
Harri Criddle Project presentation
by Harri Criddle

Submission date: 10-Jan-2023 01:51PM (UTC+0000)
Submission ID: 194361807
File name: 17745_Harri_Criddle_Harri_Criddle_Project_presentation_172461_787153597.pptx (10.36M)
Word count: 614
Character count: 3274























FINAL GRADE

70/100

Harri Criddle Project presentation
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS
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14/20

RESEARCH-INFORMED LITERATURE

21/30

KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING

GRADING FORM: CSG-RUBIC

HARRI CRIDDLE 0

Background research has been carried out and includes relevance for project. 7/10
Research for solutions has been explained in depth. Good details of solutions indicated and a good 
level of reading around the subject area. 7/10

Problem definition was explained in detail with application from industry. 3.5/5
Constraints and codes of practice were identified with software licencing, standards and intellectual 
properties relevant to the industry. 3/5
Environmental issues have been included in the form of software replacing hardware, and 
sustainable program structure will enable expansion of the system. 3/5
Functional design was explained with a block diagram and backed up with planned testing. 3.5/5
Response to questioning was very good and demonstrated a good understanding of the project and 
the problem. 8/10



14/20

ANALYSIS

14/20

PRACTICAL APPLICATION AND DEP.

SKILLS FOR PROFESSIONAL PRAC.

7/10

Problem definition has been identified with a good clear understanding of the objective and 
procedures needed. 3.5/5
Functional design was understood and the specification was explained from the block diagram, and 
covered in detail. 7/10
Final solution justified and explained with environmental and sustainability issues used in the 
justification. 3.5/5

Design spec was explained in detail with relevant additional components identified. 3.5/5
Critical choice has been justified through evaluation and showed an understanding of PLC’s. 7.5/10
Project plan with breakdown of activities was included and explained with management methods. 
3/5

Slides included good relevant content. 3.5/5
Delivery of content demonstrated a good understanding of the project. 3.5/5


