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Objetcives are identified









Test procedure is logical, however a table for actual value comparison would have been mor effective













Good budget







FINAL GRADE

71/100

2320628
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS
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Text Comment.  Objetcives are identified

PAGE 3

Text Comment.  Good argument presented

PAGE 4

Text Comment.  Good FD with block diagram

PAGE 5

Text Comment.  Good codes of practice
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Text Comment.  Test procedure is logical, however a table for actual value comparison would have been mor effective
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PAGE 8

Text Comment.  Very good solution

PAGE 9

Text Comment.  Good possible solution

PAGE 10

Text Comment.  This indicates a good knowledge of the PLC architectures

PAGE 11

Text Comment.  Good use of table for comparison

PAGE 12

Text Comment.  Good budget

PAGE 13

Text Comment.  This need a comparison timeline
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GRADING FORM: CSG-RUBIC

SION PHILLIPS 0
RESEARCH-INFORMED LITERATURE

15/20

KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

21/30

ANALYSIS

Good project background and explained the theme very well. 7/10
Good evidence of research including the  components critical to the project. 8/10

Clear explanation of project task and purpose with relevant arguments for project. 3.5/5
Project constraints were discussed with an action plan. Codes of practice and standards were 
industry policy and explained for the project including intellectual property. 3.5/5
Environmental and sustainability were explained as part of the project purpose in the question 
section. 3.5/5
The functional design was explained clearly with a good understanding of the prosed system 
components. 3.5/5
Response to questioning was very good. 7/10



14/20

PRACTICAL APPLICATION AND DEP.

14/20

SKILLS FOR PROFESSIONAL PRAC.

7/10

The problem was clearly defined and linked with good examples from industry to support argument 
for the project. 3.5/5
Functional design was clear and critical points identified. This was aided with a good block 
diagram.7/10
Good argument for the choice of final solution with the aid of comparison table. 3.5/5

Design specification included good relevant detail and a good block diagram. The explanation was 
clear and relevant to the research. 3.5/5
Argument for critical choice of final solution application was clear and critical points in the 
application process were identified and compared. 7.5/10
Project plan is clear with a good work breakdown structure. No test plan included. 3/5

Slides were very informative and and contained relevant detail from research. 3.5/5
Overall delivery was very good and demonstrated a good understanding of the task. 3.5/5


