each 
solution given. Costing is guess work. Correct 
solution chosen (2/5)
Section 7: Conclusions and Recommendations 
Good conclusions and recommendations given. 
(3/5)

12/20

Section 6: Project Plan 
Contains a good level of detail (3/5)
Section 6: Working breakdown structure, costing 
exercise and management techniques
A brief WBS (drawn the wrong way around and 
should come before the plan). No evidence of 
costing and explanation given of management 
techniques (2/5)
Appendix: Risk assessment for implementation 
phase 
Good risk assessment (3/5)
Appendix: Planning phase log-book entries. 
Log book contains brief entries (3/5)

11/20

Section 1: Executive summary 
Unfortunately, you have not understood how to 
write a summary, this reads like an introduction to 
the report and is very general telling your reader 
very little. (1/5)



All Sections: Presentation quality of the report, 
diagrams, charts, tables, figure numbering, page, 
and section numbering etc
Generally good (3/5)
All Sections: Quality of the writing style, use of 
punctuation and grammar
Generally good (3/5)
Word count limit not exceeded
Not exceeded (5/5)

12/20


