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PAGE 1

PAGE 2

Text Comment.  Good table of contents

PAGE 3

Text Comment.  Good list o figures

PAGE 4

Text Comment.  Avoid using first person terms

Text Comment.  Good informative introduction

PAGE 5

Text Comment.  Requirements are outlined

Text Comment.  Time and budget are clear

PAGE 6

Text Comment.  The specification should include some technical requirements for the
system

PAGE 7

PAGE 8

Text Comment.  A description is given on the possible function the PLC could have to
benefit the project solution. This should be supported by an application example with



reference sources.

PAGE 9

PAGE 10

Text Comment.  Second solution is valid but does require some form of support
evidence such as an application example with relevant reference sources.

PAGE 11

PAGE 12

PAGE 13

Text Comment.  There is far too much detail here which is not necessary. only the
significant points and technical issued need to be explained. Simple images should be here
with brief explanations

PAGE 14

Text Comment.  The table of results is a good method

Text Comment.  There is too much unnecessary detail in the explanation here

PAGE 15

Text Comment.  Good method using table to evaluate test results

PAGE 16

Text Comment.  There is far too much unwanted detail here. All that is required are the
test results conclusion and any recommendations.
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Text Comment.  There should be more relevant sources for the research
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Text Comment.  Good image for supporting reference in main report
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Text Comment.  Image is referenced in report
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Text Comment.  Good evidence of implementation
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Text Comment.  Image is referenced in main report

Text Comment.  Data logging is clear
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Text Comment.  Image supports explanation in report
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Text Comment.  Good evidence of implementation
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RESEARCH-INFORMED LITERATURE

9/20

KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

11/20

ANALYSIS

GRADING FORM: CSG-RUBIC

SCOTT JONES 0

Research is limited and there is very little evidence
from the sources in the text. 3/10 Not enough
sources to support research. 3/10

Specification covers the requirements but there is
far too much unnecessary content . 5/10 Solutions
considered cover brief descriptions of possible
benefits and evaluation. There are no referenced
sources or application examples which are needed
here to support research section. This section
should include images and / or block diagrams to
support arguments. 4/10

Testing and results tables used are a good method
for evaluating the level of success. The supporting
explanations have far too much unwanted content.
There are supporting test images in the appendix.



13/25

PRACTICAL APPLICATION AND DEP.

8/15

SKILLS FOR PROFESSIONAL PRAC.

5.5/10 Conclusion has far too much unwanted
content. The recommendations are valid for the
project. 5.5/10

Planning - Gantt chart has a detailed timeline and
comparison for predicted and actual times. No
explanation and no test plan is included. 3/5
Solutions considered should have at least some
example application with images or block
diagrams with relevant reference sources. This
would have supported the research section. There
is an evaluation to justify solution choice and a
valid reason for change of solution. 4/10 There is
good evidence for the implementation of the final
solution with supporting images in the appendix.
The explanation includes far too much
unnecessary content 6/10

The report contains far too much unnecessary
content. The link with referenced images is not
easy to locate in the report. First person terms
should be avoided. The report does correspond to
the table of contents. 8/15


