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GENERAL COMMENTS
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Correctly cited

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

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

Citation method conforms to Harvard standard, well done.

Correctly cited

Citation method conforms to Harvard standard, well done.

Text Comment.  new section, new page
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Text Comment.  pulse?
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Text Comment.  why are they removed?

Awk.
Awkward:
The expression or construction is cumbersome or difficult to read. Consider rewriting.

Text Comment.  new section, new page
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Text Comment.  where is your testing?
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Text Comment.  no evidence presented
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Small Range of Sources

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

Correct method of listing.

You have listed your sources correctly according to the Harvard method.
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Text Comment.  There are no titles or comments in your program, no understanding of
the program has been demonstrated
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GRADING FORM: NEW CSG-RUBRIC



1. ENGAGEMENT WITH LITERATURE

9

2. KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

6

3. COGNITIVE AND INTELLECTUAL

6

4. PRACTICAL APPLICATION

JONATHAN DAVIES 40

10Good evidence or reading, sources cited and listed
correctly but range is limited. (10/20)

There is some evidence of understanding. in the
initial descriptions and IO listing. However, the
program printout contains no comments or even
network titles. (9/20)

There is little evidence of analysis in the
conclusions but no evidence of testing even
though there is a claim that the system worked.
(6/20)

The program is well written but has no comments.
There are no electrical drawings and no evidence
of testing. There is some attempt at describing a
discussion of user needs but no evidence to
support it. (6/20)



9

5. TRANSFERABLE SKILLS

The report is well structured and there is a good
research section. Appendix contains program code
and some HMI screens. There is evidence of team
working. (9/20)


